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SENATE 


Tuurspay, June 5, 1924 


(Legislative day of Tuesday, June 8, 1924) 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration of 
the recess. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by 
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had con- 
curred in Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 18, providing for 
the printing of additional copies of the revenue act of 1924. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolutions of the Senate: 

S. 113. An act changing the name of Keokuk Street in the 
County of Washington, D. C., to Military Road; 

S. 699. An act authorizing the addition of certain lands to 
the Medicine Bow National Forest, Wyo., and for other pur- 
poses ; 

S. 1208. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
an appropriation to meet proportionate expenses of providing a 
drainage system for Piute Indian lands in the State of Nevada 
within the Newlands reclamation project of the Reclamation 
Service,” approved February 14, 1923; 

8.1308. An act authorizing an appropriation to enable the 
Secretary of the Interior to purchase a tract of land, with 
sufficient water right attached, for the use and occupancy of 
the Temoak Band of homeless Indians, located at Ruby Valley, 
Nev. ; 

S.1785. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
regulation of the practice of dentistry in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for the protection of the people from empiricism 
in relation thereto,” approved June 6, 1892, and acts amenda- 
tory thereof; 

S. 2236. An act to designate the time and place of holding 
terms of the United States district court in the first division of 
the district at Kansas City; 

S. 2699. An act to amend an act creating the Custer State 
Park Game Sanctuary in the State of South Dakota; 

8.3111. An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in any 
claims which the Stockbridge Indians may have against the 
United States, and for other purposes ; 

8.3116. An act to authorize the Choctaw, Oklahoma & Gulf 


Railway Co. and the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway | 


Co. to construct a bridge across the White 1 
city of De Valls Bluff, Ark.; 

S. 3263. An act to provide for the inspection of the battle 
fields in and around Fredericksburg and Spotsylvania Court 
House, Va.; 

S. 3355. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Counties of Marion and Florence, in the State of South Caro- 
lina, to construction a bridge across the Peedee River at or 
near Savage Landing, S. C.; 

S. J. Res. 90. Joint resolution providing an extension of time 
for payment by entrymen of lands on the Fort Assinniboine 
abandoned military reservation in the State of Montana; 

S. J. Res. 103. Joint resolution authorizing expenditure of the 
Fort Peck 4 per cent fund now standing to the credit of the 
Fort Peck Indians of Montana in the Treasury of the United 
States ; 

S. J. Res. 106. Joint resolution authorizing the erection on 
public grounds in the city of Washington, D. C., of an eques- 
trian statue of General San Martin which the people of Argen- 
tina have presented to the United States; and 

8S. J. Res. 115. Joint resolution to provide for the free trans- 
mission through the mails of certain publications for the blind. 
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The message further announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 9559) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1924, and prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other 
purposes, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


DIRECTOR OF THE COLUMBIA 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In accordance with the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress of June 10, 1872, touching the 
appointment of directors of the Columbia Hospital for Women 
and Lying-in Asylum, the Chair appoints the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Baw] to fill the vacancy caused by the death of the 
late Senator Dillingham. 


HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. 
was 


STEPHENS, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
referred the bill (S. 3281) for the relief of Ralph Ole 
Wright and Varina Belle Wright, reported it with an amend- 
ment and submitted a report (No. 747) thereon. 

Mr. HARRELD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 708) for the relief of various owners of 
vessels and cargoes damaged by the U. S. S. Lamberton, re- 
ported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 766) 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill (S. 1221) for the relief of J. W. Neil, reported it with 
amendments and submitted a report (No. 748) thereon. 
He also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 


was referred the bill (S. 1392) authorizing the Ponea Tribe of 
Indians residing in the States of Oklahoma and Nebraska to sub- 
mit claims to the Court of Claims, reported it with amendments 
and submitted a report (No. 750) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill (S. 3247) providing for the payment of any unappro- 
priated moneys belonging to the Apache, Kiowa, and Comanche 
Indians to Jacob Crew, reported it without amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 751) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill (S. 3080) for the relief of the Uintah and White River 
Tribes of Ute Indians of Utah, reported it with an amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 752) thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 1569) to compensate Lieut. L. D. 
Webb, United States Navy, for damages to household effects 
while being transported by Government conveyance, reported 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 753) 
thereon. 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2976) to authorize the Comptroller General of the 
United States to relieve Fred A. Gosnell, former disbursing 
clerk, Bureau of the Census, and the estate of Richard C. 
Lappin, former supervisor of the Fourteenth Decennial Census 
for the Territory of Hawaii, and special disbursing agent, in 
the settlement of certain accounts (Rept. No. 754); 

A bill (H. R. 914) granting six months’ gratuity pay 
Stansfield A. and Elizabeth G. Fuller (Rept. No. 755); and 

A bill (H. R, 1326) for the relief of Clara T. Black (Rept. 
No. 756). 

Mr. MAYFIELD, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6506) for the relief of John 
No. 757); and 

A bill (H. R. 7052) for the relief of Geston P. Hunt (Rept, 
No. 758). 


to 


Saumen (Rept, 
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MI M Ar} rom the Committee on C« eree, to which 
a erred the bill (S. 3352) to provide for the appointment 
of ppl er of merchandise at Portland, Oreg., reported 


t amendment and submitted a report (No. 764) 


t hve 

He also, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to 

] was referred the bill (H. R, 4830) to provide for the 
protection of forest lands, for the reforestation of denuded 
urea for the extension of national forests, and for other pur- 
pose 1 Ol to promote the continuous production of timber 
on lands chiefly suitable therefor, reported it without amend- 
ie mf 

ODDIK, from t Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
W the 1 (S. 1807) to provide r the creation, 
organ tio i iinis ion, and maintenance of a Naval Re- 
and ¢ ne Ce Reserve, reported it with amendments 
and submitted a report (No. 749) thereon. 

Mr. J AYARD), fror the Committee on Claim to whit h were 
referred the 1 wing bills, reported them severally without 
wimendment and submitted reports thereon: 

\ bill (HL RR. 4760) for the relief of the estate of C. M. Cole 
( ‘ Ni ‘ = 

(en, 2 19) for the relief of the estate of the late 
( 1) H I ! ( l 1 United ti ivy (Rept. No. 
TG) 

A bill (7 7420) for the relief of Albert E. Laxton (Rept. 
No. 71 

A bill CH. R. 8258) for the relief of Capt. Frank Geere (Rept. 
No ‘ ) i 

oF SWANSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
Which was referred the bill (S. 3433) for the relief of Lieut. 
Richard J Byrd, . United States Navy, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 763) thereon, 

M TRAMMELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
wis referred the bill (8S. 615) for the relief of Grover Ashley, 


rey imendmnents and submitted a report (No. 767) 
thereon 

lie also, from the same committee, to which were referred 
the following bills, reported them each without amendment 
and submitted reports thereor 

\ bill (H. R. 1682) for the relic 
(Rept. No. 768); and 

A hill (FHI. BR. 6241) for the relief of Lieut. E. J. McAllister 
(1k pt. No. 769), 


f of the Stone Towing Line 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 

Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that on June 4, 1924, that committee presented to the 
President of the United States enrolled bills of the following 
Lil 

s. 112. An act providing 


for a comprehensive development of 


the park and playground system of the National Capital; 
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S. 709. An act for the relief of the Commercial Pacific Cable | 


Co.; and 
S. 709. An act for the relief of F. A. Maron. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: 

A bill (S. 3465) granting a pension to Sophronia O'Neill; to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (8S. 
Richards; and 

A bill (S. 3467) granting an increase of pension to Maria A, 
Martindale; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BURSUM: 

A bill (S. 3468) for the relief of the estate of Jesus Maria 
Vigil: to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3469) granting increase of pension to certain 
maimed soldiers, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Pensions 

By Mr. DILL: 

A bill (8. 3470) eonferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in 
any claims which the Okanogan and Colville Indians may 
have against the United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McNARY: 


A bill (S. 3471) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. King; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. KEYES: 

A bill (S. 3472) granting an increase of pension to Mary A, 
Whitcher; to the Committee on Pensions, 


3466) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
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By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S. 3473) granting a pension to Charles D. Stearns; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Ly Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A bill (S. 8474) for the relief of the R. 8S. Howard Co.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A joint resotution (S. J. Res. 145) extending the sovereignty 
of the United States over Swains Island and making the islanda 
part of American Samoa; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD AT VICKSBURG 

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of House bill 4816. It will take just a 
moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of House 
bill 4816. It will be read for information. 

he bill (H. R. 4816) authorizing the Secretary of War to per- 
thit the city of Vicksburg, Miss., to construct and maintain water 
nd under the National Cemetery Road at Vicksburg, 


d as follows: 


mains on 


Miss.. Wius 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and empowered, under such terms and conditions as are 
leemed advisable by him, to permit the city of Vicksburg, Miss., to con- 


: ate, and maintain water mains in connection with the water- 
works of said city, on and under the National Cemetery Road at Vicks- 
burg, Miss 


Mr. SMOOT. Is it a unanimous report? 

Mr. STEPHENS. It is a unanimous report and is favorably 
reported upon by the Secretary of War. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


struct, oper 


PF NSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 6426) granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army 
and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than 
the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors, 
which had been reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
rfirst committee amendment. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, on 
page 1, after line 5, to strike out: 

The name of Clarence L. Wimer, late of Company A, Signal Corps, 
United States Army, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 2, to strike 
out: 


The name of Reuben Waller, late of Company H, Tenth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 3, to strike out: 
The name of Clare D. Fielding, late of the United States Navy, 


Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 9, to strike 
out: 


The name of Xaver Becherer, late of Company I, Pifteenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, Regular Ustablishment, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 12, to strike 
out: 

The name of Charles Wilson, late of Troop G, Tenth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 19, to strike 
out: 

The name of Jennie B. Buckley, widow of Daniel J. Buckley, late 
first-class fireman, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to, 





The next amendment was, on page 4, 
out: 

The nan 
United 
at th 


after line 22, to strike 
‘ Tamar Ervin, mother of Grover Cleveland Ervin, late 
States ship Nina, United States Navy, and pay her 

rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 


rFeaman 
A pension 
receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 10, to strike 
out: 


The name of David C. Preston, late private Company F, Eighth 
Regiment California Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 16, after the words 
“rate of” to strike out “$50” and to insert “ $30,” so as to 
read: 

The name of William W. Kinne, late of Company D, Fourteenth 
Regiment Minnesota Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 10, to 
strike out: 
The name of Edith Hampel, former widow of Edward J. Hampel, 


late of United States Navy, Regular Establishment, 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


aud pay her a 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 13, to 
strike out: 

The name of Samuel J. Haslett, late of the United States Navy, 
Regular Hstablishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $18 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 
strike out: 


page 7, after line 14, to 


The name of Michael J. Haggerty, late of the United States Navy, 
United States ship Bennington, Regular Establishment, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is 


now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 18, to 
strike out: 

The name of Charles W. Crofoot, late of Company L, Twelfth 
Regiment Minnesota Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per menth. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 4, to 
strike out: 

The name of Levi T. Miller, late of Captain Randall's Company 


B, Second Regiment Idaho Volunteers, Indian wars, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per manth. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 6, to 
strike out: 
The name of Jeremiah B. Thomson, late of Captain W. H. 


zatshaw's Company A, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, 
Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 18, to strike 
out: 

The name of William Lanier, late of Company F, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment, and Company D, Second Regiment, United States Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 13, to strike 
out: 

The name of John Dudley, late of Company L, Eighteenth Regiment 
United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 21, to strike 
out: 


The name of John Oberschmid, formerly of Troop E, Sixth United 
States Cavalry, Reguiar Establishment, and pay him 2 pension at the 
rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, at t! > te 
out: 

The name of Helena Runt, 1 I } 
Troop B, Thirte« kK » 7 is ’ . 
pension at the rate of $20 r month in Iieu of 8 @ } 


receiving. 


The amendment was 


The next amendment was, 1 pa 12, afte to 
strike out: 

The name of Lambert Weiss, late of Co ny M, Thirteenth Reet 
ment Minnesota Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $18 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 18, to strike 
oul: 

The name of Fdmond L. Klamoth, late of band, Fourth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 21, to strike 
out: 

The name of Margaret Davy, dependent mother of Flarry N Davy, 
late of the United States Navy, Regular Nstablishment, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in heu of that she is now 


receivilbg, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment wag, at the top of page 14, to strike out: 


The name of Margaret A, 
late of the 
pay her a pension at the 
now receiving. 


Harris, mother of the late Hardy A. Harris 
Marine Regular Establishment. and 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 


United States Corps, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 4, to strike 
out: 
The name of George H. Klein, jr., late of Company D, Sixty-fifth 


Regiment New York Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 7, 
out: 


to strike 


United States 
at the rate of 


The name of Frank A. Klein, late of Hospital Corps 
Army, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension 
$17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 15, to strike out: 


The name of Francis M. late prison guard, 
Marine Corps, Regular Establishment, and pay him a 
rate of $12 per month 


Collins, United States 


pension at the 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 11, to strike 
out: 


The 
Hampton, 


name of Elizabeth F. Hampton, dependent mother of Otto L. 
late of Fourth Company, United States Coast Artillery, 
Regular Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 


month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 20, to strike 
out: 


The name of Flora B. Warren, widow of Louis W. Warren, late of 


Company H, Twenty-third Kegiment United States Infantry, Regular 
Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving and the continuance of the addl- 


tional $2 per month for each of the soldier's minor children until they 
reach the age of 16 years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 21, to strike 
out: 


The of William Fates, late of Troop I, Ninth Regiment 
States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension 
rate of $17 per month fm lieu of that he is now reeciving 


name United 


at the 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 14 to strike 
out: 
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The name of Robert L. McFarland, late of Company M, Seventh Regi- 
ment United Stat Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceivin 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


rhe next amendment was, on page 18, after line 21, to strike 
out: 


The name of Benjamin F. Johnson, late of Company G, Signal | 
Corps, United States Army, Regular Establishment, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he Is now re- 
ceiving 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 12, to strike 
out: 

The name Charles N. Cannon, late of Company E, Third Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a 


pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


ceiving, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 20, to strike out: 


The name of Robert L. Abston, late of Company I, First 


United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
that 


Regiment 
rate of $17 per 
in lieu of he is now 


month receiving 


was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 20, to strike 
out: 
The 
United 


The amendment 


of Townsend, late 
Artillery, 


at the rate of $12 per 


the Fourteenth 


Establishment, 


hamMe Isaac of 


Company, 


States Coast him a 


Regular and pay 


month, 


i 
| 
| 
| 

pension 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 9, to strike 
out; 
The 
United 


William 


Coast 


name of G late of the Eighteenth 
Artillery, Regular Establishment, and pay him a 


pension at the rate of $14 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Jones, 


Company, 
States 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21. line 17, after the words 
“rate of,” to strike out ~<ei7" 


read: 


“$20” and to insert ; so as to 


The 
Kincaid, 


of 
of Troop 


name Lafayette R, Kincaid, dependent father of Marcus L. 
lat A, Ninth Regiment United States Cavalry, war 


with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, 
out: 


after line 22, to strike 


the name of Marguerite B. Fitzgerald, widow of John Fitzgerald, 
late of Signal Corps, United States Army, Regular Establishment, and 


pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 2. to strike 
out: 

The 
Gillespie, 


name of Clara J. Gillespie, dependent mother of Edward D. 
late of Battery D, Fifth Regiment United States Field Ar- 
tillery, Regular Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of 


$20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 10, to strike 
out: 

The name Rubendall, late of Company 


ment United Infantry, Regular 
pension at the rate of $17 per month. 


of Henry E 
States 


1), 
Establishment, and 


Tenth Regi- 
pay him a 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 7, to strike 
out: 


The name of Francis M. Coats, dependent father of Lafayette Coats, 
late of Company L, Twenty-fourth Regiment United States Infantry, 
Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 25, 
out: 


after line 7, to strike 


The name of Edward F. Reed, late of Company E, First United States 
Infantry, and Company A, Nineteenth Regiment United States Infantry, | 
Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per | 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 26, line 3, after the words 
“rate of,” to strike out “ $50" and to insert “$24,” so as to 
read: 

The name of William Richey, late of Company D, Forty-fifth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, at the top of page 28, to strike 
out: 


The name of Mary R. Philbrick, dependent mother of John Philbrick, 
late of Company C, Twenty-sixth Regiment United States Volunteer 
Infantry, Philippine insurrection, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 7, to strike 
out: 


, The name of Mary V. Webster, widow of George O. Webster, late 
major Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The umendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 
out: 


The of Albert S. Riddle, late of Troop I, Fourth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay bim a pension 
aut the rate of $12 per month. 


oO 


to strike 


name 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 19, to strike 
out: 


The name of Charles L. Dewey, late of Company F, Fourth Regiment 
illinois Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 
out: 


om 


—, 


to strike 


The name of Vance Perkins, late of Company K, Third Regiment 
(Georgia Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32 


2, after line 13, to strike 
out: 


The name of Michael V. Murray, late of Company H, Twelfth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 33, to strike out: 


The name of Mary E. Brubaker, dependent mother of Charles E 
Brubaker, late of Company F, Sixth Regiment Ohio Infantry, war with 
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreéd to. 


The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 18, to strike 
out: 


The name of Richard Howe, late of Company G, Thirtieth Regiment 
United States Infantry, Regular Wstablishment, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 4, to strike 
out: 


The name of Martin E. McMichael, late of Company F, Ninth Regi- 
ment Illinois Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 14, to strike 
out: 


The name of Mary T. Schmidt, widow of John F. Schmidt, late of 
Company B, Twenty-first Regiment United States Infantry, Regular 
Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 
with $2 additional per month for each minor child of the soldier until 
they reach the age of 16 years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 
out: 


oo 
=a), 


to strike 


The name of Hannah Dougherty, dependent mother of Cornelius P. 
Dougherty, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment Pennsylvania In- 


fantry, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month, 
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The amendment was agreed to. 





The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 8, to strike 
out: 

The namie of Laura Hendrickson, widow of George D. Hendrickson 
Jate of Company K, Signal Corps, United States Army, Regular Esta 
lishment, and pay her pension at the rate $12 per onth and $2 
per month additional on accour h of the r childre f 
Ge D. Hendrickson until they reach tl of 16 ye 

The amendment was agreed to 

rhe next amendment was, on page 39, after line 14, to stril 
out: 

The name of John W. Thompson, late of Tro L, Third R ent 
Iinited States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a T t 
at the rate of $12 per month 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 41, to strike 
out 

The name of John E. Williams, late of Company G, Twenty-eighth 
Regiment United States Infantry, Reg r Establishment, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 21, to strike 
out: 

The name of Orville 1. Mills, late of Company B, 7 third Regi 
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay hin 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiy inp. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 4, to strike 
out: 

The name of Robert McQueen, late of Company G, Twenty-seventh 
Regiment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 8, to strike 
out: 

The name of James A. Childers, late of Company I, Eighteenth Regi 
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 2, to strike 
out: 

The name of Joseph Houser, late of Company K, Nineteenth Reegt- 
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay bim a 


pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKHART obtained the floor. 

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The principal clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Adzums Ernst Kendrick Sheppard 
Ashurst Ferris King Shields 
Borah Fess Ladd Shipstead 
Brandegee Frazier la Pollette Simmons 
Breeokhart George Latige Smith 
Broussard Gerry McKellar Smoot 

truce Glass McLean Stanfield 
Bursum Gooding McNary Stephens 
Cameroa Hale Moses Sterling 
Capper Harreld Neely Swanson 
Carnway Harris Norris ‘Trammell 
Copeland Harrison Oddie Wadsworth 
Cummins Heflin Overman Waish, Mass. 
Curtis Howell Pepper Walsh. Mont. 
Dale Johnson, Calif. Pittman Weller 

Dill Johnson, Minn. Ransdell Willis 

Edge Jones, N. Mex. Reed, Pa. 

Edwards Jones, Wash. tobinson 


Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. Waren], the Senater from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Lenroot], the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Purrps], the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire {(Mr. Keyes], and the Senator from 
Delaware {Mr. Bayarp] are engaged in a meeting of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. NEELY. I was requested to announce that the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Srencer) and the Senater from Indiana 
[Mr. WarTson] are engaged in a hearing of the Mayfield case 
before the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Seventy Senators have an- 
swered the roll call. A quorum is present. 


I 
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Mr. EDGE Mr. President, will the Se r f 1 Towa vik 
to me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor: Ten ay from 7 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey 

Mr. BROOKHART I yield 

ros RS AND POSTAL EMPLOY s 

Mr. EDGE I s t »>ecnil u we ¢ é 
on the bill (S. 1898) sifying @ sod f 

L« yees ¢ Vostal Service an u a 

( L ¢ { 1 n i ¢ litat i r 
Irn Ss | eing a pl lege I tte be ry e 
to ha e re rt acted by the H I Ww J | ‘ ‘ 

disposed of at this ti 

Mr. DROOKHART. I ld t ‘ ! ‘ 
sented. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo The ¢ I s he 
Senate the conference rey ‘tT on ™ ile | 1S08 

CONFERENCE REPO 

Che ommittee of mference on the disagr fe yore of t 
wo Hous t e bill { ISYS) re« s i tte glaries o 
postmasters 1d employees of the Pe Services nd read just 
ng tl aries and compensation on an equitable basis, and 
for other pur having met, after a full and free conference 
have l!to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Liouses as follows: 

Phat he Senate recedes from Its disagreement to the amend 
ment ¢ Llouse and agrees to the sar with an amend: i 
as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by Le e ame 
ment Insert the tollow 

“Be it enacted bu the Senate and Ilouse « Re presentats of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled 

*TirLe I RECLASSIFICATION OF SALARIDS Po EMPLOYErS 

‘Section 1. That on and after July 1, 1924, postmasters 1 
employees of the Postal Service shall be reclassified and their 
salaries and compensation readjusted, except as otherwise 
vided as follows: 

CLASSIFICATIC or 
That postmaste ll be divided in ou es 
lows: 

“ The first class shall embrace all those whose nual sal ‘ 
are $3,200 or more. 

“ The sect nd class sl | embrace all hose “nnUAIL Sal- 
aries are less than $3,200, but not less than $2,400 

“The third class shall embrace all those whose nual sa 
aries are less than $2,400, but not less than $1,100, 

“The fourth Gass shall embrace all postmasters whose an 
nual compensation amounts to less than $1,100, exclusive of 
commissions on money orders issued. 


“The res. tive compensation of postmastet of the 


first, 


second, and third classes shall be annual salaries, graded in 
even hundreds of dollars, and payable in semimonthly payments 
to be ascertained and fixed by the Postmaster General from 
their respective quarterly returns to the General Accounting 
Office, or copies or duplicates thereof to the First Assistant 
Postmaster General, for the calendar year immediately pre- 
ceding the adjustment, based on gross postal receipts at the 
following rates, namely 

“First class—$40,000, but less than $50,000, $3,200; $50,000, 
but less than $60,000, $3,300; S60,000, but less than 875.0100, 
$3,400; $75,000, but less than $90,000, $3,500: SH0.0000, but bess 
than $120,000, 33.600; $120,000, but less than $150,000, $3,700; 
$150,000, but less than $200,000, $3,800; $200,000, but legs than 


$23.900 ; S250.000, but less than $300,000, $4,000: S300, 
000, but less than $400,000, $4,200; $400,000, but less than $500,- 


000, $4,500; $500,000, but less than $600,000, $5,000: S600,G00, 


$250,000, 








but less than $7,000,000, $6,000; $7,000,000 and upward, $8,000 

“ Second class—$8,000, but less than $12,000, $2,400: $12,000, 
but less than $15,000, $2,500; $15,000, but less than S$18.000 
$2,600; $18,000, but less than $22,000, $2,700; HOO, but less 
than $27,000, $2,800; $27,000, but less than $33,000, $2,900; 
$33,000, but less than $40,000, $3,000. 

“Third chass—$1,500, but less than $1,600, $1,100; $1,600, bot 
less than $1,700, $1,200; $1,700, but less than 81.900, $1,300; 


$1,900, but less than $2,100, $1,400; $2,100, but k than $2,400 








$1,500; $2,400, but less than $2,700, $1,600; 82,700, but less than 
$3,000, $1,700; $3,000, but less than $3,500, $1,800; $3,500, but 


less than $4,200, $1,900: $4,200, but less than $5,000, $2,000. 
$5,000, but less than $6,000, $2,100; $6,000, but less than $7,000, 
$2,200; $7,000, but less than $8,000, $2,300: Provided, That 
when the gross postal receipts of a post office of the third class 
for each of two consecutive calendar years are less than $1,500, 
or when in any calendar year the gross postal receipts are lesg 
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thiam $1,400, it shall be relegated to the fourth class: Provided, 
a postmuasters at offices of the third elass shall be granted 
for clerk hire an allowance of $240 per annum where the salary 
ot postmaster is $1,100 per annum; an allowance of $330 
1y nnum Where the salary of the postmaster is $1,200 per 
i ! in allowance of $420 per annum where the salary of 
ostinaster is $1,300 per annum; an allowance of $510 per 
TT m where the salary of the postmaster is $1,400 per annum; | 
an allowance of S600 per annum where the salary of the post- | 


taster is S§] 


MW) per Ann > 
snlary 


an allowance of S690 per annum 
postmaster $1,600 per annum; an 
nee of S780 per annum where the salary of the postmaster 


where the of the is 


$1,700 per annum; an allowance of $870 per annum where 
lary of the postmaster is $1,800 per annum; an allowance 

of S060 per annum where the salary of the postmaster is $1,900 
pe num; an allowance of $1,050 per annum where the 
TRE of the postmaster is $2,000 per annum; an allow- 
nunee of $1.440 per annum where the salary of the postmaster 


is 82.100 per annum; an allowance of $1,400 per annum where 
t lary of the postmaster is $2,200 per annum; an allowance 
of $1,600 per annum where the salary of the postmaster is 
2.500 per annum: Provided further, That the Postmaster Gen- 
eral may modify these allowances for clerk hire to meet vary- 
ing needs, but in no case shall they be reduced by such modifica- 
tion more than 25 per cent: Provided, however, That the ag- 
gregate of such allowances, as modified, shall not exceed in 
any fiscal vear the uggregate of allowances herein prescribed 
for postmasters of the third class; 

Chat section 4 of the act of Mareh 3, 1885 (22 Stats., p. 
h2S8S), entitled “An act to modify the postal money order system, 
and for other purposes,” as amended by the act approved June 
0), ISS6 (24 Stats., p. 87), entitled “An act tv make the allow 
an for clerk hire to postmasters of the first and second ¢class 
post offices cover the cost of clerical labor in money-order busi- 
ness, and for other purposes,” as amended by section 3 of the 
aet approved January 27, 1894 (ZS Stats. p. 31), entitled “An 
act to improve the methods of accounting in the Post Office De- 
partment, and for other purposes © umended so that the 

nred ni ieraph of the last-mentioned section shall read as 

lows: 

rhe allowances for clerk hire made to postmasters of the 
first. second, and third class post offices by the Postmaster 
General out of the annual appropriations therefor shall cover 
the st of clerical service of all kinds in such post offices, in- 
cluding the cost of clerical labor in the money-order business, 
and excepting allowances for separating mails at third-class 
pros offices, as provided by law. 

Fourth class: The compensation of postmasters of the fourth 
Class shall be fixed upon the basis of the whole of the box rents 
collected at their offices and commissions upon the amount of 
canceled postage-due stamps and on postage stamps, stamped 
envelopes, and postal cards canceled, on matter actually mailed 
at their offices, and on the amount of newspaper and periodical 
postage collected in money, and on the postage collected in 
money on identical pieces of third and fourth class matter 
mailed under the provisions of the act of April 28, 1904, without 
postage stumps aflixed, and on postage collected in money on 
Inutter of the first class mailed under provisions of the act of 
April 24, 1920, without postage stamps affixed, and on amounts 
received from waste paper, dead newspapers, printed matter, 
ind twine sold, at the following rates, namely: 

* On the first $75 or less per quarter the postmaster shall be 
allowed 160 per cent on ahe amount; on the next $100 or less 
per quarter, SS per cent; and on all the balance, 75 per cent, 
the same to be ascertained and allowed by the General Account- 


ing Oftice in the settlement of the accounts of such postmasters 
upon their sworn quarterly returns: Provided, That when the 
total compensation of any postmaster at a post office of the 
fourth class for the ealendar year shall amount to $1,100, ex- 
clusive of commissions on money orders issued, and the receipts 
of such post office for the same period shall aggregate as much 
as S1.500, the office shall be assigned to its proper class on 
July 1, following, and the salary of the postmaster fixed accord- 
ing to the receipts: Provided further, That in no ease shall 
there nllowed any postmaster of this class a compensation 
greater than $300 in any one of the first three quarters of the 
fiscal vear, exclusive of money-order commissions, and in the 
Jast quarter of each fiscal year there shall be allowed such 
further sums as he may be entitled to under the provisions of 
this act, not exceeding for the whole fiscal year the sum of 
$1,100, exclusive of money-order commissions: And provided 
further, That whenever unusual conditions prevail the Post- 


, 
te 


master General, in his discretion, may advance any post office | 


from the fourth class to the appropriate class indicated by the 


which requires the compensation of fourth-class postmasters to 
reach $1,100 for the calendar year, exclusive of commissions on 
money-order business, and that the receipts of such post office 
for the same period shall aggregate as much as $1,500 before 
such advancement is made: And provided further, That when 
the Postmaster General has exercised the authority hereln 
granted he shall, whenever the receipts are no longer sufficient 
to justify retaining such post office in the class to which it has 
been advanced, reduce the grade of such office to the appropriate 
class indicated by its receipts for the last preceding quarter. 

“Sec, 2. That post-office inspectors shall be divided into six 
grades, as follows: Grade 1—salary, $2,800; grade 2—salary, 
$3,000; grade 3—salary, $3,200; grade 4—salury, $3,500; grade 
5—salary, $3,800; grade G—salary, $4,000, and there shall be 
15 inspectors in charge at $4,500: Provided, That in the re- 
adjusiment of grades for inspectors to conform to the grades 
herein provided, inspectors who are now in present grades 1 
and 2 shall be included in grade 1; inspectors who are now in 
present grade 3 shall be included in grade 2; inspectors who are 
now in present grade 4 shall be included in grade 3: in- 
spectors who are now in present grade 5 shall be included in 
grade 4; inspectors who are now in present grade 6 shall be 
included in grade 5; and inspectors who are now in present 
grade 7 included in grade 6: Provided further, That inspectors 
shall be promoted successively to grade 5 at the beginning of 
the quarter following a year’s satisfactory service in the next 
lower grade, and not to exceed 35 per cent of the force to 
grade 6 for meritorious service after not less than one year's 
service in grade 5; and the time served by inspectors in their 
present grade shall be included in the year’s service required 
for promotion in the grades provided herein, except as to in- 
spectors in present grade 1. 

Inspectors and supervisory employees of the Railway Mail 
Service and post cflices shall be paid their actual expenses as 
fixed by law. 

“ That clerks at division headquarters of post-office inspectors 
shall be divided into six grades, as follows: 

“Grade 1—salary, $1,900; grade 2—salary, $2,000; grade 3— 
salary $2,150; grade 4—salary, $2,300; grade 5—salary, $2,450; 
grade 6—salary, $2,600; and there shall be one chief clerk at 
each division headquarters at a salary of $3,000: Provided, 
That in the readjustment of grades for clerks at division head- 
quarters to conform to the grades herein provided, clerks who 
are now in present grade 1 shall be included in grade 1; clerks 
who are now in present grade 2 shall be included in grade 2; 
clerks who are now in present grade 3 shall be included in 
grade 3; clerks who are now in present grade 4 shall be in- 
cluded in grade 4; clerks who are now in present grade 5 shall 
be included in grade 5; and clerks who are now in present 
grade 6 shall be included in grade 6: Provided further, That 
clerks at division headquarters shall be promoted successively 
to grade 5 at the beginning of the quarter following a year’s 
satisfactory service in the next lower grade and not to exceed 
35 per cent of the force to grade 6 for meritorious service after 
not less than one year’s service in grade 5, and the time served 
by clerks in their present grades shall be included in the year’s 
service required for promotion in the grades provided herein: 
And provided further, That whenever in the discretion of the 
Postmaster General the needs of the service require such action, 
he is authorized to transfer clerks or carriers in the city City 
Delivery Service from post offices at which division head- 
quarters of post-office inspectors are located to the position of 
clerk at such division headquarters after passing a noncompeti- 
tive examination at a salary not to exceed $2,300. After such 
transfer is made effective clerks so transferred shall be eligible 
fer promotion to the grades of salary provided for clerks at 
division headquarters of post-office inspectors. Hereafter when 
any clerk in the office of division headquarters in the post- 
office inspection service is absent from duty for any cause 
other than leave with pay allowed by law, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, under such regulations as he may prescribe, may authorize 
the employment of a substitute for such work, and payment 
therefor from the lapsed salary of such absent clerk at a rate 
not to exceed the grade of pay of the clerk absent without pay. 

“Sec. 3. That at offices of the second class the annual 
salaries of assistant postmasters shall be in even hundreds of 
dollars, based on the gross postal receipt for the preceding 
calendar year, as follows: $8,000, but less than $10,000, $2,200; 
$10,000, but less than $12,000, $2,200; $12,000, but less than 
$15,000, $2,200; $15,000, but less than $18,000, $2,300; $18,000, 


' but less than $22,000, $2,300; $22,000, but less than $27,000, 


$2,400; $27,000, but less than $33,000, $2,400; $33,000, but less 
than $40,000, $2,500. 
“That at offices of the first class the annual salaries of 


receipts of the preceding quarter, notwithstanding the proviso | the employees, other than those in the automatic grades, shall 
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be in even hundreds of dollars, based on the gross postal re- 
ceipts for the preceding calendar year, as follows: 
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* Receipts $40,000, but less than $50,000—assistant post- | 
master, $2,600; superintendent of mails, $2,400. Receipts | 
$50,000, but less than $60,000—assistant postmaster, $2,600; 


superintendent of mails, $2,400. Receipts $60,000, but less than 
$75,000—assistant postmaster, $2,600; superintendent of mails, 
$2,400. teceipts $75,000, but less than $90,000—assistant post- 
master, $2,700; superintendent of mails, $2,500. Receipts 
$90,000, but less than $120,000—assistant postmaster, 
superintendent of mails, $2,600; foremen, $2,500 

$120,000, but less than $150,000—assistant postmaster, $2,800; 
superintendent of mails, $2,700; foremen, $2,500. 
$150,000, but less than $200,000—assistant postmaster, $2,900; 


superintendent of mails, $2,800; foremen, $2,500 Receipts 
$200,000, but less than $250,000—assistant postmaster, $3,000; 
superintendent of mails, $2,900; foremen, $2,500. Receipts 
$250,000, but less than $300,000—assistant postmaster, $3,100; 


superintendent of mails, $3,000; 
mails, $2,600; foremen, $2,500, 
$400,000—assistant postmaster, 


assistant superintendent of 


$3,200; superintendent of mails, 


$2,700; | 


annual postal receipts. No allowance shall be made for sa 
| of stamps to patrons residing outside of the territory of ¢1 
stations. At classified stations each $25,000 of postal receip 
Shall be considered equal to one additional employee 

“At classified stations the salary of » superintendent shal 
be as follows: One and not exceeding 5 employees, $2,400 
6 and not exceeding 18 employees, $2,500; 19 and not exceed 
ing 82 employees, $2,600; 33 and not exceeding 44 employees 
$2,700; 45 and not exceeding 64 employees, $2,800: 65 and no 
exceeding 90 employees, $2,900 Yl and not exceeding 12 


teceipts | 


Receipts | 


Receipts $300,000, but less than | 


$3,100; assistant superintendent of mails, $2,600; foremen, 
$2,500. Receipts $400,000, but less than $500,000—assistant | 


postmaster, $3,300; superintendent of mails, $3,200; 
superintendent of mails, $2,600; foremen, $2,500, 

$500,000, but less than $600,000—assistant postmaster, $3,500; 
superintendent mails, $3,300; assistant superintendent of 
mails, $2,600; foremen, $2,500; postal cashier, $2,900; money- 
order cashier, $2,600. Receipts $600,000, but than 
$1,000,000—assistant postmaster, $3,700; superintendent of 
mails, $3,500; assistant superintendent of mails, $2,800; fore 
men, $2,500; postal cashier, $3,100; money-order cashier, $2,800 
Receipts, $1,000,000, but less than $2,000,000—assistant post 
master, $3,900; superintendent of mails, $3,700; assistant su- 
perintendents of mails, $2,700, $2,800, and $3,100; foremen, 
$2,500 and $2,600; postal cashier, $3,500; assistant cashiers, 
$2,600; money-order cashier, $3,000; bookkeepers, $2,400; sta- 
tion examiners, $2,400. Receipts $2,000,000, but than 
$3,000,000—assistant postmaster, $4,000; superintendent of 
mails, $3,800; assistant superintendents of mails, $2,700, $2,800, 


assistant 


Receipts 


o- - 





ol 


less 


less 


$3,000, and $3,300; foremen, $2,500 and $2,600; postal cashier, | 


$3,400; assistant 
cashier, $3,100; 


eashiers, $2,600 and $2,900; 
bookkeepers, $2,400 and $2,500; station ex 
aminers, $2,600. Receipts $3,000,000, but less than $5,000,000 
assistant postmaster, $4,100; superintendent of mails, $5,900; 
assistant superintendents of mails, $2,700, $2,800, $3,100, and 





$5,500; foremen, $2,500 and $2,600; postal cashier, $3,600 : 
assistant cashiers, $2,600, $2,800, and $3,100; money-order 


on 


cashier, $3,300; bookkeepers, $2,400 and $2,500; station ex- 
aminers, $2,600 and $2,800. Receipts $5,000,000, but less than 
$7,000,000—assistant postmaster, $4,500; superintendent of 
mails, $4,100; assistant superintendents of mails, $2,700, $2,800, 
$3.100, $3,300, and $3,700; foremen, $2,500 and $2,600; postal 
cashier, $3,800; assistant cashiers, $2,600, $2,900, and $3,100; 
money-order cashier, $3,500; bookkeepers, $2,400, $2,500, and 
$2,600; station examiners, $2,600 and $2,800. Receipts $7,000,- 


000, but less than $9,000,000—assistant postmaster, $4,600; 
superintendent of mails, $4,300; assistant superintendents of 
mails, $2,700, $2,800, $3,100, $3,500, and $3,900; foremen, $2,500 


and $2,600; postal cashier, $4,000; assistant cashiers, $2,600, 
$2,800, $3,100, and $3,400; money-order cashier, $3,600; book- 
keepers, $2,400, $2,500, and $2,600; station examiners, $2,600 


and $2,800. Receipts $9,000,000, but less than $20,000,000— 
assistant postmasters, $4,700 and $4,800; superintendent of 


mails, $4,500; assistant superintendents of mails, $2,800, $2,900, 
$3,100, $3,500, $3,700, and $4,100; foremen, $2,500, $2,600, and 
$2,700; postal cashier, $4,100; assistant cashiers, $2,600, $2,800, 
$3,200, and $3,600; money-order cashier, $3,700; bookkeepers, 
$2,400, $2,500, $2,600, and $2,800; station examiners, $2,600 
and $2,800. Receipts $20,000,000 and upward—assistant post- 
masters, $4,800 and $4,900; superintendent of mails, $4,700; 
assistant superintendents of mails, $2,800, $2,900, $3,100, $3,500, 
$3,900, and $4,100; superintendent of delivery, $4,700; assistant 
superintendents of delivery, $2,800, $2,900, $3,100, $3,500, $3,900, 
and $4,100; foremen, $2,500, $2,600, and $2,700; superintendent 
of registry, $4,300; assistant superintendents of registry, $2,800, 
$2,900, $3,100, $3,500, and $4,100; superintendent of money 
order, $4,300; assistant superintendent of money order, $4,100; 
auditor, $4,000; postal cashier, $4,300; assistant cashiers, 
$2,600, $2,800, $3,100, $3,300, and $3,800; money-order cashier, 
$3,900; bookkeepers, $2,400, $2,600, $2,800, and $3,300; station 
examiners, $2,600, $2,800, and $3,000. 

“The salary of superintendents of classified stations shall be 
based on the number of employees assigned thereto and the 


money-order | 


employees, $3,000; 121 and not exceeding 150 employees, $3,100 
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151 and not exceeding 350 employees, $3,300: 851 and no 
exceeding 500 employees, $3,500; 501 or more employees, $3,800 
“At classified stations having 45 or more employees there 
shall be assistant superintendents of stations with salaries as 
follows: Forty-five and not exceeding 64 employees, $2,400; 6 
and not exceeding 90 employees, $2,500; 9L and not exceeding 
120 employees, $2,600; 121 and not exceeding 150 employees 
$2,700; 151 and not exceeding 350 iployees, $2,900; S51 and 
not exceeding 500 employees, $3,100; 501 employees and up 
ward, $3,400; Provided, That not more than 2 assistant pos 
masters shall be employed at oflices where the receipts are 
$9,000,000 and upward: Provided further, That at post offices 
where the receipts are $14,000,000 but tess than $20,000,000 
there shall be a superintendent of delivery whose salary sha 
be the same as that provided for the superintendent of mails 
and assistant superintendents of delivery at the salaries pro 
rided for assistant superintendents of mails: Provided furthe 
‘That in fixing the salaries of the postmaster and supervisor 
employees in the post office at Washington, D. C., the Pos 
master General ma in his discretion, add not to exceed 75 pet 
cent to the gross receipts of that office: Provided further, That 
not more than 1 assistant superintendent of mails, 1 assistan 
superintendent of delivery, 1 assistant superintendent of regis 
try, and 1 assistant cashier shall be paid the maximum salar 
pu vided for these positions, except where receipt sare SOLOOOLO00 
and less than $14,000,000, to which offices 2 assistant superin 
tendents of mails shall be assigned at the maximum sal 
1 to be in charge of city delivery: And provided further, That 
State depositories for surplus postal funds and central account 
ing offices, where the gross receipts are less than $500,000, and 
no postal cashier is provided, the employee in charge of su 
records and adjustments of the accounts shall be allowed an 
increase of $200 per annum; if receipts are $500,000 and less 
than $5,000,000. the postal ishier shall be allowed an increase 
of $200 per annum: And provided further, That at all centra 
accounting offices where the bookkeeper in charge performs the 
luties f auditor he shall he designated chief hookkeepet t 
salary equal to that of the assistant cashier of the highest grad 
it that office tnd nror de d furthes Tl if when nt oflice aid 
ances to a higher grade beeause of increased gross postal re 
ceipts for a calendar year, promotion of all supervisors tm 
plovyees shall be made to the corresponding grade at the hig 
salary provided for the same es or designations under t! 
higher classification of the office based on its postal receipts 
ind provided further, That no employee In the supervise 
grades shall receive a salary less than $100 more than tha 
paid to the highest grade of clerk or special clerk: Provid 
further, That in the readjustment of salaries of all emplo 
above the highest grade for special clerks. those at pres« 
designated by titles for which more than one grade of sala 
provided shall be placed in the same relative grade and des 
tion and receive the Increased sa! provided in this tit! 

‘Sec. 4. That clerks tn first and second class post off 
and letter carriers in the City Deliver Ser al ) 
divided into five grades, as follows: First grack salu 
$1,700; second grade—salar SLSOO third grade—sala 
$1,900; fourth grade—salar $2,000; fifth grade—sala 
$2,100: Provided, That in the readjustme f grades fo 
clerks at first and second class post offices and letter cart 
in the City Delivery Service to conform to the grades herei: 
provided, grade 1 shall include present grade 1, grade shi 
include present grade 2, grade shall include present grade 
grade 4 shall include present grade 4, and grade 5 shall 
clude present grade 5: Provided further, That hereafter sul 
stitute clerks in first and second class post offices and substitt 
letter carriers in the City Deliver Service when appointed 
regular clerks or carriers shall have credit for actual tin 
served on a basis of one year for h 306 days of 8 1 ; 
served as substitute, and appointed to the grade to which such 
clerk or carrier would have progressed had his original 
pointment as substitute been to grade 1: And provided fu 
ther, That clerks in first and second class post offices and letter 
carriers in the City Delivery Service shall be promoted succes 
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f r’s satisfactory service in each grade to the 
next yrade until they reach the fifth grade. All promo- 
1 1 be t the beginning of the quarter following 
‘ etory servi in the grade: And provided 
] i ti e Sia he two grad ss of special clerks, as 
f I ’ Daryact A) 5 ond grad salary, 
$ r ded, That in the adjustn t of grades for spe- | 
‘ ( to cor m to the grades herein provided special 
‘ ] nt grade 1, and special grade 
le prese 2: Provided further, That in all 
{ e senior competent employee shall | 
‘ Provided further, That printers, mechanics, | 
‘ oye of the United States Stamped 
] Daytor 0, shall for the purpose of pro- | 
i iou be deemed a part of the clerical 
1 
of s tule, temporary, or auxili clerks at 
f Class | offi and substitute letter carriers 
( ! Sel hall be at the rdte of 65 cents per 
Phat on ne carriers assigned to the Detroit 
| S ( ill be paid annual salary of $300 in 
‘ t salary paid carriers in the City Delivery 
‘ d furtl Phat hereafter special clerks, clerks, | 
f it econd class post offices and carriers | 
( Delivery Service shall be required to work not 
mM an S& hours a day Provided further, That the 
hou e Shall not extend over a lon 2 period than 10 
consecutive hours, and the schedules of duty of the employees 
shall be re ulated accordh rly Provided further, That in eases 
of emerge if the 1 : of the service re juire and it is | 
not pra ble to empl substitutes, special clerks, clerks, and 
laborers in first and second class post offices and carriers in the 
City Delivery Service can be required to work in excess of 8 
] s per day, and for such overtime service they shall be paid 
on the basis of the annual pay received by such employees: 
ind provided rther, That in computing the compensation for 
such overtime the annual salary or compensation for such em- 
ployees shall be divided by 306, the number of working days in 
the year less all Sundays and legal holidays enumerated in the 
t of July 28, 1916; the quotient thus obtained will be the 
daily compensation which divided by 8 will give the hourly 
compensation for such overtime service: And provided further, 


That when the needs of the service require the employment on 


Sundays and holidays of foremen, special clerks, clerks, car- 
riers, Watchmen, messengers, or laborers at first and second 
cl post offices, they shall be allowed compensatory time on 
one day within six days next succeeding the Sunday, except the 


list three Sundays in the calendar year, and on one day within 30 
days next succeeding the holiday and the last three Sundays in 
the year on which service is performed: Provided, however, 
That the Postmaster General may, if the exigencies of the serv- 
ice require it, authorize the payment of overtime for service on 
the last three Sundays in the calendar year or on Christmas 
Day in lieu of compensatory time. 
“Sec. 5. That watchmen, and laborers in first 
class post offices shall be divided into two grades, 
irst grade, salary $1,500; second grade, salary 
Provided, That watchmen, messengers, and laborers 
shall be promoted to the second grade after one year’s satis- 
factory in grade 1: 


messengers, 
and second 
as follow 

$1,600: 


service 


Provided further, That the pay 
of substitute watchmen, messengers, and laborers shall be at 
the rate of 55 cents per hour. 

“Sec. 6. That employees in the motor-vehicle service shall 


as follows: 
$3,400, 


be classified 


83.000, 






Superintendents, $2,400, $2,600, $2,800, 
$3,600, $3,800, $4,000, and $5,000 per annum; 


assistant superintendents, $2,500, $2,600, and $2,800 per annum; 
chiefs of records, $2,200, $2,300, $2,400, $2,500, $2,600, $2,800, 


and $3,000; chiefs of supplies, $2,200, $2,500, and $2,400; chief 
dispatchers, $2,300 and $2,500; route supervisors, $2,400, $2,500, 
and $2,600; dispatchers, $2,100, $2,200, and $2,300; chief me- 
chanies, $2,400, $2,500, $2,600, $2,800, and $3,000; mechanics in 
charge, $2,200, $2,300, and $2,400; and special mechanics, $2,100, 
$2,200, and $2,300: Provided, That assistant superintendents 
shall not be authorized at offices where the salary of the super- 

intendent is less than $3,000 per annum. 
“That general mechanics employed in 
service shall be divided into three grades: 
$1,900; second grade, salary $2,000; third grade, salary $2,100; 
and clerl ployed in the motor-vehicle service shall be di- 
e grades, as follows: First grade, salary $1,700; 


the motor-vehicle 
First grade, salary 


KS em 
vided into fi 
second grade, salary $1,800; third grade, salary $1,900; fourth 


rade, salary $2,100: Provided, That 





grade, salary $2,000; fifth g 
in the readjustment of grades for clerks in the motor-vehicle 


service to con 


form to the grades above provided, grade 1 shall 
include present grade 1, grade 2 shall include present grade 2. 


a, 


i lL LLC EL oon 
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grade 3 shall include present grade 3, grade 4 shail include 


present grade 4, and grade 5 shall include present grade 5: 
Provided, That general mechanics employed in the motor-vehicle 
service shall be promoted successively after one year’s satis- 
factory service in each grade to the next higher grade until 
they reach the third grade, and clerks employed in the motor- 
vehicle service shall be promoted successively after one year’s 
satisfactory service in each grade to the next higher grade 
until they reach the fifth grade, at the respective offices where 
employed, and promotion shall be made at the beginning of the 
quarter following one year’s satisfactory service in the grade: 
Provided further, That at first-class post offices there shall be 
two grades of special clerks in the motor-vehicle service— 
grade 1, salary $2,200; grade 2, salary $2,300: Provided further, 
That in the readjustment of grades for special clerks to con- 
form to the grades herein provided, special clerk, grade 1, shall 
include present special clerk grade 1, and special clerk, grade 
2, Shall include present special clerk grade 2. 

“ Mechanics’ helpers employed in the motor-vehicle service 
shall receive a salary of $1,600 per annum: Provided, That on 
satisfactory evidence of their qualifications after one year’s 
service mechanics’ helpers shall be promoted to the first grade 
of general mechanics as vacancies may occur. 

“That driver-mechanics employed in the motor-vehicle serv- 
ice shall be divided into five grades: First grade, salary $1,600; 
second grade, salary $1,700; third grade, salary $1,800; fourth 
grade, salary $1,900; fifth grade, salary $2,000; and garagemen- 
drivers employed in the motor-vehicle service shall be divided 
into two grades: First grade, salary $1,550; second grade, sal- 
ary $1,650: Provided, That in the readjustment of salaries pro- 
vided for in this act all driver-mechanics shall be classified in 
the respective grades as follows: Those with less than one 
year’s service shall be placed in grade 1; those with more than 
one year’s service and less than two years’ service shall be 
placed in grade 2; those with more than two years’ service and 
less than three years’ service shall be placed in grade 3; those 
with more than three years’ service and less than four years’ 
service shall be placed in grade 4; those with more than four 
years’ service shall be placed in grade 5: Provided further, That 
driver-mechanics employed in the motor-vehicle service shall be 
promoted successively after one year’s satisfactory service in 
each grade to the next higher grade until they reach the fifth 
grade at the respective offices where employed: Provided fur- 
ther, That garagemen-drivers in the motor-vehicle service shall 
be promoted after one year’s satisfactory service in the first 
grade to the second grade at the respective offices where em- 
ployed, and promotions of driver-mechanics and garagemen- 
drivers shall be made at the beginning of the quarter following 
one year’s satisfactory service in the grade. 

“That the pay of substitute, temporary, or auxiliary em- 
ployees in the motor-vehicle service shall be as follows: Special 
mechanics at the rate of 75 cents per hour; general mechanics 
at the rate of 70 cents per hour; clerks and driver-mechanics at 
the rate of 65 cents per hour; and garagemen-drivers at the 
rate of 55 cents per hour. 

“That special mechanics, general mechanics, mechanics’ help- 
ers, driver-mechanics, and garagemen-drivers in the motor- 
vehicle service shall be required to work not more than 
8 hours a day: Provided, That the 8 hours of service shall 
not extend over a longer period than 10 consecutive hours, 
and the schedules of duties of the employees shall be regulated 
accordingly: Provided further, That in cases of emergency, 
or if the needs of the service require, special clerks, clerks, 


“ys 


special mechanics, general mechanics, mechanics’ helpers, 
driver-mechanics, and garagemen-drivers in the motor- 
vehicle service can be required to work in excess of 8 


hours per day, and for such overtime service they shall be 
paid on the basis of the annual pay received by such em- 
ployees: Provided further, That in computing the compensation 
for such overtime the annual salary or compensation for such 
employees shall be divided by 306, the number of working days 
in the year less all Sundays and legal holidays enumerated in 
the act of July 28, 1916; the quotient thus obtained will be 
the daily compensation which divided by 8 will give the 
hourly compensation for such overtime service: Provided 
further, That when the needs of the service require the em- 
ployment on Sundays and holidays of route supervisors, special 
clerks, Clerks, dispatchers, mechanics in charge, special me- 
chanics, general mechanics, mechanics’ helpers, driver-mechaniecs, 
and garagemen-drivers in the motor-vehicle service, they shall 
be allowed compensatory time on one day within six days 
next succeeding the Sunday, except the last three Sundays in 
the calendar year, and on one day within 30 days next suc- 
ceeding the holiday and the last three Sundays in the year on 
which service is performed: Provided, however, That the Post- 
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master General may, if the exigencies of the service require | moted successively to grade 5 


it, authorize the payment of overtime in lieu of compensatory 
time for service on Sundays and holidays 

' 7. That the annual salaries of employees of the Rail- 
wav Mail Service shall be as follows: Division superintendents, 
$4,500; assistant division superintendents and assistant super- 
intendents at large, 


SEC, 
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and clerks in charge of tours to 


| grade 6. 


| 


“* Transfer 
and B; 


offices 
those 


shall be divided 
having than 


into two classes, class A 
class less five employees shall he 


| assigned to class A and those having five or more employees to 


$3,600; assistant superintendent in charge | 


of car construction, $3,300; chief clerks, 33.300; assistant chief | 


clerks, $2,800: Provided, That the clerks in charge of sections 
in the offices of the division superintendents shall be rated as 
assistant chief clerks at $2,800 salary. 

“That railway postal clerks shall be divided into two classes, 
class A and class B, and into grades with annual sal- 
aries as follows: Grade 1, salary 31,9000; grade 2, 
$2,000; grade 3, salary $2,150; grade 4, salary $2,300; grade 5, 
salary, $2,450; grade 6, salary $2,600; grade 7, salary $2,700 

‘Laborers in the Railway Mail Service shall be divided into 
two grades with annual salaries as follows: Grade 
$1,500; grade 2, $1,600. 

* Laborers shall be promoted to grade 2 after one year’s satis 
factory service in grade 1: Provided, That the readjust 
ment of the service to conform to the grades herein provided 


seven 


1, salary 


iki 


. . | 
for laborers, grade 1 shall include laborers in present grade 1, 


and grade 2 shall include laborers in present grade 2. 
* Substitute railway postal clerks shall be paid for services 


salary | 


| 


actually performed at the rate of $1,850 per annum, the first | 


year of service to constitute a probationary period, and when 
appointed regular clerks shall receive credit on the basis of one 
year of actual service performed as a substitute and be ap- 
pointed to the grade to which such clerk would have progressed 
had his original appointment as a substitute been to grade 1. 


Any fractional part of a year’s substitute service will be in- 
cluded with his service as a reguiar clerk in determining 
eligibility for promotion to the next higher grade following 


appointment to a regular position. 
“ALL original appointments shall 


be made to the rank of 


substitute railway postal clerk, and promotions shall be made | 


successively at the beginning of the quarter following a 
satistuctory service of 306 days in the next lower grade 


In the readjustment of the service to conform to the grades 


total 


| 


| than 


| 


herein provided, grade 1 shall inelude clerks in present grade 1, | 


grade 2 shall inelude clerks in present grade grade 3 shall 
include clerks,inu present grade 3, grade 4 shall include clerks 
in present grade 4, grade 5 shall include clerks in present grade 
5, and grade shall include clerks in present grade 6 


That the act approved February 2S, 1919, be amended to 
reid as follows: 
Provided, That the aet of August 24, 1912 (37 Stat. p. 


548), amended by the act approved Mareh 5, 
amended to read as follows: 

law, the Postmaster General is hereby authorized to muke 
travel allowances in lieu of actual expenses, at fixed rates per 
annum, net exceeding in the aggregate the sum annually approe- 
priauted, to railway postal clerks, acting railway postal clerks, 


1917, be further | 


‘That hereafter, in addition te the salaries provided by | 


aud substitute railway postal clerks, including substitute rail- | 


way postal clerks for railway postal clerks granted leave with 
pay on account of sickness, assigned to duty in railway post- 
office cars, while on duty, after 10 hours from the time of begin- 
ning their initial run, under such regulations as he may pre- 
seribe, and in no shall such an allowance exceed 35 
day.” 

‘Substitute railway postal clerks shall be credited with full 
time while traveling under orders of the department te and 
from their designated headquarters to take up an assignment, 
together with actual and necessary travel expenses, net to ex- 


case per 


in 


class BR. Clerks class A shall be promoted successively to 
clerks 


grade 4, and in charge of tours grade 5. Clerks in 
class B shall be promoted successively to grade 5, and clerks in 
charge of tours to grade 6 

“Clerks to the 


to 


“assigned office of 


division superintendent or 
chief clerk shall be promoted suecessively to grade 4, and in 
the office of division superintendent four clerks may be pro 


- . . : 
moted to grade 5 and eight clerks to grade 6, and in the office 


of chief clerk one clerk may be promoted to grade 


5 and 
clerks to grade 6, 


iwo 


“Examiners shall be promoted successively to grade 6 and 
assistant examiners to grade 5 whether assigned to the office 
division superintendent chief clerk: Provided, That service 
of clerks shall on an average of not exceeding XS 
hours daily for 506 days per annum, including proper allowance 
for all service required on lay-off periods. { 
perform service in of S hours daily, as herein pro 
vided, shall be paid in cash at the annual rate of pay or granted 
compensatory time at their option for such overtime. Railway 
postal clerks assigned to terminal railway post offices and trans 
fer offices and laborers in the Railway Mail Service shall be 
required to work not more than 8 hours a day, and that 
the S hours of service shall not extend over a longer period 

10 consecutive hours, and that in cases of emergency, 
the of the service require, they may be required 


of 
or 


be based 


Clerks required to 


eX CESS 


or if needs 


| to work in excess of S hours a day, and for such additional 


service they 
fixed by law 


shall be paid in to 


proportion their salaries -as 

“That clerks assigned to road duty shall be credited with full 
time for delay to trains equal to the period of time between the 
scheduled arrival and actual arrival of the train at destination 
of run 

” That 3 of the act approved June 19, 1922, (41 Stuts 
p. 660). providing for leaves of absence of employees in the 
Postal Service, be amended by adding the following proviso: 
‘Provided, That hereafter not exceeding 5 days of the 15 
days’ annual leave with pay, exclusive of Sundays and holidays, 


section 


granted to railway postal clerks assigned to road duty each 

fiscal year may be carried over to the succeeding fiscal year.’ 
RURAL MAIL DELIVERY SERVICE 

“Sec. S. That the salary of carriers in the Rural Mail De 


livery Service for serving a rural route of 24 miles, six days in 


the week, shall be $1,800; on routes 22 miles and less than 24 
miles, $1,728; on routes 20 miles and less than 22 miles, $1,620; 
on reutes IS miles and less than 20 miles, $1,440: on routes 


16 miles and less than 18 miles, $1,260; on routes 14 miles and 
less than 16 miles, $1,080; on routes 12 miles and less than 14 
miles, $1,00S; on routes 10 miles and less than 12 miles, $936; 
oh routes S miles and less than 10 miles, $864; on routes 6 
miles and less than & miles, $792; on routes 4 miles and less 
than 6 miles, S720. Each rural carrier assigned to a route 
on Which daily service is performed shall receive $30 per mile 
per annum for each mile said route in excess of 24 miles 
or major fraction thereof, based on actual mileage, and each 


is 


| rural carrier assigned to a route on which triweekly service is 


performed shall receive $15 per mile for each mile said route is 
in excess of 24 miles or major fraction thereof, based on actual 


| mileage. 


ceed $3 per day, while on duty away from such headquarters, | 


When a substitute clerk performs service in a railway post 
office starting from his official headquarters he shall be allowed 
travel expenses under the law applying to clerks regularly 
assigned to the run. 

“ Railway post-office lines shall be divided inte two classes, 
class A and class B, and clerks assigned to class A lines shall 
be promoted successively to grade 4 and clerks in charge to grade 
5. Clerks assigned to class B lines shall be promoted succes- 
sively to grade 5 and clerks in charge to grade 6: Provided, 
That lines in present class A shall be continued in class A, and 
lines in present class B shall be continued in class B. 

“Terminal railway post offices shall divided into two 
classes, class A and class B; those having less than 20 employees 
shall be assigned to class A, and those having 20 or more em- 
ployees shall be assigned to class PR. Clerks in class A terminals 
Shall be promoted successively to grade 4, and clerks in charge 
of tours to grade 5. Clerks in class B terminals shall be pro- 


1 
be 


“ Deductions for failure to perform service on a standard 
rural delivery reute for 24 miles and less shall not exceed the 
rate of pay per mile for service for 24 miles and less; and 
deductions for failure to perform service on mileage in excess 
of 24 miles shall not exceed the rate of compensation allowed 


| for such excess mileage. 


——— 


| 
| 
| 


| 





“In addition to the salary herein provided, each carrier in 
Rural Mail Delivery Service shall be paid for equipment mainte 
nance a sum equal to 4 cents per mile per day for each mile or 
major fraction of a mile scheduled. Payments for equipment 
maintenance as provided herein shall be at the same periods 
and in the same manner as payments for regular compensation 
to rural carriers 

“A rural carrier serving one triweekly route shall be paid a 
salary and equipment allowance on the basis of a route one-half 
the length of the route served by him. A rural carrier serving 
two triweekly routes shall be paid a salary and equipment 
allowance on the basis of a route one-half of the combined 
length of the two routes 

‘Sec. 9 That the salary of requisition fillers and packers in 
the division vf equipment and supplies shall be as follows; One 
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forema 100 1 ium; 10 requisition filers and 9 packers, 
at si i ¢ th per mum 

“Suc. 1 | the pay of carriers In the village delivery 
service, under su rul and regulations as the Postmaster | 
Genera! prescribe, shall be from $1,150 to $1,350 per an- 
num. The pay of substitute letter carriers in the village deliv- 
ery service shall be at the rate of 50 cents per hour. 

“See. 11 Employees in the Postal Service shall be granted 
15 days’ k e of absence with pay, exclusive of Sundays and 
holidays, each fiscal year, and sick leave with pay at the rate 
ol 10 day a year, exclusive of Sundays and holidays, to be 
cumulative, but no sick leave with pay in excess of 30 days 
shall be ted during any one fiscal year. Sick leave shall 
be grant ly upon satisfactory evidence of illnessgin ac- 
eo regulations to be prescribed by the Postmaster 
Generul 

The 15 days’ leave shall be credited at the rate of 13 


days for each month of actual service. 

Whenever an employee herein provided for shall have been 
reduced for any cause, he may be restored to his 
former gra advanced to an intermediate grade at the 
beginning of any quarter following the reduction, and a restora- 


in sulary 


tion to a former grade or advancement to an intermediate | 
grade shall not be construed as a promotion within the meaning 
of the law prohibiting advancement of more than one grade 
within one year. 


“ Whenever the promotion of an employee herein provided for 
withheld bec unsatisfactory service, h employee 
may be promoted at the beginning of the second quarter there- 
after, 
has been satisfactory 
“ Tlereafier when 


is nuuse of sur 


or 
during the intervening period. 
the of the service require 


needs the em- 


at any subsequent quarter, on evidence that his record | 


ployment on Sundays or holidays of laborers or railway postal | 


clerks at terminal railway post offices and transfer offices, they 
shall be allowed compensatory time on one day within six days 
next succeeding the Sunday, except the last three Sundays in 
the calendar year, and on one day within 30 days next suc ceed- 
ing the holiday and the last three Sundays in the year on which 
service is performed: Provided, however, That the Postmaster 
General may, if the exigencies of the service require it, author- 
ize the payment of overtime for service on the last three Sun- 


days in the calendar year or on Christmas Day in lieu of com- | 


pensatory time 

“ALL employees herein provided for in automatic grades, who 
have not reached the maximum g1 to which they are 
entitled to progress automatically, shall be promoted at the 
beginning of the quarter following the completion of one year’s 
satisfactory service since their last promotion, regardless of 
any increases in salaries granted them by the provisions of 
this title. 

“The Postmaster General may, when the tnterest of 
service requires, transfer any clerk to the position of carrier or 
any carrier to the position of clerk and interchange the clerical 
force between the post office and the motor-vehicle service. 
Such transfer or interchange to be made to the corresponding 
grade and salary of the clerk or carrier transferred or inter- 
changed. 

“ Substitute clerks in first and second class post offices and the 
Railway Mail Service and substitute letter carriers in the City 
Delivery Service when appointed regular clerks, railway postal 
clerks or carriers shall have credit for actual time served on 
a basis of one year for each 806 days of 8 hours served as 
substitute, and appointed to the grade to which such clerk or 
carrier would have progressed had his original appointment as 
substitute been to grade 1, 

“Postal employees and substitute postal employees who 
served in the military, marine, or naval service of the United 
States during the World War and have not reached the maxi- 
mum grade of salary shall receive credit for all time served 
in the military, marine, or naval service on the basis of one 
day's credit of eight hours in the Postal Service for each day 
served in the military, marine, or naval service, and be pro- 
moted to the grade to which such postal employee or substitute 
postal employee would have progressed had his original ap- 
pointment as substitute been to grade 1. This provision shall 
apply to such postal employees and substitute postal employees 
who were in the Postal Service on October 1, 1920, 

“No employee in the Postal Service shall be reduced in rank 
or salary as the result of the provisions of this title. 

“Src, 12. That the sums appropriated for salaries and com- 
pensation of postmasters and employees of the Postal Service 
in the act making appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1925, approved April 4, 1924, shall be available for 


‘ades 


the payment of salaries and compensation of postmasters and 
postal employees at the rates of pay herein provided; and such 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE JUNE 5 


additional sums as may be necessary are hereby authorized to 
be appropriated to carry out the provisions of this title. 

“Sec. 13. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent or in con- 
flict with this title are hereby amended or repealed.” 

“TiTLD 1924 

“Sec. 101. This title may be cited as the ‘Federal corrupt 
practices act, 1924.’ 

“See. 102. When used fn this title— 

“(a) The term ‘election’ includes a general or special elec- 


Il.—FerperaAL Corrurr PRACTICES Act, 


tion, and, in the case of a Resident Commissioner from the 
Philippine Islands, an election by the Philippine Legislature, 
but does not include a primary election or convention of a 


political party; 

“(b) The term ‘candidate’ means an individual whose name 
is presented at an election for election as Senator or Repre- 
Sentative in, or Delegate or Resident Commissioner to, the 
Congress of the United States, whether or not such individual 
is elected; 

“(c) The term ‘ political committee’ includes any committee, 
association, or organization which accepts contributions or 
makes expenditures for the purpose of influencing or attempt- 
ing to influence the election of candidates or presidential and 
vice presidential electors (1) in two or more States, or (2) 
whether or not in more than one State if such committee, asso- 
ciation, or organization (other than a duly organized State or 
local committee of a political party) is a branch or subsidiary 
of a national committee, association, or organization; 

“(d) The term ‘contribution’ includes a gift, subscription, 
loan, advance, or deposit of money, or anything of value, and 
includes a contract, promise, or agreement, whether or not 
legally enforceable, to make a contribution; 

“(e) The term ‘expenditure’ includes a payment, distribu- 
tion, loan, advance, deposit, or gift of money or any thing of 
value, and includes a contract, promise, or agreement, whether 
or not legally enforceable, to make an expenditure ; 

“(f) The term ‘ person’ includes an individual, partnership, 
committee, association, corporation, and any other organization 
or group of persons; 

“(g) The term ‘Clerk’ means the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives of the United States: 

“(h) The term ‘ Secretary’ means the 
Senate of the United States; 

“(i) The term ‘State’ includes Territory and possession of 
the United States. 

“Sec. 108. (a) Every political committee shall have a chair- 
man and a treasurer. No contribution shall be accepted, and 
no expenditure made, by or on behalf of a political committee 
for the purpose of influencing an election until such chairman 


Secretary of the 


| and treasurer have been chosen. 


the | 


“(b) It shall be the duty of the treasurer of a political com- 
mitee to keep a detailed and exact account of— 

“(1) All contributions made to or for such committee; 

“(2) The name and address of every person making any such 
contribution, and the date thereof ; 

“(3) All expenditures made by or on behalf of such com- 


| mittee; and 


“(4) The name and address of every person to whom any 
such expenditure is made, and the date thereof. 
“(ec) It shall be the duty of the treasurer to obtain and keep 


| @ receipted bill, stating the particulars, for every expenditure 


by or on behalf of a political committee exceeding $10 in amount. 
The treasurer shall preserve all receipted bills and accounts 
required to be kept by this section for a period of at least two 
years from the date of the filing of the statement containing 
such items. 

“Sec. 104. Every person who receives a contribution for a 
political committee shall, on demand of the treasurer, and in 
any event within five days after the receipt of such contribu- 
tion, render to the treasurer a detailed account thereof, includ- 
ing the name and address of the person making such contribu- 
tion, and the date on which received. 

“Sec. 105. (a) The treasurer of a political committee shall 
file with the Clerk between the 1st and 10th days of March, 
June, and September, in each year, and also between the 
10th and 15th days, and on the 5th day, next preceding the 
date on which a general election is to be held, at which can- 
didates are to be elected in two or more States, and also on 
the Ist day of January, a statement containing, complete as 
of the day next preceding the date of filing— 

“(1) The name and address of each person who has made 
a contribution to or for such committee in one or more items 
of the aggregate amount or value, within the calendar year, 
of $100 or more, together with the amount and date of such 
contribution ; 
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“(®) The total sum of the contributions made to or for 
such committee during the calendar year and not stated under 
paragraph (1); 

“(3) The total sum of all contributions made to or for such 
committee during the calendar year; 

“(4) The name and address of each person to whom an 
expenditure in one or more items of the aggregate amount or 
value, within the calendar year, of $10 or more has been 
made by or on behalf of such committee, and the amount, date, 
and purpose of such expenditure ; 

“(5) The total sum of ail expenditures made by or on 
behalf of such committee during the calendar year and not 
stated under paragraph (4); 

“(6) The total sum of expenditures made by or on behalf 
of such committee during the calendar year. 

“(b) The statements required to be filed by subdivision (a) 
shall be cumulative during the calendar year to which they 
relate, but where there has been no change in an item reported 
in a previous statement only the amount need be carried for- 
ward. 

“(c) The statement filed on the Ist day of 
cover the preceding ealendar year. 

“ Sec. 106. Every person (other than a political committee) 
who makes an expenditure in one or more items, other than 
by contribution to a political committee, aggregating $50 or 
more within a ealendar year, for the purpose of influencing in 
two or more States the election of candidates, shall file with 
the Clerk an itemized detailed statement of such expenditure 


January shall 
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in the same manner as required of the treasurer of a political | 


committee by section 105. 

“Seo, 107. (a) Every candidate for Senator shall file with 
the Secretary, and every candidate for Representative, Dele- 
gate, or Resident Commissioner shall file with the Clerk not 


less than 10 nor more than 15 days before, and also within 50 | 


days after, the date on which an election is to be held, a State- 
ment containing, complete as of the day next preceding the 
date of filing— 

“(1) A correct and itemized account of each contribution 
received by him or by any person for him with his knowledge 
or consent, from any source, in aid or support of his candidacy 
for election, or for the purpose of influencing the result of the 
election, together with the name of the person who has made 
such contribution ; 

“(2) A eorrect and itemized account of each expenditure 
made by him or by any person for him with his knowledge or 


consent, in aid or support of his candidacy for election, or for | 


the purpose of influencing the result of the election, together 
with the name of the person to whom such expenditure was 
made; except that only the total sum of expenditures for items 
specified in subdivision (c) of section 109 need be stated ; 

“«3) A statement of every promise or pledge made by him or 


by any person for him with his consent, prior to the closing of 
the polls on the day of the election, relative to the appointment 


or recommendation for appointment of any person to any public 
or private position or employment for the purpose of procuring 
support in his candidacy, and the name, address, and occupa- 
tion of every person to whom any such promise er pledge has 
been made, together with the description of any such position. 
If no such promise or pledge has been made, that fact shall be 
specifically stated. 

“(b) Vhe statements required to be filed by subdivision (a) 
shall be cumulative, but where there has been no change in an 
item reported in a previous statement only the amount need be 
carried forward. 

“(c) Every candidate shall inclose with his first statement a 
report, based upon the records of the proper State official, 
stating the total number of votes cast for all candidates for the 
oftice which the candidate seeks, at the general election next 
preceding the election at which he is a candidate. 

“Src. 108. A statement required by this title to be filed by 
a candidate or treasurer of a political committee or other per- 
son with the Clerk or Secretary, as the case may be— 

“(a) Shall be verified by the eath or affirmation of the per- 
gon filing such statement, taken before any officer authorized 
to administer oaths; 

“(b) Shall be deemed properly filed when deposited in an 
established post office within the prescribed time, duly stamped, 
registered, and directed to the Clerk or Secretary at Wash- 
ington, D. C., but in the event it is not received, a duplicate of 
such statement shall be promptly filed upon notice by the Clerk 
or Secretary of its nonreceipt ; 

“(c) Shall be preserved by the Clerk or Secretary for a 
period of two years from the date of filing, shall constitute a 
‘part of the public records of his office, and shall be open to 
‘public inspection. 
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“Sec. 100. (a) A candidate, in his campaign for election 
shall not make expenditures in exc: of e amount which 
he may lawfully make under the laws of the State in which he 
is a candidate, nor in excess of the amount which he may law- 
fully make under the provisions of this title. ‘ 

“(b) Unless the laws of his State prescribe a 
as the maximum limit of campaign expenditar 
may make expenditures up to— 

“(1) The sum of $10,000 if a candidate for Ser 
sum of $2,500 if a candidate for Re 
Resident Commissioner; or 

“(2) An amount equal to the amount obiained by multiply- 
ing 8 cenfs by the total number of votes east at th: t 
eral election for all candidates for the office whieh 
date seeks, but in no event exceeding $25,000 if 
for Senator or $5,000 if a « 


. , 
IS t) 


Ince 
iess 


amount 


es, a candidate 
ator, or 


, Dele 


the 
or 


presentative ite 


Sill, 


e last 
the candi- 


a candidate 


| 


didute for Representative, Dele- 
gate, or Resident Commissioner. 

“(c) Money expended by a candidate to meet and discharge 
any assessment, fee, or charge made or levied upon candidates 
by the laws of the State in which he resides, or ex led for 
his necessary personal, traveling, or subsisté ’ expenses, or 
for stationery, postage, writing, or printing (other than { ‘ 
use on billboards or in newspapers), for distril letters, 
circewmars, or posters, or for telegraph or telephone service, shall 
not be included in determining whether his expenditures have 


) 
i 
i 


exceeded the sum fixed by paragraph (1) or (2) of subdivis 
‘? oe ha Trevtt P ae 13 , 
(b) as the limit of campaign expenses of a candidate 
“Sec. 110. It ts unlawful for any candidate to direetly o 
indirectly promise or pledge the appointment, or the use ot 
his influence or support for the appointment of any person to 
any public or private position or employment, for the purpo 
of procuring support in his candidacy. : 
“Sec. 111. It is unlawful for any person to make or offer to 


make an expenditure, or to cause an expenditure to be made or 
offered, to any person, either to vote or withhold his vote, or 
to vote for or against any candidate, and it is unlawful for any 
person to solicit, accept, or reeeive any such expenditure in 
consideration of his vote or the withholding of his vete. 
“Sec. 112. Section 118 of the act entitled ‘An aet to eodify, 
revise, and amend the penal laws of the United States,’ 
proved March 4, 1909, is amended to read as follows: 
“Sec. 118. It is unlawful for any Senater or Representative 
in, or Delegate or Resident Commissioner to, Congress, or any 
candidate for, or individual elected as, Senator, Representative, 
Delegate, or Resident Commissioner, or any officer or employee 
of the United Siates, or any person receiving any salary or 
compensation for services from moneys derived from the Treas- 


e 


| ury ot the United States, to directly or indirectly solicit, reeeive, 


or be in any manner cencerned in soliciting or receiving, any 
assessment, subscription, or contribution fer any political pur 
pose whatever, from any other such officer, employee, or person.’ 

“ Sec. 115. It is unlawful for any national bank, or any cor- 
poration organized by authority of any law of Congress, to 
make a contribution in connection with any election to amy 
political office, or for any corporation whatever to make a con- 
tribution in connection with any election at which presidentia! 
aml vice presidential electors or a Senator or Representative 
in, or a Delegate or Resident Commissioner to, Congress are 
to be voted for, or for any candidate, political committee, or 
other person to accept er receive any contribution prohibited 
by this section. Every corporation which makes any contribu- 
tion in violation of this section shall be fined net more than 
$5,000; and every offieer or direetor of any corporation who 
consents to any contribution by the corporation in violation of 
this section shall be fined not more than $1,000, or imprisoned 
net more than one year, or both. 

“ Sec. 114. (a) Any persom who violates any of the foregoing 
provisions of this title, except those for which a specific penalty 
is imposed by sections 112 and 113, shall be fined not more than 
$1,000 or imprisoned not more than one year, or both. 

“(b) Any person who willfully violates amy of the foregoing 
provisions of this title, except those for which a specific penalty 
is imposed by sections 112 and 113, shall be fined not more 
than $10,000 and imprisoned not more than two years. 

“Sec. 115. This title shall not limit or affeet the right of any 
person to make expenditures for proper legal expenses in con- 
testing the results ef an election. 

“Sec. 116. This title shall not be construed to annul the laws 
of any State relating to the nomination or election of candidates, 
unless directly inconsistent with the provisions of this title, or 
to exempt any candidate from complying with such State laws. 

“Sec. 117. If any provision of this title or the application 
thereof to* any person or circumstance is heid invalid, the 
validity of the remainder of the act and of the application of 
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such provision to other persons and circumstances shall not be 
affected thereby 
See. 118. The following acts and parts of acts are hereby re- 
re | Live entitled ‘An aet providing for publicity of 
4 ibution made for the purpose ol influencing elections at 
ich Representatives in Congress are elected, approved June 
, 1910 (ch, 3892, 36 Stat. p. S22), and the acts amendatory 
here pproved August 19, 1911 (ch. 33, 387 Stat. p. 25), and 
ug 23, 1912 (ch. 349, 37 Stat. p. 360); the act entitled ‘An 
wt to | ent corrupt practices in the election of Senators, 
Representatives, or Delegates in Congress,’ approved October 
iG, IMIS (ch. 187, 40 Stat. p. 1013); and section 83 of the 
Criminal Code of the United States, approved March 4, 1909 
(ch. B27 5 Stat Dp. LOSS). 
“Sec. 119. This title shall take effect 30 days after its enact- 
ment.” 
WaALTer KE. EbGe, 
Gro. H. Moses, 
KENNETH MCKELLAR, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. W. GRIEST, 
CALVIN LD, PAIGE, 
THos. M. Bett, 
Wanagers on the part of the House. 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I notice in the report that it is 


an absolutely new bill. Everything the House did and every- 
thing the Senate did is stricken out and a new proposal made. 

Mr. EDGE. As a matter of fact, it is not a new bill. The 
conference report has been presented in that form because it is 
following a precedent that has been established in 
times—for instance, in the matter of the immigration bill. In 


five minutes I can explain the changes in the report from the 


bill as it left the Senate. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I understand that the House struck out 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 


BorvH] as agreed to by the Senate relating to corrupt practices 
in elections, and inserted what is known as the Cable bill. 

Mr. EDGE. That is correct. I 
tion of the Senate to that fact and briefly explain the Cable 
bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON. What action does the Senator from New 
Jersey propose to take respecting the Cable bill, or the House 
amendment or substitute for the Borah provision? 

Mr. EDGE. As the conference report indicates, the con- 
ferees, the managers on the part of the Senate as well as the 
House, unanimously agreed to the substitution. Every effort 
was made, it unnecessary for me to state, I am sure, to 
include the Borah amendment, we were directed by the 
Senate. However, an’ examination of the so-called Cable bill 
will demonstrate that the Cable bill covers practically all that 
the Borah amendment covered, with very much more in addi- 
tion, to try to safeguard both primary and general elections. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Cable bill to repeal all 
existing statutes regulating campaign contributions and pub- 


is 


as 


prope SES 


licity respecting the same, and creates a new systein. 

Mr. EDGE. That is entirely correct. 

Mr. ROBINSON, It appears to be a somewhat comprehen- 
sive statement of the whole subject. Does the conference 


report contemplate an agreement to the House provision, or 
what action does the Senator propose? 

Mr. EDGE. The conference report contemplates an agree- 
ment to the postal bill as well as the addition of the so-called 
Cable bill. The Cable bill, may I say in answer to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Arkansas, was prepared with the 
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Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I think this matter is 


going to involve quite a controversy, and I do not desire to 


yield for any length of time. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I hope the Senator will yield. I do 
not think it will take long to dispose of the matter. 


Mr. BROOKHART. We can try it and see. 

Mr. McKIELLAR. Will the Senator permit me to explain 
just one matter? 

Mr. ROBINSON. May I ask one further question, and then 
I shall conclude my inquiry? Have the conference committee 


agreed upon the report as a whole? 


Mr. EDGR. They have. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I think we might give the Senate just a 
few minutes to look into the conference report and let the 


Senator from Iowa proceed with his remarks. I think that a 
little later there will be no difficulty in agreeing to the con- 
ference report. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, before that is done, if the Sena- 
tor from Iowa will be good enough to grant me a few minutes’ 


| time, I wish to say that I do not want the Senator from Arkansas 
| or any other Senator to be under any misapprehension regard- 


previous | 


ing my attitude as to the legislation. It is true that I signed 
the conference report. I did so because there were matters 
relating to the Postal Service to which I wished to give my 
approval. I do not mean by this to intimate that I am opposed 
to legislation to prevent corrupt practices in elections or pri- 
maries either, but I am unalterably opposed to this manner of 
producing legislation. 

I think that putting a rider of any sort on a bill such as the 
postal salaries bill is an entirely inexcusable method of pro- 
ducing legislation, however desirable. In the last days of the 
session, with a great bill here in which every Member of both 
Houses of Congress is deeply interested, affecting the interests 
of more than 800,000 Government employees, a bill to which 


| substantially every Member of the Senate and substantially 


every Member of the House has given his approval, a bill repre- 
senting the result of work and labor on the part of a joint sub- 


| committee which spent days in taking testimony exhaustively— 


intended to draw the atten- | 


intention, and I assume it accomplishes it, of correcting vari- | 


to put into the bill anything like the Cable bill, comprehensive 
in its subject matter and to which we have had no time to give 
attention in committee or the Senate to examine, I maintain 
is an entirely indefensible method of producing legislation of 
that sort. I want my personal position to be made known. 

Mr. ROBINSON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. MOSES. Certainly; if the Senator from Iowa 
BrRooKHART] will permit. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from New Hampshire signed 
the conference report, did he not? 

Mr. MOSES. TI signed the conference report, and I have 
tried to say why I did so. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Do T understand that the Senator signed 
the conference report and yet is opposed to it? 

Mr. MOSES. I am opposed to this method of producing this 
kind of legislation; but if I have to take this method of legisla- 
tion in order to get relief for the men in the Postal Service, I 
will take it. However, that is not going to prevent me from 
making my protest against the legislation. 

Mr. ROBINSON. ‘The Senator, then, is opposed to the Cable 
bill? 

Mr. MOSES. No; I said not. I said that I am not opposed 
to that class of legislation, but I am opposed to this method of 
legislation. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator realizes that there could have 
been no legislation on the subject unless the amendment of the 
Senator from Idaho or some similar provision had been adopted ? 

Mr. MOSES. The Congress might have adopted it earlier in 
the session rather than to wait until there was a parliamentary 
tangle and then put it through as a rider on this bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON. If it has been adopted and is satisfactory, 
I do not know why the Senator should give vent to his resent- 
ment. 

Mr. MOSES. 


{Mr. 


Because I try to stand for some orderly method 


| of conducting the business of the Senate. 


ous ineonsistencies and some parts of existing legislation | 
which it was deemed was made unconstitutional through the 
Newberry decision, all of which we handled through the 
Cable bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Cable bill has no relation to pri- | 
maries or expenditures in primary elections? 

Mr. EDGE. No. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It does not attempt to deal with that 
subject? 

Mr. EDGE. No. 

Mr. ROBINSON. What I am anxious to know and what 1] 


have been asking the Senator is whether the action which he 
contemplates the Senate shall now take will result in agree 
ing to the House amendment, which is the Cable bill? 





Mr. EDGE. It is my intention to ask the Senate to. agree 
to the entire report of the conferees, which is a unanimous 
report. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator 
from Arkansas 


BLIND VETERANS OF THE WORLD WAR 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to°the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylivania. 
ing to me for a moment. 


I thank the Senator for yield- 
I wish to ask unanimous consent for 


the immediate consideration of House bill 4526, for the reason 
that I shall not be able to be present at the session to-night. 
It is a bill which we are all very anxious to get through this 
It proposes to incorporate under a Dis- 


week if it is possible. 
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trict of Columbia charter the United States Blind Veterans of 
the World War, of whom there are several hundred. 

The bill earries no appropriation, and, if passed, will not in 
any way commit the United States to any liability. These men 
are about to start a campaign for the erection of a clubhouse 
in connection with their hospital near Baltimore, and are 
anxious to have their charter so as to enable them to do it. 
The bill has passed the House of Representatives unanimously 
and is unanimously recommended by the Senate Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded te consider the bill, which was read, as fol- 
lows: 


Is there objection to the 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following persons, to wit: James P. 
Funk, of Pennsylvania; Bernard Corcoran, of New York; James Koze- 
luh, of Arkansas; Earl Booher, of Kansas; Carl Gronner, of Michigan ; 
Samuel Hendrickson, of Cincinnati; Harvey FB. Gilbert, of Mlinois; 
Quiller Cole, of Georgia; Lawrence A. Bunce, of Colorado; Ludwig 
Guminish, of New York; Richard H. Miller, jr., of Maryland; Charles 
R. Pear, of Pennsylvania; Osear M. Simpkins, of Oklahoma; Bverett 
I.. Radford, of Texas; Thomas H. Huskey, of Missouri; Lee M. Brame, 
of Alabama; Frank O. Berg, of Wisconsin; Henry G. Beggs, of Georgia ; 
Tawrence V. Morrow, of Missouri; Charles R. Legnerrir, of Missouri; 
Walter Taylor, of Missouri; Latgear Antee, of Louisiana; Alois F. 
Greene, of Illinois; Loyal M. Holmes, of Maryland; Newton A. Kulp, 
of Pennsylvania; Roswell D. Pitman, of New York; Connie L. Mc- 
Lean, of Texas; Hamilton C. Miles, of Ohio; John J. Austin, of South 
Dakota; Irvine B. Barnes, of Missourt; Bertie W. Randall, of Mis 
sourli; Max N. Kujawski, of Indiana; Charles Freeland, of Illinois; 
James M. Dantels, of Tennessee; Willlam DB. Yates, of Texas; Mike 
Kercli, of Ohio; Peter Lionudakes, of Utah; Vaclav T. Jesek, of Texas; 
Samuel Hillman, of Ohio; Herbert S. Journeau, of Michigan; Charles 
F. Ross, of New York ; Morgan Rose, of New York; Walter F. Develing, 
of Illinois; Rudolph EB. Prye, of Maryland; Steve D. Tanner, of Mon- 
tana; Joseph Hulin, of North Carolina; Blaine G. Yeoman, of Okla- 
homa: Thomas Williams, of West Virginia; William J. Murray, of 
New York; Ivan B. Bushong, of Washington; Raymond Washburn, 
of Ohio; William P. Alexander, of Kentucky; Burl Glover, of Ohio; 
John H. Williams, of Washington; Joseph L. Herver, of Oklahoma}; 
Daniel Carbone, of Pennsylvania; John J. Varga, of Connecticut; 
John J. Rapp, of Pennsylvania; Charles S. Bennett, of Arkansas; 
Richard Knigge, of Idaho; Walter Mau, of New York; Domenico 
Capuezi, of New York; John Kosic, of Massachusetts; Raymond §8, 
Day, of Pennsylvania; Harry Herring, of Pennsylvania ; Samuel Singer, 
of Massachusetts; George Graves, of Missouri; Abe Kittay, of New 
York; John Halahan, of Pennsylvania; Frank J. Lhota, of Pennsyl- 
vania;: Edward J. Paulson, of Pennsylvania; Bilis DeWitt, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbla; Bernard Cady, of Maryland; John Marzullo, of 
lilinois; Joe Brew, of Pennsylvania; Lloyd Pierson, of Nebraska; 
Philip N. Harrison, of Pennsylvania, and their successors, are hereby 
creuted and declared to be a body corporate of the District of Columbia, 
The name of this corporation shall be “ The United States Blind Vet- 
erans of the World War.” 

Sec. 2, That said persons named in section 1 are hereby authorized 
to meet to complete the organization of said corporation by the selec- 
tion of officers, the adoption of a constitution and by-laws, and to do 
all other things necessary to carry into effect the provisions of this act. 

Sec, 8. That the purposes of said corporation are to bind together 
for their mutual fellowship and assistance those citizens of the United 
States of America who have served their country in war, and who 
bear as a mark of such service the loss of their sight, and to per- 
petuate and keep alive the memories of their comradesbip and to 
enable them by their organization to render what aid they can to 
the blind in general. 

Src. 4. That the corporation created by this act shall have the fol- 
lowing powers: To have perpetual succession, with power to sue and 
be sued in courts of law and equity; to receive, hold, own, use, and 
dispose of such real estate and personal property as sball be necessary 
for its corporate purposes; to adopt a corperate seal and alter the 
same at pleasure; to adopt a constitution, by-laws, and regulations to 
carry out its purposes, not inconsistent with the laws of the United 
States or of any State; to use in carrying out the purposes of the 
corporation such emblems and badges as it may adopt; to establish 
and maintain offices for the conduct of its business; to establish State 
and Territorial organizations and local chapter or post organizations; 
to publish a magazine or other publications; and generally do any and 
all such acts and things as may be necessary and proper in carrying 
into effect the purposes of the corporation. 

Seo. 5. That any honorably discharged American veteran of the 
allied forces who participated in the World War and whose vision has 
become defective to such an extent that he is eligible for training 
under supervisor for the blind of the United States Veterans’ Bureay, 
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and any ex-service man who is eligible for such training, shal! be 
eligible for “active membership” in the United States Blind Veterans 
of the World War. The members of this corporation shall have the 
power to admit such other persons to “ honorary” 
they may see fit. 

Sec. 6. That this organization shall be nonpolitical, and sball not be 
used for the dissemination of partisan principles, 

Sec. 7. That said corporation and its State and local subdivisions 
shall have the sole and exclusive right to have and to use in carrying 
out its purposes the name “ The United States Blind Veterans of the 
World War.” 

Sec. 8 That the right to repeal, alter, or amend this act 
time is hereby expressly reserved. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the 
following bills of the Senate, severally with an amendment, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

8. 668. An act to establish the Utah National Park 
State of Utah; 

S$. 966. An act for the continuance of construction work on 
the San Carlos Federal Irrigation project in Arizona, and for 
other purposes; 

S. 1192. An act to confer jurisdiction upon the United States 
district court, nerthern district of California, to adjudicate 
the claims of American citizens; 

8.1309. An act for the relief of settlers and town-site 
oecupants of certain lands in the Pyramid Lake Indian Reser- 
vation, Nev.; and 

S. 3093. An act granting certain publie lands to the city of 
Phoenix, Ariz., for municipal, park, and other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution of the Senate, severally 
with amndments, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

S. 2704, An act to amend paragraph (3), section 16, of the 
interstate commerce act; 

S. 2573. An act to amend and reenact sections 20 and 
50 of the act of March 2, 1917, entitled “An act to provide a 
civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes”; and 

S. J. Res. 114, Joint resolution authorizing an investigation 
of the proposed Casper-Alcova Irrigation project, Natrowu 
County, Wyo. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
bills and a joint resolution of the following titles, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 25. An act authorizing a per capita payment of S85 
each to the members of the Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indinns 
from the proceeds of the sale of timber and lumber on the Red 
Lake Reservation ; 

H. R. 466. An act to amend section 90 of the Jndictal Code of 
the United States, approved March 3, 1911, so as to change the 
time of holding certain terms of the district court of Missis- 
sippi; 

H. R. 597. An act regulating switching and switching charges 
on railroads in the District of Columbla, and for other pur- 
poses ; 

H. R. 1414. An act to authorize the payment of certain taxes 
to Stevens and Ferry Counties, in the State of Washington, and 
for other purposes; 

H. R. 3669. An act to provide for the Inspection of the battle 
fields of the slege of Petersburg, Va.; 

H. R. 4275. An act authorizing the Ponca Tribe of Indiuns 
residing in the States of Oklahoma and Nebraska to submit 
claims to the Court of Claims; 

H. R. 5318. An act to authorize an exchange of lands with the 
State of Washington; 

H, R, 5420. An act to provide fees to be charged by clerks of 
the district courts of the United States; 

H. R. 5423. An act to amend section 2 of the act of August 1, 
1888 (25 Stat. L. p. 357) ; 

H. R. 5425. An act to provide for the disposition of moneys 
paid to or received by any official as a bribe, which may he nsed 
as evidence in any case growing out of any such transaction ; 

H. R. 6584. An act amending the law providing for special 
taxes on business and trades in Alaska; 

H. R. 7144. An act to relinquish to the city of Battle Creek, 
Mich., all right, title, and interest of the United States in two 
unsurveyed islands in the Kalamazoo River; 

H. R. 7731. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to sell 
a portion of the Carlisle Barracks reservation ; 


membership as 


at any 


in the 
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H. R. 7006. An act to regulate and fix rates of wages for em- | H. R. 7996. An act to regulate and fix rates of wages for 


ployees of the Government Printing Office: 

H.R. 8OvO. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to remove the quarantine station now situated at Fort Morgan, 
Ala., to Sand Island, near the entrance of the port of Mobile, 
Ala., and to construct thereon a new quarantine station; 

H.R.S8545. An act conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to determine and report upon the interest, title, owner- 
ship, and right of possession of the Yankton Band of Santee 
Sioux Indians to the Red Pipestone Quarries, Minn. ; 

H. R. S657. An act to amend section 98 of the Judicial Code, 


providing for the holding of the United States district court 
at Shelby, N. ¢ 


H. R. S906. An act to amend the act entitled “An act for the | 


retirement of employees in the classified civil service, and for 
other purposes,” approved May 22, 1920; 
H.R. 9076. An act to amend section 2 of the act entitled 


“An act to provide the necessary organization of the customs | 


service for an adequate administration and enforcement of the 
tariff act of 1922 and all other customs revenues laws,” ap- 
proved March 4, 1923; 

IL RR. 9177. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
counties of Kittitas and Grant, in the State of Washington, to 
construct a bridge across the Columbia River at or near 
Vantage Ferry, Wash. ; 

H.R. 9845. An act granting the consent of Congress for the 
construction of a bridge across the Ohio River between Vander- 
burgh County, Ind., and Henderson County, Ky. ; 

H.R. 9561. An act making additional appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, to enable the heads of the 
several departments and independent establishments to adjust 
the rates of compensation of civilian employees in certain of the 
field services; and 

H. J. Res. 257. Joint resolution providing for the procure- 
ment of a design for the use of grounds in the vicinity of the 
Mall by the United States Botanic Garden. 

REHOBOTH CANAL BRIDGE, DELAWARE 


Mr. BAYARD. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3409) granting the consent of Congress 
to the Delaware State Highway Department to construct a 
bridge across the canal near Rehoboth, Del. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, on page 
2, line 4, after the numerals “ 1906,” to insert: 


Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, upon the 
recommendation of the Chief of Pngineers, United States Army, to 
grant permission to the said Delaware State Highway Department, its 
suceessors and assigns, under such terms and conditions as the said 
Secretary may deem equitable and fair to the public, to cross and 
eccupy such public lands pertinent to the United States Canal as 
may be necessary for the bridge and approaches thereto. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved, 

So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the Delaware State Highway Department, and its successors and 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the canal between Rehoboth Bay and the Delaware Bay, 
being a part of an inland waterway, partly natural and partly arti- 
ficial, from Chincoteague Bay to Delaware Bay, at a point suitable to 
the interests of navigation, at or near Rehoboth, in the county of Sus- 
sex, in the State of Delaware, in accordance with the provisions of the 
act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navi- 
gable waters,” approved March 23, 1906: Provided, That the Secretary 
of War is hereby authorized, upon the recommendaticn of the Chief of 
Engineers, United States Army, to grant permission to the said Dela- 
ware State Highway Department, its successors and assigns, under 
such terms and conditions as the said Secretary may deem equitable 
and fair to the public, to cross and occupy such public lands pertinent 
to the United States Canal as may be necessary for the bridge and 
approaches thereto. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 
amendment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED 


The following bills and joint resolution were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred as indicated below: 


| employees of the Government Printing Office; 





LY 
ee 


| the retirement of employees in the classified civil 


to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


H. R. 597. An act regulating switching and switching charges 
on railroads in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

H. R. 8906. An act to amend the act entitled “An act for 
service, 
and for other purposes,” approved May 22, 1920; to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service. 

H. R. 9076. An act to amend section 2 of the act entitled 
“An act to provide the necessary organization of the customs 
service for an adequate administration and enforcement of 
the tariff act of 1922, and all other customs revenues laws,” 
approved March 4, 1923; ordered to be placed on the calendar. 

H. R. 6584. An act amending the law providing for special 
taxes on business and trades in Alaska; to the Committee 
on Territories and Insular Possessions, 

H. R. 5318. An act to authorize an exchange of lands with 
the State of Washington; and 

H. R. 7144. An act to relinquish to the city of Battle Creek, 
Mich., all right, title, and interest of the United States in 
two unsurveyed islands in the Kalamazoo River; to the 
Committee on Publie Lands and Surveys. 

IH. R. 3669. An act to provide for the inspection of the battle 
fields of the siege of Petersburg, Va.; and 

H. R. 7731. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to sell a 
portion of the Carlisle Barracks Reservation; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

H. R. 9559. An act making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1924, and prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. R. 9561. An act making additional appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, to enable the heads of the 
several departments and independent establishments to adjust 
the rates of compensation of civilian employees in certain of 
the field services; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

H. R. 8090. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to remove the quarantine station now situated at Fort Morgan, 
Ala., to Sand Island, near the entrance of the port of Mobile, 
Ala., and to construct thereon a new quarantine station; 

H. R. 9177. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
counties of Kittitas and Grant, in the State of Washington, 
to construct a bridge across the Columbia River at or near 
Vantage Ferry, Wash.; and 

H. R. 9345. An act granting the consent of Congress for the 
construction of a bridge across the Ohio River between Vander- 
burgh County, Ind., and Henderson County, Ky.; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

H. R. 466. An act to amend section 90 of the Judicial Code 
of the United States, approved March 3, 1911, so as to change 
the time of holding certain terms of the District Court of 
Mississippi ; 

H. R. 5420. An act to provide fees to be charged by clerks 
of the district courts of the United States; 

H. R. 5423. An act to amend section 2 of the act of August 1, 
1888 (25 Stat. L. p. 357); 

H. R. 5425. An act to provide for the disposition of moneys 
paid to or received by any official as a bribe, which may be used 
as evidence in any case growing out of any such transaction; 
and 

H, R. 8657. An act to amend section 98 of the Judicial Code, 
providing for the holding of the United States District Court 
at Shelby, N. C.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 25. An act authorizing a per capita payment of $50 
each to the members of the Red Lake Band of Chippewa 
Indians from the proceeds of the sale of timber and lumber on 
the Red Lake Reservation ; 

H. R. 1414. An act to authorize the payment of certain taxes 
to Stevens and Ferry Counties, in the State of Washington, and 
for other purposes; 

H. R. 4275. An act authorizing the Ponca Tribe of Indians 
residing in the States of Oklahoma and Nebraska to submit 
claims to the Court of Claims; and 

H. R. 8545. An act conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to determine and report upon the interest, title, owner- 
ship, and right of possession of the Yankton Band of Santee 
Sioux Indians to the Red Pipestone Quarries, Minn.; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

H. J. Res. 257, Joint resolution providing for the procure- 
ment of a design for the use of grounds in the vicinity of 
the Mall by the United States Botanic Garden; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 
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ORGANIZATION OF 


The bill CH. R. 9076) to amend section 2 of the act entitled 
“An act to provide the necessary organization of the customs 
service for an adequate administration and enforcement of 
the tariff act of 1922 and all other customs revenue laws,” 
approved March 4, 1923, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. EDGE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be sub- 
stituted and take the place on the calendar of Senate Dill 
8357, Order of Business 688, which is exactly the same bill, 
and which has been reported. Then, when we consider the 
calendar we can consider the bill which passed the House, 
which is precisely the same as the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Jones of Washington in 
the chair). Without objection, a similar bill being on the 
calendar, this bill will go to the ealendar. 

Mr. EDGHK. My idea being that it should go to the calendar 
instead of the committee, so that it may be considered when 


frHE CUSTOMS SERVICE 


we take up bills on the calendar. 
SAN CARLOS FEDERAL IRRIGATION PROJECT, ARIZONA 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the 


amendment of the House to the bill (S. 966) for the continu- 
ance of construction work on the San Carlos Federal irrigation 
project in Arizona, and for other purposes, which was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 

That the 
is hereby 


Sex retary of the 
authorized to 


Interior, 
construct a 
Gila River near San Carlos 


through the Indian Service, 
dam across the canyon of the 
Ariz., as a part of the San Carlos irriga- 
tion project, as contemplated in the report of the chief engineer of 
the Indian irrigation service submitted to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs on November 1, 1915, at a limit of cost of $5,500,000, for the 
purpose, first, of providing water for the irrigation of lands allotted 
Indians on the Gila River Reservation, Ariz., now without 
an adequate supply of water and, second, for the irrigation of such 


to Tima 


other lands in public or private ownership as, in the opinion of the 
said Secretary, can be served with water impounded by said dam 
without diminishing the supply necessary for said Indian lands: Pro- 


vided, That the total cost of the project shall be distributed equally 
per acre among the lands in Indian ownership and the 
private ownership that can be 
impounded by said dam 

Sec. 2. That the construction against the 
lands shall be reimbursable to the Treasury of the United 
a pei 


lands in 


publie or from the waters 


served 
charge assessed Indian 
States on 
acre basis under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of 
the Interior may prescribe, and there is hereby created a lien against 
all such Jands, which lien shall be recited in any patent 
therefor, prior (o the reimbursement of the total amount chargeable 
against such land: Prorided, That after said project is completed, 
the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, in his discretion, 
with the approval of the Pima Indians, to sell, at public auction, at 
not less than the appraised value. thereof, such surplus lands not 
now allotted within said Gila River Indian Reservation as he may 
determine to be irrigable from return and drainage waters, the pro 
ceeds of such sales to be deposited in the Treasury to reimburse the 


issued 


United States in part for the construction charge assessed against 
the Indian lands. 
Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Interior shall by public notice an- 


nounce the date when water is available for lands in private owner- 
ship under the project and the amount of the construction charge 
per irrigable acre against the same, which charge shall be payable in 
annual installments, the first installment to be 5 per cent of the total 
charge and be due and payable on the Ist 
third year following the date of said public notice, the remainder 
of the construction charge, with interest on deferred amounts from 
date of said public notice at 4 per cent per annum, to be amortized 
by payment on each December 1 thereafter of 5 per cent of sald 
remainder until the obligation is paid in full: Provided, That the opera- 
tion and maintenance charges on account of land in private owner- 
ship or of land in Indian ownership operated under lease shall be 
paid annually in advance not later than March 1, no cltarge being 
made for operation and maintenance for the first year after said 
public notice. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior 
to give such public notice when water is actually available for lands 
in private ownership. 

Sec. 4. That no part of the sum provided for herein shall be ex- 
pended for construction on account of any lands in 


day of December of the 


private owner- 
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| authorized to be appropriated shall be available for the 





the Secretary of the Interior 
value of all such irrigable lands fixed without reference to the 


, Showing the sent actual bona ly 


posed construction of sald Sun ¢ los Dam, and shall provide tha 
until one-half the construction larges against said lands shall h 
been fully paid no sale of any such lands shall be valid : i 
until the purchase price involved in such sale ! pproved by 
Secretary of the Interior, and shall also prov de that on roof f 
fraudulent representation as to the true nsideration tnvolved in 
any such sale the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to 

water right attaching to the land involved in s 1 fra it sa j 
all public lands irrigable under the project shall be entered 

to the conditions of this section which shall be applied rs FF 
vided further, That no part of any sum provided for herein shall 
expended for construction on account of any lands in private own 
ship until all areas of land irrigable under the project and own 
by any individual in excess of 160 Iirrigable acres shall hav een 
conveyed in fee to the United States free of encumbrance to again 
become a part of the public domain under a contract between the 
United States and the individual owner providing that the vaine a 


shown by said appraisal of the land so conveyed to the United Sta 


‘ ™" 
shall be credited in reduction of the construction charge thereafter to 
be assessed against the land retained by such own ind lands so 
conveyed to the United States shall be subject to disposition h 
Secretary of the Interlor {n farm units at the appraised p on 


such terms and conditions as he may prescribe 

Suc. 5. The Secretary of the Interior is uthorized to 
perform any and all acts and to make such rules and regu 
may be necessary and proper for the purpose of carryin 
visions of this act into full 


lations as 


g the pro 
force and effect; and the money hereby 
acquiring of 
right of way by 
purposes 


necessary purchase or judicial 
other necessary ifn 
complete the project. 
Mr. ASHURST. 
amendment, 
The motion was agreed to. 


for 


proceedings and 


successfully prosecuting the work to 


I move that the Senate concur in the House 


AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S 
2704) to amend puragraph (3), section 16, of the interstate com- 


merce act, Which were: On page 1, line 9, after the word 
“accrues,” to insert a comma; on page 2, line 1, after the 
word “ accrues,” to insert a 


comma; on page 2, line 6, 
the word “ accrues,” to insert a comma; on 
after the word “ carrier,” to insert a comma; and on page 3, 
line 4, after the werd “ order,” to insert a comma. 

Mr. SMITH. Those amendments are simply marks of punctu 
ation which were necessary; and I move that the Senute concur 
in the amendments of the House 

The motion was agreed to. 


liter 


page 2, line 25, 


LANDS IN THE CITY OF PHOENIX, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
3095) granting certain public lands to the city of Phoenix, 
Ariz., for municipal, park, and other purposes, which was, on 
page 5, line 4, after the word “ has,” to insert a comma and 
the words “for more than one year.’ 

Mr. CAMERON I that the 


ARIZ, 


laid before the Senate the 


move Senate concur in the 


|} amendment of the House 


ship until an appropriate repayment contract in accordance with the | 


terms of this act and in form approved by the 
Interior shall bave been properly executed by a 
under State law, embracing the lands in public or 


Secretary of the 
district 


organized | 
private ownership | 


irrigable under the project, and the execution thereof shall have been | 


confirmed by decree of a court of competent. jurisdiction, 
tract, among other things, shall contain an appraisal 


which con- 


LXV——670 


approved by | 


The motion was agreed to 
INVESTIGATION OF IRFIGATION 
Mr. WARREN. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
amendments of the House to Senate Joint Resolution 114 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint reso- 
lution (S. J. Res. 114) authorizing an investigation of the pre- 
posed Casper-Alcova irrigation project, Natrona County, Wyo., 
which were, on page 1, line 8, after the word “ Wyoming,” to 
insert: “the Deschutes project in the State of Oregon and the 
Southern Lassen irrigation project in Lassen County, Calif. : 
Provided, That at least one-half the cost of all such investiga- 
tions, plans, and estimates shall be advanced by the State in 
which the project is located or by parties interested,” and to 
amend the title so as to read: “ Joint resolution authorizing an 
investigation of the proposed Casper-Alcova irrigation project, 
Natrona County, Wyo.; the Deschutes project in the State of 
Oregon, and the Seuthern Lassen irrigation project in Lassen 
County, Calif.” 
Mr. ROBINSON 


PROJECTS 


What are the amendments? 

Mr. WARREN. The amendments simply include four 
projects. The original resolution involved only one 
There is no money connected with it 


other 
project, 
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Mr. ROBINSON. Very well. 

Mr. WARREN I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
nie ts ol he House 

Phe n i iigreed to. 

rAL ESTIMATES OF APPROPRIATIONS 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Washington in 
t! chair) laid before Senate a communication from the 
President of t United ates, transmitting a supplemental 
‘ i of appropriation for the War Department, fiscal year 
iv24, for the pu ase of capital stock of the Inland Waterways 
(x i , created by law, in amount $3,000,000, which, with 
thie ccompanylt papers, was referred to the Committee on 
\pp iations and ordered to be printed (S. Doe. No. 140). 

He iso laid hefore the Senate a communication from the 
President of the United States, transmitting a supplemental 
est e of appropriation for the Interior Department, pertain- 
ing to the Indian Service, fiseal year 1924, for rebuilding dairy 
nnd horse barn, Carson Scheel, Nevada, in amount $7,500, 
wl with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mitiee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed (8. Doe. 
No. 1 

PRESERVATION OF WORLD PEACH 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. On day before yesterday I submitted 
Concurrent Resolution No. 17. I find that there were some 
errors made in the printing of the resolution in the Rxcorp. 
I therefore ask unanimous consent to substitute for that 
resolution the corrected resolution which 1 now send to the 
desk, which 1] ask may be printed in the Recoxrp, if there be no 
objection, 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection te the re- 
que of the Senator from Minnesota? The Chair hears nene, 
nad ut o ordered. 

rl resolution (S. Con. Res. 20) is as follows: 

Wi idamental menace to world peace in the last century 
“al “a irter | been the momentum of compet ve:armament all 
predic 1 upon untrammeled governmental power of life and death 
over vast populations at any time liable to be summoned and hurled 
t nst ch other; and 

Whereas the moral ang material welfare of the world calls for a 
const t measure for pacification: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the HTeuse of Representatives concurring), 
" t h President is hereby respectfully requested to propose to all 
he nt ns of the world the conclusion of a convention definitely bind- 
iy them to terminate all compulsory military, naval, and related 

n terms substantially as follows: 

I, Th igh contracting parties to such convention be requested to 
olemnly engage each within three years from the date of its ratifica- | 
ti of this instrument to place all their military, naval, aerial, and 

rvices of offense and defense, and all human labor required 
f t preliminary preparation of material for such services, on a 
strictly voluntary basis, and never, during the life of this treaty, in 
peace or in war, in any cir umstances, or on any grounds whatsoever, 
to compel their nationals, or to permit them to be compelled, by con- 
seription, or by any other form of compulsion, whether direct or in- 
direct, whether public or private, to perform miltary, naval, aerial, 
or subsidiary service at home or abroad, or wage any war for the 
coll ( of any public or private debt. 

i. 1 ity shall be unconditionally binding upon each of the 
} ng parties for 30 years from the date of its ratification, 

d may not be denounced by any high contracting party within that 
time It shall continue to be binding upon each of the high contract- 
i mirties indefinitely thereafter, unless denounced by that high -con- 
tracting party, formal notice given, or the withdrawal three ful] years 
1 advance of its effective date. 

Ill. The high contracting parties, having in view the possibility 


bat in some countries constitutional provisions may require consider- 
adjusted that this treaty may in no way 
fundamental law, agree te regard the adoption by national 
legislatures of resolutions, or equivalent formal expressions, recording 
forma!) in principle of the treaty ample guaranty of 
eventual ratification and as sufficient warrant for action in good faith 
by each and all of themselves. 


abl time to be 80 


with 


any 


acceptance 


as 


CAUSES AND EFFECTS OF DEFLATION 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD. TI ask unanimous consent to submit a 
resolution, and ask that it may be read, printed, and referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 


OF 1920 


of the Senate 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Minnesota? The Chair hears none, 


and the Secretery will read the ‘resolution. 


The reading clerk read the resolution (8. Res. 246), 


as 
follows: 


Whereas it bas been repeatedly charged on the floor of the Senate, 
upon the authority of respensible experts, that the policy of deflation 


inaugurated in 1920 has caused a shrinkage in the value of agricul- 
tural and other properties amounting to more than $50,000,000,000; 
and 


Whereas this deflation poliey has been in large measure responsible 
for the financial failure and bankruptcy of more than 600,000 farmers 
in 15 wheat-producing States alone, and for the failure during the 
four years of 1920 to 1923 of 1,357 State and National banks, with 
liabilities of more than $500,000,000, and fer the failure of more than 


the 


50,000 manufacturing and commercial concerns; and 

Vhereas the agricultural, commercial, and financial distress thus 
created in the agricultural seetions of the Nation is now belng re- 
flected in rapidly increasing industrial and commercial depression in 
| other sections of the country, attended by widespread unemployment 
and wage reductions: and 

Whereas these effects are aggravated by the present policy of the 
Secretary of the Treasury in issuing Treasury certificates at exce ve 
rates of interest, thus tending to increase the interest charges to all 


classes of 


W hereas 


horrowers ; and 
knowledge of 


basis 


accurate of this 


action 


the causes 
for effective 
ef such a calamity; and 
investigation of this question 
and no investigation whatever has been attempted 
duction of certain 


unprecedented 
by Congress to 


deflation is 
prevent the recurrence 
Whereas 


made 


necessary as A 


no adequate has ever been 


since the pro- 
vital documents, such as the confidential minutes of 


the secret meeting of the Federal Reserve Board on May 18, 1920: 
Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That a select committee of five Members be elected by the 


Senate, with authority to investigate the causes, methods, and results 


of the deflation of agriculture, commerce, finance, and industry which 


| originated in 1920, and particularly the part played in such deflation 





conflict | 


by the Federal Reserve Board, the advisory council, the class A direc- 
tors, and the regional boards of the Federal reserve to 
report its findings and recommendations to the Senate. 

Resolved further, That for the purpese of this investigation, the said 
committee, or subcommittee thereof, is authorized to conduct its 
investigations during the recesses of the Senate, and is empowered to 
administer oaths, and the attendance of witnesses, 
and send for and compel the production of books and papers, including 
all books and records of the Federal reserye system and national banks; 


, 


system, and 


any 


summon compel 





to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per hundred 
words to report such hearings as may be had in pursuance hereof. 
All expenses incident to the accomplishment of the purposes of this 


resolution to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee te Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I desire to know whether the 
resolution provides for a separate committee to make the in- 
vestigation contemplated, or does it provide that it shall be 


|} made by the Committee on Banking and Currency? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
the election of the committee by the Senate. 

Mr. CURTIS. Then I ask that the resolution go over. Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas 
asks that the resolution submitted by the Senator from Min- 
nesota go over. 

Mr. MOSES. The introducer of the resolution has asked 
that it be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as I understand. 

Mr. CURTIS. I am perfectly willing to have that done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has referred the 
resolution to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate, 


provides for 


STATEMENT OF SENATOR SIMMONS ON 


Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent te have inserted 
in the Recorp a statement which appears in the New York 
Times of this morning, issued by the senior Senator from Nerth 
Carolina {Mr. Simmons], the ranking member of the minority 
of the Finance Committee, touching the revenue law, in answer 
to a statement. issued by the President when he signed the 
Democratic measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Js there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the statement will be printed in the 
Recorp, 


The statement is as follows: 


THE REVENUE LAW 





if) 


Simmons ACCEPTS TAX 


24 
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AS AN ISSUE—DEMOCRATIC 


om the New York n 1924] 


SENATOR SaYS PARTY 


Witt GLApLy Go TO CouNTRKY ON REvVIsSION—IIB CoNTRADICTS 
CooLIDGE—DISPUTES THE CONTENTION THAT INCOME TAXES TuRvoT- 
TLE ENTERPRISE 

WASHINGTON, June 4.—President Coolidge’s recent statement that the 
new income-tax rates would throttle business initiative and new enter- 
prises, and similar declarations by Secretary Mellon, were sharply 
denied to-day by Senator SIMMONS, ranking Democrat of the Finance 
Committee, who asserted that Treasury figures showed that the Presi- 
dent and the Secretary were wrong, 

rerming the argument that investors would rush to tax-free securities 
enly a “bogy.” and stoutly claiming that the income-tax rates he had 
had written into the bill would actually release mere nroney to industry 
than the Mellon plan, Senator SiMMONS accused President Coolidge of 
attacking Congress through bitterness over the defeat of the adminis- 
tration program. 

Tax revision as a campaign issue would be hailed with gladness by 
the Democrats, the Senator said, broadly intimating that Congress was 
ure it reflected the wishes of the country when it anrended the tax 

ll as it did 

The President and Mr. Mellon,” said Senator StMMowns, 
lently die hard It was to be expected, after their strenuous 
‘forts in behalf of the Mellon plan, that they would be somewhat 
resentful, not to say humiliated, at its emphatie repudiation by 
he representatives of the people in both branches of the Congress 
Iiut it was not to be expected that the President would make the 
signing of the bill an occasion for a quasi-political speech and an 
ill-disguised attempt to justify this discredited Mellon scheme by 
in indirect assault upon the Congress. 

*‘Manifestly, the President and Secretary of the Treasury found 
it hard to endure the thought that their pet plan had been rejected 
and a Democratic plan adopted by a Republican Congress 

AN “EXHIBITION OF CHAGRI 

“The President's statement advances no new arguments or facts 
Tt is merely an adroit and clever recapitulation of the overworked 
propaganda in favor of the Mellon plan. By many it will be re 
garded as a somewhat painful exhibition of disappointment and 
chagrin, and by others as a shrewd political move to play both ends 
against the middle. 

‘Like the statements which have heretofore emanated from Mr 
Mellon, the statement of the President consists largely of a general 

tatement based upon assumed facts Both irefulls yid any 
-tatement of the evidence upon which their assumptions are based 

‘I do not overstate the case when I say the facts of th rd 
in the Treasury Department furnish ample evidence to refute ry 
contention made by the President and Mr. Mellon with reference 
to the effect upon productive industries of the income-tax provi 
sions of the new law and that the broad statements made by the 
resident in this respect are not confirmed by these record facts. 

“The Democratic indictment against the Mellon plan is based 
upon its gross discrimination against the vast multitude of tax- 
savers of relatively small incomes in favor of a few thousand 
taxpayers of great wealth. 

“Clearly it does not require argument to confirm this conten- 
tion, because the facts upon which it is based are disclosed in the 
Mellon surtax schedule and can not be camouflaged, evaded, or 





explained away. 


“Under that plan the average reduction of surtax rates f 


om 
the 1921 basis on incomes of less than $64,000 is 22 per cent; 
on incomes between $64,000 and $100,000, 35 per cent: and on 
incomes in excess of $200,000, 50 per cent. The purpose and effect 


of this discrimination is unmistakable, 

The President overlooks this patent discrimination and adroitly 
seeks to create the impression that the Mellon plan, if adopted, 
would have worked to the interest of the masses 

“He also treats as a matter of little or no 
fact that under the substituted Democratic rates 6,500,000 
taxpayers will pay less than under the Mellon rates, while only 
>.400 taxpayers would pay less under the Mellon rates than under 


‘onsequence the 


over 


the Democratic rates. 
“Surely, if the President and the Republican Party wish to 


make the Mellon plan, as against the Democratic plan 


as written 
in the new law, an issue in the approaching campaign they may 
rest assured that the issue will be heartily weleomed by the 


Democratic Party. 


SEFS GAIN TO 6.500900 TAXPAYERS 


“No proposition of legislation advanced by an administration 
having control of both branches of Congress, after full dis 
ussion and due consideration inside and outside of Congress 
was ever more crushingly repudiated by the Representatives and 
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facts together tn st therefore be apparent that the Democratic 
plan, because of its lower rate on incomes below S$67,000, would 
result in releasing much more money for vestment in producti 
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The arguurent for Democratic plan is not based upon as 
sumptions and conj ires but npen facts disclosed In the rates of 
the two plans and in the data in the Treasury Department 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSI 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti- 


gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5104) granting 
160 acres of land to the Western State College of Colorado, 


at Gunnison, Colo., for the use of the Rocky 
eal station of said college 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bill and joint resolution of the Senate: 

S.3188. An act for the abandonment of a portion of the 
present channel of the south branch of the Chicago River; and 

S. J. Res. 142. Joint resolution providing for the United States 
Government to have representation at the celebration of the 
centennial of the first meeting of the Legislative Council of the 
Territory of Florida 

The message further 
eurred in the concurrent 
izing 


Mountain biologi- 


announced that the 
resolution (S. Con. Res 
a reprint of the annotated Constitution. 


House had con- 
16) author- 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 


had signed enrolled bills and a joint resolution of the follow 
ing titles, and they were thereupon signed by the President 


pro tempore; 
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S.3181. An act to authorize an appropriation to enable the 
Director of the United States Veterans’ Bureau to provide 
additional hospital facilities; 

H.R. 5478. An act to amend sections 1, 3, and 6, of an act 
entitled “An act te provide for the promotion of vocational 


rehabilitation of persons disabled in industry or otherwise and 
their return to civil employment”; 


H.R. 7877. An act making appropriations for the military 
and nonmilitary activities of the War Department for the 
fiscal year ene ¢ June 30, 1925, and for other purposes; 

H.R. 8145. An act for the protection of the fisheries of 
Alaska, and for other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 194. Joint Resolution to print as a House docu- 
ment the proceedings of the national encampments of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, the United Spanish War Vet- 
erans, and the American Legion, for the use of the House and | 
senate, 

COMPARTSON OF MELLON INCOME-TAX PLAN WITH PRESENT LAW 


Mr. COPELAND. 
have printed in the 
and comparis 


Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
Recorp a very fair and illuminating analysis 
on of the merits and effects of the Mellon bill and 


the Simmons Democratic revenue bill, written by Mr R. M. 
Lynn, an able newspaper correspondent of this city, and printed 
in the News Leader, of Richmond, Va. 


The article referred to is as follows: 


{Prom the News Leader, Richmond, Va., Wednesday, June 4, 1924] 
Lower TAXES ON MAsontty Of INComMesS By New Law THAN UNDER 
MBLLON PLAN 

WASTMNGTON, June 4 Against the background of propaganda for 
the Mellon tax plan, the bill which finally passed Congress and became 

law stands before the Nation somewhat like an orphan wished on the 
famil They wanted a baby, but a scientifically bred eugenic prodigy, 
not a run-of-mine child without pedigree or pretensions. 

\t least it is properly born. Congress is the constitutional body in- 
tr i with the laying of taxes and the production of revenue. So it 
r be set down that the tax bill is of respectable parentage. 

In spite of all that was preached about the plan advanced by Mr. 
Mell tax reduction did not depend upon the acceptance of that plan. 
Lut thousands of persons who were instigated to write to their Con- 
gressman undoubtedly had the idea that unless the Mellon plan—and no 
< passed Congress there would be no tax reduction, 

It the reader is a tiny taxpayer, if he is a small taxpayer, if he is a 


if 


prosperous 


modest taxpayer, he is a if he 


xpayer, 


fairly 
if he 


prosperous ta 
is 


kpayer, 


almost-rich tz 


is a 
if he 


genuinely taxpayer, an 


is a rich taxpayer he will pay less in income taxes under the bill Con- 
gress passed than he would had the Mellon plan been adopted. 
MOST WOULD PAY Less 
If he is a very rich taxpayer, he would pay less under the Mellon 
Plan 
livery taxpayer in Richmond, for instance, from the smailest up to 
the man whose net income is $64,000 a year, pays less under the bill 


which took the place of the Mellon plan. 


whose net incomes range from $64,000 up to $100,000 pay 
slightly more under the bill than they would pay under the Mellon 
plan, At $100,000 the tax is $2,900 more. 
rhe bill it will be seen does not “swat” the rich. Whether it swats 
the very rich depends upon the definition of swat, 
Another thing: If the business of the United States is conducted for 
the most part upon capital farnished by persons whose individual net 


incomes range up to $64,000 a year, the bill as passed does more to 


encourage these persons than the Mellon plan undertook to do. And 
the vast bulk of the business of the country—take Richmond for in- 
stance—is done on capital in firms and corporations furnished by per 
sons whose net income is within the $64,000 outside limit. To put it 
differently, if the investors in business enterprises whose net income is 
under $64,000 were to withdraw their capital there would be revolu- 
tion if the persons whose individual income is above $64,000 a year 
were to withdraw their capital it would be a serious thing, but no such 


would follow. Given time 


could be supplied by persons of smaller income, 


eatastrophic consequences the deficiency 


MUCH WILDL RE SAID 


In the coming months it is likely that much will be said about the 
tax bills-—the one that Mr. Mellon proposed and the one the Demo- 
crats substituted. The former is assumed to be familiar in its outlines, 
but the latter in several of its larger aspects needs much more pub- 


} 


licity than it has gotten if the country is to pass intelligent judgment 
between the two plans. Hence the remarks which immediately 
follow. 

In the bill of more than 8350 pages Mr. Mellon attempted to trans- 
late correct principles into a vast body of ratés which would yield 
sufficient revenue and yet lighten the total of the tax burden. Adjust- 
ments were made in accordance with the author's theory of what con- 
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stituted an equitable distribution upon all subjects of taxation. Mr. 
Mellon, in a word, actually undertook to write the revenue bill in its 
entirety. No other Secretary of the Treasury had ever done this. 
Under the Constitution revenue measures originate in the House. 

Incidentally, the Secretary linked tax reduction with the demand that 
the proposed soldier bonus bill be defeated. This, as it turned out, did 
much finally to discredit the claim for the Mellon plan that it was a 
“scientific” bill, for the two proposals are essentially independent, 
although, of course, the passage of any law contemplating additional 
expenditures increases the cost of government. As Senator ROBINSON, 
Democratic floor leader, expressed it to the writer: “ Every appropria- 
tien of Federal moneys has, of course, some relationship to proposals 
for tax reduction, and the unfairness of making the latter dependent 
upon the defeat of adjusted compensation legislation is manifest, even 
to many who oppose measures of the latter character.” 

GREAT IMPETUS TO PLAN 

Great impetus was given the plan in the three weeks from the date 
ef its publication, November 10, to the assembling of Congress Decem- 
ber 3. When Congress met the country had been “ sold” the idea that 
tax reduction and the Mellon plan were synonomous. 

Debate in and on the floor extending over a period of 
several months developed one clear line of cleavage between the backers 
of the Mellon plan and its critics. On the one side were those who 
accepted the Secretary's arguments, figures, and principles practically 
without question and who contributed singularly little to the meat of 
the discussion. On the other side were those who challenged, not so 
much the taxation theories of the Secretary, but their practical appli- 
cation. These, chiefly Democrats, were in the majority and in the end 
wrote the bill substantially as it went to the President. 

It was necessary for the critics to answer the Secretary’s arguments, 
for two reasons: First, during the debates, more especially that in the 
Senate, there was doubt how the vote would go, and those who offered 
substitute proposals sought to win over the wavering; and, second, 
enlightenment of the public, or a large section of the public, which had 
taken the Mellon plan on faith, was highly desirable, as a matter of 
principle as well as of expediency. 


committee 


LPADERS ON DEFENSIVE 


No candid reader of the Recorp can fail to be impressed with the 
fact that the opponents of the bill embodying the views of the Secre- 
tary pressed the issue, put the administration leaders on the defensive, 
and outgeneraled them at all points. In the Senate Srmons, who is 
recognized as a “ financial wizard,” demonstrated a mastery of 
subject—from the angle he saw it, at any rate—which was in sfriking 
contrast with the equipment of Smoor, in charge of the committee bill. 
The latter showed to advantage only as he displayed a memory for 
detached facts and figures, He made no attempt to build up his case. 
Apparently he assumed that Mr. Mellon had said all that needed to 
be said as argument in chief and either could not reply to the attacks 
on the bill or preferred to treat them with a sort of affected disdain. 
At any rate, the significant fact is that bombardment of the Melion 
plan encountered only the feeblest rejoinder. 

To illustrate: There was no reply when the Secretary’s theory of 
loss of income from taxpayers in the high surtax brackets was chal- 
lenged. Secretary Mellon had said: 

“Taxpayers subject to the higher rates are withdrawing their 
capital from productive business and investing it in tax-exempt 
securities and adopting other lawful methods of avoiding the reali- 
zation of taxable income. The result is to stop business wealth 
from taking the risks which are incidental to the development of 
new bueiness.” 

Senator RansTON made the attack which opened the way to demoli- 
tion of the Secretary’s contention as to the utilization of tax exempts 
by high-bracket taxpayers, 


the 


WOULD RE SDRIOUS INDEED 


Alluding to the quotation from the Secretary Just above, Senator 
RALSTON said in the course of his speech : 

“If these statements were well founded, they would indeed be 
serious, but they do not seem to be supported by the Secretary's 
figures. The figures show that in 1920, with total net income re- 
turned of $23,735,629,183, the deduction on account of tax-exempt 
bonds was only $61,459,572, or about one-fourth of 1 per cent of 
the incomes. But in 1921 the exemptions on this account dropped 
to $46,994,406. A decrease in one year of $14,550,162, or almost 
one-fourth of the total similar exemption in 1920, on account 
of tax bonds can not be serfously considered as indicating any 
growing peril to national revenues or any alarming tendency of 
large income-tax payers to flee to tax-exempt bonds for refuge.” 

As to decedent’ estates (mentioned by Secretary Mellon) the Sena- 
tor produced figures from the Secretary’s report to show that tax- 
exempt bonds constituted less than § per cent of such estates, or 
scarcely sufficient to discharge the funeral and settlemént expenses. 
One incidental effeet of the disclosure was effectually to dispose of the 
isolated and widely quoted case of William Rockefeller, whose estate 
did consist principally of tax-exempt holdings, 





1924 





The Senator further presented figures on the total taxables of the 
country and drew the conclusion that “in reality tax-exempt securities 
represent about 6 per cent of the taxable wealth of the Nation.” He 
added that “‘ the State and local tax-exempt securities are less than 2 
per cent of the taxable wealth of the country.” 


CHECKED UP RALSTON 


Senator GLAss, a former Secretary of the Treasury, afterwards 
checked up on Senator RaLsTon’s figures, and in a speech in the Senate 
said : 

“T think, just as the distinguished Senator from Indiana stated, 
that the relation of tax-exempt securities to the general issues of 
National, State, and municipal bonds has been greatly exaggerated. 
I confess, to my surprise, that a more careful examination and 
analysis of the subject, prompted by the address made by the 
Senator from Indiana, has convinced me that that ts a fact. 

“T fail to find that the proportion is such, at this time at least, 
as to seriously menace the fiscal policy of the United States Gov- 
ernment. What it will be at some time in the future no Man may 
say. We are, however, now engaged in issuing tax-exempt securit- 
ties at a rather alarming extent in excess of $200,000,000 by the 
farm loan and joint-stock land banks and many more millions by 
the States and subdivisions of the States; but even at the present 
rate it will be a long time before the issuance of these securities 
will become an actual menace to the fiscal affairs of the Govern- 
ment.” 

In further destruction of one of the main contentions of the Mellon 
plan, Senator SimMONS and Senator Jones of New Mexico presented 
figures from the report of the Secretary showing that the total net 
income of corporations had increased from 1921, when they were over 
$4,000,000,000, to $6,578,000,000 in 1922, and presented the estimate 
of the Treasury Actuary of a further increase to $8,500,000,000 in 1923. 
These figures were the basis of the charge that taxpayers in the high 
brackets were turning to the device of corporate organization, where 
earnings piled up in undistributed form and escaped taxation, rather 
than investing in tax-exempt securities. 


INCOME IS INCREASING 


the aggregate, and at 
phase of the subject: 


in 


one 


That corporation income is increasing, 
a rapid rate, as shown above, is only 
Nondistribution of income is of equal importance. Figures from 
the Secretary’s report were presented showing that in 1922 the 
total number of corporations making income-tax returns was 108,611. 
Of these 30,048 distributed no dividend, though they had total net 
income of $896,254,485, and despite the fact that they had pre- 
viously acctimulated an undivided surplus of $3,954,000,000. Of the 
remaining corporations, those disbursing less than 10 per cént of 
income were 1,867 in number, with a net taxable imcome of $247,- 
000,000; their payments in dividends aggregated only a little 
than $14,000,000, 

One of the fundamentals of the Simmons-Jones 
too great reduction of the surtaxes was 
of income taxes must be viewed in relation to all the taxes which 
the citizens are required te pay. Wealth as represented by material 
things, and as represented by service, is one thing. Wealth as rep- 
fesented by money is another thing. The tax imposed upon the 
fermer may be, and is, passed on to somebody else. The manufac- 
turer adds the tax item te the cost of the article he produces, 
and the doctor can make his bill to cover his taxes. 

But great emphasis was put upen the fact as alleged—and not 
challenged—that the tax upon wealth as represented by income can 
not be passed on. It stays where it is put. It is the one and only 
tax which ean not be handed on. Only Congress can afford relief. 

Developing their theory, the opponents of the reductions in 
furtax rates which Mr. Mellon advocated cited the tax totals of 
the Nation, the grand total being for the last year $7,428,749,000— 
the total for the Federal Government $3,204,133,000, and fer the 
States, etc., $4,224,616,000. They contended—and the contention was 
not disputed-—that 78.8 per cent of all the State, ete., tax payments 
represented receipts from the general property tax, which it was as- 
serted, as a matter of common knowledge, the invisible forms of wealth 
very largely escaped. 

They contended as to the Federal 


more 


argument against 


insistence that the subject 


taxes that exeept as to the 


are taxes that except as to the income tax and the tax on corpora- 
tions, almost without exception they are taxes which are borne by 
the consumers, making up about one-half of the total of Federal taxes. 
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FORMER ATTORNEY GENERAL HARRY M. DAUGHERTY 


Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, on the 15th of February 
last a resolution by the junior Senator from Montana {| Mr, 
WHEELER] was presented to the Senate providing for an in- 
vestigation of the office of the Attorney General and certain 
of his assistants. The resolution wus referred to the com- 
mittee and on February 29, being the calendar day of March 1, it 
Was modified, amended, and agreed to. After the presentation 
of the resolution, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wr11s] pre 
sented to the Senate a letter from the then Attorney General, 
in which that official stated: 


I wish you to understand, and I authorize you to say to the Senate 


that any committee of investigation which the Senate, in its judgment, 
may appoint will be accorded every facility which the Department 
of Justice affords, in order that a thorough investigation of all my 


official acts and of 
systematically. 


the Department of Justice may be made fairly and 


vy 
y 


Again, in the same letter, the then Attorney General stated: 

I have observed in the press insinuations that so-called hich officials 
bought and sold Sinclair Consolidated Oil Co. stock upon information 
regarding the making of the oll leases, the inference being that they 
profited thereby. In view of such publications, I desire now to deny 
all such insinuations and inferences and to give the facts in this connee 
tion, in so far as they relate to me personally 


Before I became Attorney General or seriously considered any con 
nection with the Government, from time to time in the ordinary course 
of my personal investments, I bought and paid for some stock in the 
Sinclair Consolidated Of! Co. Six months after the execution of the 
Teapot Dome lease, of April 7, 1922, endeavoring to recoup my losses 


in said stock, I sold a portion of my holdings therein acquired and paid 
for as aforesaid before I became Attorney General. Thereafter I bought 
back and paid for the thus sold at a 
slightly less than the price for which the same amount had been sold. 
Finally, in the fall of 1923, I sold all of my holdings in said company 
acquired prior to my becoming Attorney General at a net loss to me of 
about $28 per In addition to this transaction I bought 18 
shares of said stock in the year 1922, the year the Teapot Dome lease 
was executed, which I acquired for t! 


same amount of said stoek price 
share, 


so& purpose of rounding out my 


holdings in said stock, 

This is the story which the testimony will reveal, and I am glad to 
have the Senate know of my personal business transactions In said stock 
in 1922. There is nothing unusual In this transaction, nothing in- 


proper, nothing indiscreet, and nothing to con 


eal. 

Again in this letter he says: 

After the testimony has been presented by those making the 
and I am thus advised as to what I am actually charged with and the 
testimony in support thereof, I farther respectfully request the right to 
produce testimony before the committee on motion of my 
and have process to compel attendance of such witnesses, 


Again at the first hearing the counsel, Mr. Howland and 
former Senator Chambertain mentioned and authorized in the 
letter from which I have just quoted, appeared and presented 
another communication from the then Attorney General to tte 
committee. 

I read from page 5, of part 1, of the hearings: 


charges, 


said counsel, 


Immediately on the adoption of the above resolution the Attorney 
General, by letter, extended to your committee every agency and facllity 
of the Department of Justice to aid you in your investigation, and made 
certain that say, that his répresentatives 
progress of the hearing might have certain privtleces— 
First, that said representatives May have the right to be present at 
all hearings and meetings of your committee exeept, of course, execu 
tive sessions, and be duly notified of the time and place of such meet- 
ings; that they may be furnished with a transcript of the testimony 
and the right of inspeetion of all doeuments as fully and to the same 
extent as members of the committee. 
that they may have the right 
that may be called before your committee. 


requests ; is to during the 


Second, to interrogate all witnesses 


At the end of this communication, on page 9, of part 1, of the 


| hearings, he says: 
income tax and the tax on corporations, almost without exception they 


In addition, it was declared that the high tariff schedules impose in | 


themselves, but as an incident, a burden of three and a half billion 
dollars, which constituted a consumption tax, borne by those who 
must have the necessities of life. 

In distributing the reductions in income taxes—the only tax that 
can not be passed on—the substitute bill gave therefore a larger 
Proportionate reduction to small thaa to large incomes, 


The Attorney General resents and condemns the indiscriminate pbroad- 
easting of unsubstantiated rumors, whispered criticisms, and false and 
seandalous statements, for which fo one fs responsible, and welcomes 
this opportunity, before this responsible committee of the Senate of the 
United States, to expose falsehood and scandal and fo establish truth. 

Again, during the first day of the hearings, on page 36, part 
1, the following occurred: 

Mr. Hownanp. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
information, with your permission, 

The CHAIRMAN, Proceed. 


to ask a question for 
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Mr. HlowLanp. We are advised that the subpenas which are Issued 
the committee are not public documents, and we have no access to 
them informed that subpena duces tecum has been 
issued to the chief cashier or bookkeeper of the bank at Washington 
Court House, Ohio, to bring with him all the books of the bank. I 
ask, if that is correct, a correct statement of the terms of the subpena 
duce tecum ? 

Senator WHEELER. 
bank of which Mr. 
ferred to? 

Mr. HowLanp 

Senator 
with them 

Mr. 


by 


Now, we are 


information is not correct. 


is president, 


Your 
Mal Daugherty 


Yes. 


WHEBPLER. The issued to 


ledgers since 
All the deposit 


duces tecum 
1920. 


ledgers? 


subpoena was 
the deposit 


LIOWLAND, 
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That is the | 
that you have re- | 


bring | 


JUNE 


~ 





We found from the testimony that one Jess Smith was a mem- 
ber of the Attorney General’s household; that he had been for 
many years a friend of the Attorney General in political matters 
in their State of Ohio; that he came from Washington Court 
House, Ohio, which had been the former home of the Attorney 
General himself.’ This relationship was so close that the testi- 
mony shows that Jess Smith even assisted in caring for the in- 
valid wife of Mr. Daugherty. So far there would be no criti- 
cism of that association; but we go a litte further, and we find 
Mr. Daugherty and Mr. Smith traveling together over all parts 
of the United States on all sorts of official errands. 

We find that Mr. Smith had an office in the Department of 


| Justice, although he was not an employee of the Government 


Senator Wueecer. All of the deposit ledgers since 1920, and copies | 


at any time, and at no time had any official right to an oftice 
or a position there. We find that he used the official ste- 


| nographers of the department, and dictated letters of all sorts, 


is | 


| then took charge. 


of certain other instruments. Now, I will say to you this, that the 
attorney for the bank called me up this morning and told me that 
it would be almost impossible to bring those ledgers. I told him I 
would take it up with the committee and see what arrangements 
could be made with reference to it, but that we must have one of 
two things (1) Kither we must send an accountant—and that 
one of the things I intended to take up in executive session—either 
we must have an accountant go there and examine these bank books; 
or (2) we would have to have the books themselves. 

Mr. Hiownanp. I am glad to be corrected in regard to that; and I | 
hope, Senator WuerLer, that the latter alternative may seem satis 
factory to you. 

Senator WHEELER. That is something we wanted to take up in 
executive session ourselves after adjournment of the regular session 
to-day. 

I will say by way of parenthesis here that the executive 


session approved that plan as requested by the bank and Mr. 
Mal Daugherty and the attorneys for H. M. Daugherty, and 
sent the accountant to get the information in that way. 

Then this further was said: 


Mr. HowLaNnp. In view of the fact that the committee ifs investi- 


and many of them, on many different oecasions—in fact, con- 
tinuously and all the time. We find that Mr. Daugherty him- 
self called in the acting chief of the department of investiga- 
tion at the time when he first took office, Mr. Bailey, a man 
who has every appearance of being entitled to the highest con- 
fidence in every way; and Mr. Daugherty instructed Mr. 
Bailey to take orders from Jess Smith in his absence, and he 
said that Smith would talk over the matters with Bailey, the 
acting chief of the department of investigation; and, mind you, 
Bailey was a few months later succeeded by W. J. Burns, who 
Mr. Daugherty not only instructed him to 
take the orders of Jess Smith, but he said they would then 
talk them over in the evenings in their apartment, or something 
of that kind, and in that way the Attorney General would keep 
in touch with many things in the department of investigation. 


| That testimony is now uncontradicted in the record, and Mr. 


gating a particular proposition, I would like to have processes issued | 


of the bank—he will be here, but I 


subpena— 


Mal Daugherty, 
like to 


for president 


would have him under 


Therefore it appears that Mr. Daugherty, by his attorneys, 
himself asked for the summoning of his brother, the president 
of this bunk In Ohio, and the committee acted upon that situa- 
tion in reference to that matter. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. Did the committee issue the subpeena as re- 
quested? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Yes; the subpena was issued. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator said they acted on the matter, but 
he did not say whether or not they complied with the request. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Let me see. Perhaps it had already been 
issued. I am not sure about that, but—— . 

Mr. NORRIS. At any rate, the subpoena was issued? 

Mr. BROOKHART. « The subpeena was issued, and agreement 
was expressed between the attorneys and the committee for do- 
ing so- at that time. 

Again, in a letter to me as chairman of the committee, on 
March 17, the Attorney General refers to this request, and says: 


We some time ago requested the issuance of subpoenas for James W. 
Holcombe and M. S, Daugherty, named among several others, at Wash- 
ington Court House, Ohio. 


I think we required them afterwards to state the substance of 
what they desired to prove by those other witnesses that we did 
not know about. So far as M. 8. Daugherty was concerned, the 
committee at all times were willing to summon him. 

Mr. President, from the records I have quoted it is evi- 
dent that the Attorney General himself not only asked for but 
welcomed this investigation. It is evident that he made the 
proposition, that he would submit the evidence of his private 
affairs to this committee gladly and willingly. Upon that theory 
we proceeded to take testimony, and that testimony disclosed a 
very remarkable situation in the Attorney General’s household; 
and since that testimony was taken he apparently has changed 
his mind upon all of these matters. 

I am not going into great detail to-day in review of all of the 
testimony that has been taken by this committee. I am only 
going to take up the phases of it that I think point out the 
reasons why the Attorney General has changed his mind, and 
now refuses to recognize the committee, or to appear before it, 
or to explain the matters that have been disclosed in the testi- 
mony. 





Daugherty declines to come before the committee, and refuses 
to face it. 

It is disclosed by the evidence overwhelmingly that Jess 
Smith had access to all the files of the department, even the 
most confidential files. He took these files away with him. 
He seemed to have special control of the files relating to the 
appointment of officers and persons in the service of the De- 
partment of Justice in every particular. These employees re- 
garded him as second in command after Mr. Daugherty him- 
self. There was no assistant to the Attorney General or 
Assistant Attorney General who ranked up with Jess Smith in 
power of command over the employees generally in that de- 
partment. 

In connection with this situation we find that Jess Smith 
made a will in which he left a large share of his estate to Mr. 
Daugherty. We also find that he sold out his business when 
he came to Washington, and he had no ostensible business 
except what might be the income from interest on his money 
that he received for his business and some stocks that he 
owned, the total amount of his property being about $136,000, 
as disclosed by the files in his estate. He came here to Wash- 
ington. He lived in the same house with the former Attorney 
General at first, up on H Street, Mr. McLean's house. From 
there they went to Wardman Park Hotel, and they paid, I 
believe, $7,800 a year for their apartments there. They lived 
expensively. The testimony shows that their expenses 
amounted to $50,000 a year here in the city of Washington. 

The testimony further shows that Jess Smith collected some 
$500,000 in graft money paid by the big bootleggers of the 
country for protection from prosecution. The circumstances 
and details of this, as disclosed by the committee, are so well 
established that there can be little doubt of the truth of this 
situation. The report of Jess Smith’s estate shows that it 
increased from $136,000 to $214,000 in the two years or there- 
about that he was here in Washington. In this same connec- 
tion, it appears that in the last few months of his life Jess 
Smith became worried and afraid and finally he committed 
suicide, took his own life in the apartments of H. M. 
Daugherty. 

These circumstances of a conspiracy to protect crime are so 
intimate, so well interwoven, so well connected, so completely 
undisputed that the evidence, I think, unquestionably estab- 
lishes the fact that there existed a conspiracy for the protec- 
tion of criminals by collecting graft from them. In a general 
way the evidence shows that this would be collected along for 
a year or two, and then they would be arrested and fined on 
some minor matter or at a little later date Mrs. Willebrandt 
would put some of them in the penitentiary; but even Remus 
was allowed to run undisturbed for about a year and a half 
before anything substantial was done to stop him in his whele- 
sale scheme of violation of the liquor laws. 

This connection and conspiracy is established by these facts 
and these circumstances so completely that in any court the 








1924 


rule of law would apply, without any doubt, to the effect that | Mr. FESS. Would the Senator yield? 


every act and every word of Jess Smith in furtherance of this | 


conspiracy is not but is direet evidence 


Daugherty himself. 
In order to find eut something of Mr. Daugherty’s own finan- 
cial situation we made an investigation that subject at 


hearsay 


ot 


against | 


, avoid appearing before that committee under e 4 


Washington Court House at the same time we attempted to} 


investigate the bank, and we discovered this situation: This is 
the witness R. M. McFarland, who examined the tax returns 
of Mr. Daugherty before he became Attorney General. 


This testimony is found on page 1428 of part 6 of the 
hearings: 

Senator WHEELER. Did you have occasion to visit Columbus, Ohio, 
for the purpose of investigating the tax return of Mr. Harry M 


Daugherty for the years 1920 and 1921? 

Mr. McFarLanp. Yes, sir. I looked up Mr. Dnaugherty’s official tax 
return in the tax records at the courthouse at Columbus. 

Senator WBEELER. Were they sworn to? 

Mr. McFArRLAnp. They were signed and sworn to by Mr. Daugherty. 

Sevater WuEepiter. And have you got copies of those reports with 
you? 

Mr. McFartLanp. Yes, sir. 

Senator WHEELER. And did you check them to see that 
correct with the original reports that had been sworn to? 

Mr. McFartanp. Yes, sir. 

Senator WHEELER. Will you hand them to me? 

Mr. McV¥artanp. Yes, sir. Here is the report for 1920, or the copy 
that I made, and also for 1921, 

Senater WHEELER. 1920 is the first page here? 

Mr. McFARLAND. Yes, sir. 
Senator Wurpier. This refers to Harry 
Attorney General the United States? 


they were 


NM. the former 


Daugherty, 
of 





Mr. McFarianp. Yes, sir. 
Senator WHePLER. The tax return made by him for 1920 shows as 
follows: 
One Packard car... ..-..- bch danas dill anh dncetalitah lids thes Sree Fl 
Household goods, ete 150 
RIOORD, Ts SO etter atin eee mane 625 
OGice Tee nngennncsageoggco pont cuiniagpiinnaailanmend a 200 
CO I ech en Eid ctiieccdinmntn Be ccttietsllghile jcdiblial ancl tipteasdivdceabbalede ; 250 
Victrola__ cs cnitiaeimeneihencencenctictnaiinincen clldilatidials wagliscctimaaileisitaata mail ca tinlisiatte tai e 20 
ee cicienanitte capa 820 
Value of mortgages, notes, book accounts, stocks, ete . 7.700 
Value of all investments and taxable bonds, stocks . 2,000 
Mabins..sran@ tatel. @6....0<caseenn—cmn tne ——— oe 
Less_— ecaliiii aint i:dlithie: odbatatina. tealintitetiiei iad aii iendaeiedabaipmbaimieanntaiiiiaidadies ian antic eeteainae LOO 
Teed CU? Olhsd callie cpiibalsitld citi itt mdtiinindah diel ames Op OBE 
Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield there? 


Mr. BROOKHART. TI yield. 

Mr. FESS. In the State of Ohio the law does not require 
the listing of stock in domestic corporafions, and unless this 
‘k owned by the Attorney General was stock in a foreign 
corporation, it would not appear in the tax duplicate. 

Mr. BROOKHART. _ fI understand, and we desired to inquire 
of the Attorney General ahout that proposition and what, if 
any, stocks he held, but the Attorney General refuses to come 
before us, refuses to say a word, or refuses to explain. 

Mr. FESS. If the Senator will yield there, I note that he 
has refused to come before the committee. TI understand that 
that is because of a decision of Judge Cochran that it is not a 
legal procedure. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I will say to the Senator that the de- 
cision of Judge Cochran does not hold it to be an illegal pro- 
cedure. That is, Mr. Dangherty can come voluntarily, and that 
is what we asked him to do. His appearing would not be in 
violation of that dectsion. The decision, I think, is used as a 
subterfuge for avoiding the appearance which he himself sought 


sto 
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Mr. BROOKHART. I vield 

Mr. FESS. I do not think it does seem so ta everybody) 

Mr. NORRIS, It will seem so to any iy who is fair-minded. 
If anybody wants to crawl under the cleak of a technicality to 


ircum-. 


course, If the cout hold that 


tales, 


he is welcome to do so he has 


of 
right to do it 


Mr. FESS. I think the Senator from Nebraska wants to 
| Withdraw the statement that it appears so to anybody who 
is fair minded. 

Mr. NORRIS No: I will stand on that statement. 

Mr. FESS. I think the Senator is mistaken about it, and 
| also very unfair, because I have watched the proceedings of 
this committee, and [ have not indorsed all that has taken 
place I do not think the Senator now wants his statement 
left in the Recorp that the testimeny shows that $50,000 a 
year Was expended here by the Attorney Geveral and Mr. 
Smith That statement was made, I notice, by Roxy Stinson; 


| but does the Senater want to take that as conclusive evidence? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Yes: I might say I believe that Jess 
Smith teld that te Roxy Stinson | believe that declaration 
of Jess Smith is not hearsay, under the law, but a dis- 
closure and a part of the eouspiracy, and is therefore direct 
evidence against Mr. Daugherty himself, 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield there? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield 

Mr. NORRIS. The statement made by the Senator from 
Ohio, with great ri spect to him, do not make apy det “ 
or in any way refute the staten whieh I made. I have not 
said that all this testimony is true. I have not said that some 
of it could not be explained, or that some of it Is not 
aggerated I do not ku But t man who does know is 
Mr. Daugherty and ose Statement standing uncontrad ed, 
ind he refusing to « i | e the committee to contradict 
them, we have a right to assume that the re true. The man 
who does know if they are untrue is Daugherty hiniss If 
they did not spend $59,000 a ye ind if that Is mats 
maybe it is not; I do not care the spent S1LO0,000 that 
is not true, it can very easily be denied and he incarrectuess 
of it can very easily be pointed out by the men whe 
charged with having spent the money 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, if the Senatur will permit me to 





make this statement to the Senator from Nebraska—and I make 


it guardedly—with great respect to the membership of this 
committee, if IT were in Mr. Daugherty’s place and had wit 
nessed the sort of testimony that was admitted there, I certainly 
would not appear before this mmittee and I uld take the 
position that Mr Daugherty has taken I sav that as ai 
sponsible membe*? of this bods 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senato 
again? 

Mr. BROOKHART. T yield 

Mr. NORRIS. A reftection upon the character of the y 
nesses, if proven, is something the committee ought to tal 
into consideration. If they are saloon keepers and bartenders 
| and bootleggers, he has a right to show that, if it does not 
already appear; but I submit that ff a murder is committed 


in the beginning of this proceeding, and which he advertised to | 


the country that he welcomed. 

Mr. FESS. TI understand that, but I have read his state- 
ment, and I take it from his statement that he takes the posi- 
tion that this is illegal, and therefore it can have no standing. 

Mr. BROOKHART. The court did not hold it to be ftHegal 
for us to invite him to come, and it did not hold that it would 
be illegal for him to accept the invitation. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Is it not perfectly apparent that if a man 
had a reasonable statement to make, he would avail himself of 
the opportunity? 

Mr. BROOKHART. It seems so to me. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Would not any gentleman refuse to disre- 
gard a reflection on his integrity, and say, “Fhe reason 
will not vindicate myself fis that you are not a legal com- 
mittee ”? 

Mr. BROOKHART. 

Mr. NORRIS. 


Tt seems so to me. 
It seems so to anybody. 


| 


in a2 sak\on you would not expect to get your witnesses out of a 
Sunday school, and if Harry M. Daugherty is surrounded by 
an army of crooks and disreputable eharaeters, that is where 
you will go to get your witnesses to prove a case against him, 
and that is where the committee went. If we had a murder 
or any other crime committed, surrounded by men or women 
of disreputable character, we would not dismiss the defendant 
on that ground. We would not wait until somebedy committed 
murder in church, so that we might have respectable witnesses 
in order to prosecute. If Mr. Daugherty wants to reply and 
wants to rest wpon the ground that his companions, his asso- 
clates, his confidants, are all disreputable and that 
their words should not be taken, away on 


people, 


and wants to stay 


that aecount, he is welcome to any comfort he can get out of 
that, as far as I am eoncerned. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may Ff say a word? 

Mr. BROOKHART. TI yield. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Permit me to say this: That I can think 
of nothing that is more reprehensible than for a man to asso- 


ciate with a woman and introduce her as a lady and then, bhe- 
cause she says something that reileets upon his character, try 
to brand her. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Let me say to the Senator that this 
same woman, Roxy Stinsen, was intreduced to the President 
of the United States by Mr. Daugherty, and was taken and 
placed at dinner beside the President of the United States, and 
was accorded every honor; and now the Senator from Ohio 
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seems to intimate that the committee has been guilty ot | 
reprehensible conduct for taking this woman's testimony— 
the woman who knows more about the relations of Jess Smith | 
and Harry M-. Daugherty than perhaps any other one person. 
Mr. CARAWAY. Is there anything disreputable known 
about this except that associated Harry | 
Daugherty? 
Mi 


woman she with 


BROOKHART. Nothing worse. 


Mr. CARAWAY. Can the Senator think of any man who 
values his honor who would say, “I> will not vindicate my | 
honor because I do not like the manner in which the charge | 
was brought against me, if he has any to vindicate? And | 
how can he expect the Senator from Ohio to come here and | 
defend him on the floor and be accepted seriously when he | 
himself will not make a statement; when he requires his | 
friends to do what he will not do himself? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I think those observa- | 
tions are very proper. I will say further that the letters, the 


correspondence, hetween Roxy Stinson and Jess Smith 
word, practically, of her verbal testimony. She 
was not required to give it all from recollection. There were | 
many letters that disclosed this relation quite as fully as her | 
verbal statements. 


cor- 
roborate every 


Now, I will proceed a little further with Mr. Daugherty’s 
own financial situation. 

Senator WHEELER said: 

I notice on this a note, “ Listed as actual legal debts, $27,000.” 
Is that correct? | 

Mr. McFar.LAnp. Yes, sir; that was probably campaign expenses | 
which aggregated that item. 

Senator WHBELER. He also listed credits, $5,000 secured by loan, 





and credits of $7,700 due him but unsecured by notes. He listed 500 
shares of Wright-Martin stock, worth $2,000. 

Mr. McFaRLAnpb. Yes, sir. 

Senator WHrEELER, What was the total amount of his liabilities 
listed there? } 

Mr. McFARLAND, He listed actual legal debts for that year $27,000. 


Senator WhHeeLpr. And what did he list as being the total amount 


i 

of his property? } 
Mr. McFartanp. $8,030 is the total amount taxable. He also | 
listed credits of $5,000 secured by loans, and $7,700 due him but un- | 
secured by notes, | 
Senator Wuer.ier. Making a total of what? | 
Mr. McFarLanp. $20,730, plus 500 shares of Wright-Martin stock, | 
which he lists at $2,000. I think the actual stock-market value of 
that stock would be considerably in excess of that amount, but ac- 


cording to his own figures the total would be $22,730. 
Senator WHEELER. 


And his indebtedness was how much? 
Mr. McFAarbLaAnpd. $27,000 
The CHatrRMAN. Is this the same Wright-Martin Co. that was in- 


vestigated for war frauds? 

Mr. McFarvanp. Yes, sir. There is only one Wright-Martin Co. 

The CHarRMAN. And it was not prosecuted? 

Mr. McFartanp. That is the one. 

Senator WHEELER. I call attention to the tax return for 1921, and 
ask you to tell the committee what he listed according to his own 
sworn statement filed in Columbus, Ohio? 

Mr. McFarvtanpD. His 1921 tax return, 
year, showed: 


made about April of that 


One Packard car, valued at 
Household furnishings, 


agp tick ut inti an dibieapidaelipaaialadaionisae tiie 1, 400 
RTE RNR NNN iris cess sesesttvrnrasinnan sideman ecbip ah taht taenictananliaae mins 225 
Money on deposit in bank nie tepingintleennistidlndnitalinaieaeasaties aie 32 
Value of investments in stocks and bonds... 1, 800 

Be RI TIN Wig ee searesncteeitehcnahcahatiiceith niin ollgdamsaehscsoindabiiebdiahaiec itaaame 5, 745 
ERD COO Gea a cientics deerme attend cncnsite nied 100 

Total taxable 5, 645 


or 


2.500 shares of Wright-Martin stock. 
In other words, 2,000 shares more than he listed 


He listed also in this year 

Senator WHBELER. 
the year before? 

Mr. McFarLAnp. Yes, sir. He had acquired 2,000 shares more. 

Senator WHEELER. At the tinve he made this 1921 statement was he | 
Attorney General of the United States? 

Mr. McFARLAND. Yes. He became Attorney General of the United 
States in March, 1921, and this was about a month later. 

Senator WHEELER. All right. Now finish your statement. 

Mr. MCFARLAND. The courthouse record shows Harry M. Daugherty 


*” 
od 
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also owns a house at 480 Rast Town Street, which he bought in 1903 
for $13,150. His real-estate tax report shows this property valued at 
$5,000. The county records in Franklin County, where Columbus is 


located, show this is the only parcel of land listed in his name. 
Senator WHEELPR. At that time he claimed Columbus as his resi- 

dence ? 
Mr 


McFARLAND. Yes, sir, 


| Phillips, Esq. 


| the bank. 


Senator WHEELER. And Columbus, Ohio, being his legal residence at 


| that tinre would be the point at which he would have to list all of his 


personal property, would it not? 

Mr. MCFARLAND. Yes, sir. 

Senator WHEELER. In 1921, then, his total indebtedness was what, 
as listed? 

Mr. McFARLAND. He made no mention of indebtedness in 1921. 

Senator WHEELER. And the total amount of his assets was how much 
that year? 

Mr. MCFARLAND. According to his figures, the total would be $12,445. 

Senator WHEELER. You say it would show a total of $12,445? 

Mr. MCFARLAND. Yes, sir. 

Senator WHEELER. I think that is all. 


We called to the stand, then, Mr. John L. Phelon, and at this 
moment four men filed into the room and their names were 
afterwards furnished as Arthur I. Vorys, Esq., of Columbus, 
Ohio; N. P. Clyburn, Esq.; John Logan, Esq.; and John §S., 
These were the attorneys who showed up to 
stop us from further investigating Mr. Daugherty’s accounts in 
There was quite a long discussion with the attorneys 
about matters, and then finally they left and we proceeded with 


| our examination. 


Senator WHEELER. Mr. Phelon, I believe you stated your name? 

Mr. PuHeron. John L. Phelon. 

Senator WHEELER, What is your business, profession, or occupation? 

Mr. Puevon. I have been an accountant. 

Senator WHere_er. You are an accountant now, are you not? 

Mr. Puevon. I am. 

Senator Wherever. You have been connected as an accountant with 
the Government? 

Mr. PHeton. My connection was assistant to national bank exam- 
iner, second Federal reserve district, New York City. 

Senator WHEELER. Did you have occasion on behalf of this commit- 
tee to make an examination of the books of the Midland National 
Bank at Washington Court House, Ohio? 

Mr. PHELON. I started the examination. 

Senator WHEELER. And will you tell me whether or not you exam- 
ined any of the records of the bank and certificates of deposit? 

Mr. Puevon. Yes; I commenced with the record of certificates of 
deposit, beginning November 1, 1920. 

Senator WHeeLer. And what, if anything, did you find in connection 
with them? 

Mr. PuHeron. I had Mr. Daugherty and Miss Neail assist me in 
assembling the canceled certificates of deposit the first afternoon in 
which I was at the bank. 

Senator WHerELER. Did you find any certificates of deposit made out 
in the name of Harry M. Daugherty, or indorsed by him? 

Mr. PHELON. I did; several. 

Senator WHEELER. When was it that you made this examination, or 
attempted to make it, started to make it? 

Mr. Puevon, I believe it was on Wednesday, March 18, or March 19 
it was. 

Senator WHee_er. Will you state whether or not you found a cer- 
tificate of deposit made out in the name of Harry M. Daugherty in the 
bank that had not been canceled? 

Mr. PuEeton. I did not. 

Senator WHeeLer. Did you find any certificates of deposit in the 
bank which had been made out to Harry M. Daugherty and canceled? 

Mr. PHELON. I found certificates of deposit in the bank which had 
been indorsed by H. M. Daugherty. 

Senator WHEELER. To whom were they made out; do you recall? 

Mr. PuHeton. I can not recall exactly. I think there were several 
certificates, and on the reverse side of them H. M. Daugherty’s name 
appeared. I believe—— 

Senator WHEELER (interposing). When you say you “believe” you 
mean that is your best recollection? 

Mr. Purton. To the best of my knowledge and belief; yes, sir. 
one of these names 

Senator WHEELER (interposing). Of course, all any witness knows is 
his recollection. We want you to state your recollection of what you 
saw there. 

Mr. PHPLON. My recollection was that some of these certificates bore 
the name of J. E. or J. A. Gray. 

Senator Wuerier. And what was the amount of these certificates of 
deposit ? 

Mr. Pup.on. To the best of my belief there were four of $5,000 each. 

Senator WHEELER. Were there any for larger amounts? 

Mr. PHELON. I can not recall the amounts of the canceled certifi- 
cates. 


And 





Senator Wnmepier. I understood you to tell Senator BrookHart and 
myself that there was one large certificate. 

Mr. Pueton. Not among the canceled certificates that I recall. 

Senator WHeELer. Well, among any that had not been canceled? 

Mr. Puevon. In the listing of current certificates; yes, sir. 
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Senator WHEELPR. That is what I am asking about, in the listing of 


current certificates: what did you find there? 

Mr. Puecon. I did not have the exact name or names applying to 
the numbered certificates according to the register, for the reason that 
I did not take off the names the first afternoon I was in the bank. 

Senator WHeeLer. What did you find? 

Mr. PHEtoN. But I found, as far as I can remember, approximately 
$75,000 in certificates of deposit which bore the name of H. M. 
Daugherty. This was taken from the record of the original certificates 
of deposit. 

Senator WHEELER. And 
canceled ? 

Mr. PHELON. No, 

Senator WHEELER. Now, how long were you in the bank? 

Mr. PHBLON. Approximately four hours 

Senator WHerpSLER. And you went into the bank at our request and 
with the sanction of Mr. Mal. Daugherty, the president of the bank? 

Mr. PHeELON. Yes, sir. 

Senator WHEELER. And when, if at all, did he stop you from going 
into the bank? 

Mr. PHELON. The first 
from proceeding with my 


Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator 
Iowa yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield. 

Mr. FESS. When Mr. Phelon was making the investigation 
did he not give his report of the investigation or facts to the 


those certificates of deposit had not been 


sir. 


thing on Thursday morning he stopped me 
examination. 


from 


press, and did not Mr. Daugherty read what he was doing in the | 
New York press, and was not that given as the reason why Mr. | 


Daugherty said he could not come back into the bank? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I am unable to tell what Mr. Daugh- 
erty’s thoughts were, because we tried very hard to get him 
before us to find out and he never would come. 

Mr. FESS. I mean M. S. Daugherty. 

Mr. BROOKHART. The same is true of him. M. S. Daugh- 
erty actually appeared before us at one time. Harry M. Daugh- 
erty’s attorneys asked that he be subpcenaed as a witness, as I 
have read, to tell about these things. Then when we got up to 
the facts he refused to testify and went into court and obtained 
a writ of habeas corpus to prevent us from compelling him to 
testify. 

Mr. FESS. 
understand the purpose of my question, I will say that I voted 
with the Senator in regard to bringing Mr. Daugherty here, as 
the Senator knows. I was making an investigation after that 
as to why he did not come and as to the stopping of Mr. Phelon. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I will have to say to the Senator that 


If the Senator will yield further so that he may | 


his private investigation has not yet been disclosed to the com- | 


mittee. If the Senator has any evidence that will explain it, 
we will be glad to hear him. 

Mr. FESS. I was told that he was ordered out 6f the bank 
because he was divulging the facts which he was finding, and 
they were being printed in the New York papers, where Mr. 
M. L. Daugherty himself read them, and he decided that that 
kind of conduct was not legitimate and might cause a run on 
the bank. As the protector of the depositors, he refused to let 
him continue. I think if that is the case there is some ground 
for his action. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I was out there, and the only thing 
that had a tendency to cause a run on the bank was the 
refusal of Daugherty to let us see the accounts. Disclosure of 
them had no such tendency. It was the refusal that made 
trouble with the bank. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Washington in 
the chair). Does the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator 
from Nebraska? 

Mr. BROOKHART. 

Mr. NORRIS. He went into court, did he not? 

Mr. BROOKHART. He did. 

Mr. NORRIS. Did he allege that as one of the reasons, or 
what did he allege as the reason? 

Mr. BROOKHART. He made no such claim in his court 
proceeding, as the Senator from Ohio knows. He claims that 
we are an illegal institution; that the Senate of the United 
States has no right to appoint a committee of investigation, 
with power to summon private parties. 

Mr. NORRIS. He did not claim in the court proceedings 
that Mr. Daugherty had read in the New York papers the 
disclosures made by this examiner, did he? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Not that I know of. No such claim 
has ever been made to the committee by anybody—by Mr. 
Daugherty or in behalf of him. 





I yield. 


Mr. FESS. If the Senator will permit me, I think if I were 
the president of a bank with that sort of business going on, 
I would do exactly as Mr. Daugherty did, and I think every 
Senator would do the same thing 


Mr. BROOKHART. But there is absolutely no proof that 


it was going on in that way, and it was certainly contrary to 
ine committee’s instructions if it was going on 

Mr. FESS. I think so. That is the reason why I am 
trying to find out what the committee knew about it. 

Mr. BROOKHART. If he had made complaint to the com- 
mittee, it certainly would have been corrected immediately [ 
was out there and investigated the conduct of Mr. Phelon. I 
thought he was very courteous and very efficient and very 
decent in every respect. He seemed to be the highest type 
of man. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Fress]—and I 
regret that he has left the Chamber—suggested some hearsay 
Statement about the reason Mr. Daugherty refused to let our 
examiner see the accounts of his bank. I have here and shall 
read the sworn testimony of the reasons, or want of reasons, 
which Mr. Daugherty himself gave at the time: 

Senator WHerelLer. What did he say to you when he stopped you 
from proceeding with the examination? 

Mr. I’HrLON. I came into the bank, and I said, “ Good morning, Mr. 
Daugherty,” and some other commonplace things were said I asked 


Mr. Daugherty in what manner he proved his individual deposit ledgers, 
and he told me he struck proof the morning after the close of business 
the day before. In other words, he did not prove his individual deposit 
accounts the night of the day in which the entries were made, but did 
it the following morning. 

Then he said, “ Mr. 
to you.” So I sat 


Phelon, sit down for a moment, I want to talk 
Mr. Daugherty then said, “ Mr. Phelon, I 
have talked to my attorneys, and we have decided to let the matter 
stand as it is.” I then asked Mr. Daugherty what he meant; 
he intended that I should not proceed with the examination. 
“That is it, exactly.’ 
guage that he used, but 
Senator 


down, 


whether 
He says, 
Those words are possibly not in the exact lan- 
that is the sense of it. 

WHEELER. That is the substance of his language? 


Mr. PHELON, Yes; that is the substance of it. I then said, “I am 
very sorry you have taken this attitude,’ and immediately left the bank. 
Senator WHEELER. Did he say why he did not want you to examine 


the records? 


Mr. PHELON. He gave no reasons whatsoever, 

Senator WHEELER. He did not complain, did he, in any way, because 
of the fact of your examination not being conducted all right? 

Mr. PHELON. No, sir; he gave no reason whatsoever. 


Senator WHEELER. Well, Mr. Phelon, did he state anything to you 
with reference to being called, or that be was going to be called as a 
| witness? 

Mr. Pueion. Yes Mr. Daugherty on Wednesday afternoon said to 


me, when I asked him certain questions in connection with the work, 
“ Now, Mr. Phelon, I do not know whether I should answer these ques- 
tions or not.” 

Senator WHEELER. Mr. Daugherty stated that to your 

Mr. PHELON. Yes, sir. He says, “ There may be some questions I do 
not want to answer.” I said, “All right, Mr. Daugherty, you are 
privileged to answer what you please.” He said, “ Of course, you know 
my idea is that I will probably be called before the Senate committee.” 
I said, “I do not know as you will ever appear before the Senate com- 
mittee.” He said, “ Well, I shall, because I 
subpena me.” I said, “ Oh, is that so?” 


Senator WHEELER. And when we did subpena him he refused to come. 


have requested them to 


Mr, PHELON, Yes, sir. 
> a ° > . 7 . 

Senator WHERPLER. Now, did you ask for and endeavor to get the 
number of safe-deposit boxes there in the bank? 

Mr. PuHevton. I asked for nothing. I had worked only on this 
certificate of deposit account, which I had asked him for, was all. 
Beyond the certificate of deposit account I asked for nothing. gut I 
had talked with Mr. Daugherty about his various accounts in the 
bank, merely talked to him. 

Senator Wueever. What, if anything, did he say in reference to 
those? 

Mr. Preron. I asked him, for instance, for a statement and he told 


me he would get that later. I asked him for his last national bank 
examiner’s report, so that I might look it over to get a line on the 
bank, and Mr. Daugherty brought out his last 


comptroller’s call, 
which is not the same thing at all. I asked Mr. 


Daugherty various 


| questions about the bank, and especially in connection with bis ac- 
| counts, but I did not get very much information from him 


Senator WHEELER. 
usual about 


Was there anything else that you 
the bank or the conditions in the bank? 


noticed un- 
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M Pug No The mest striking thing to me was the very | 
large certificates of deposit, as I mentioned | have here four certiii- 
cates of deposit which aggregate over $100,000. 

Senator Wt rer. And your recollection is that about $74,000 of 
that ais e name of Harry M. Daugherty? 

Mr. Lm As l recall 

Senat WHrELER. I think that is all I wish to ask 

We proved further in the testimony that this J. E. or J. A. 
Gru vas a persen altogether unknown in that community. 


ic. NORRIS Mr. President 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield te the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I do, 

Mr. NORRIS. May I ask where this man Gray, or his 
nil appeared ? 

Mr. BROOKHART. His name appeared as that of a per- 
son who had indorsed over to Mr. Daugherty certain of 
these certificates, and we were desirous of locating him, 
possible, 

Mr. NORRIS. Did you ever locate him? 

Mr. BROOKHART, We were not able to locate him, and 
so far as the old residents of the community were con 
cerned he was a person entirely unknown. We never did | 
ret aby trace whatsoever of him. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to touch a little more—— 

Mr. NORRIS, Before the Senator leaves that man Gray, 
or the nume Gray, of course the committee were uuable to | 
ascertain from Mr. Daugherty who he was. 

Mr. BROOKHART, Yes; he refused to tell us. 

Mr. NORRIS But did they make any other investigation? 

Mr. BROOKHART, Yes: we examined several witnesses | 
about him 

Mr. NORRIS. And were unable to find out anything about 
him ? 

Mr. BROOKHART. We were unable to find any trace of 
any such man. 

Mr. NORRIS. Did any evidence disclose the name of a 
colored chauffeur that Mr. Daugherty had whose name was 
Gray? Was there any evidence of that kind? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I do not recall it There was some- 
thing about those colored chauffeurs. I do not recollect the 
names. 

Mr. NORRIS. I have been told that he had a chauffeur 
by the name of Gray. I do not know anything directly | 
about it. 

Mr. BROOKHART. We ean probably ascertain from that 


suggestion whether or not it 
to do so. 
This testimony 
Mr. 
his 
Lie 


is 


is correct. 


discloses this situation: 

Daugherty, on his sworn statement in 1920, 
homestead, was in debt $5,000 more than he was worth. 
had a homestead that had cost him about $15,000, 
his sworn statement of his property. The suggestion is 
made that he might have had property that was tax exempt 
in Ohio and, therefore, that it would not appear in his returns. 


If he had such property, he could have appeared before the | 


committee and disclosed it, and it could have been traced aud 
confirmed. Ue chese not to do that, On this record, in 
than three years, we find that his $27,000 of debts had disap- 
peared and that he had some $75,000 of deposits in 
and had increased his Wright-Martin aircraft stock fram 500 
to 2.500 shares. 

The Wright-Martin Co. was one of those that were under 
investigation for fraudulent transactions with the Government; 
and all those matters stand uncontradicted and unexplained in 
the reeord, and that after Mr. Daugherty had so willingly ex- 
pressed his desire to disclose his private affairs to the com- 
mit and to let us knew that there had been nothing wrong 
in his private business. 

Under that situation it oceurs to the committee that instead 
of assailing the committee constantly, instead of making war 


upon the investigators, a little bit of honest disclosure of the 
truth, if there be any truth, would have helped this matter far 
more: but Mr. Daugherty avoided all of that. He brought 


these suits. and then, when the court ruled that the Senate has 
no nuthoerity whatever to appoint a committee and summon a 
witness befere it er to campel the attendance of witnesses for 
these purposes—because this resolution did not state anything 
about legislative purposes—-he says for that reason he will not 
appear before the committee. 

As I said, I am net going inte the general mass of testimony 
that was taken in reference to the conduct of the Department 
of Justice. These things that show so much inefficiency and 


delay without eause may be explained by other officers of the 
Department of Justice, and they shall have their opportunity; 


if | 


We certainly will try | 


outside of 


That | 


less | 


that bank | 


| 


but IT want to refer to one ease in particular, which shows the 
| opportunity for the Jess Smiths and the Howard Manningtens 
| to collect this graft. I refer to what was called the Old Hickory 
case, 


Mr. Storek, an expert accountant, was a witness in that case. 


Senator WHEELER. Now, prior to your going into the Department of 
Justice, what was your business? 


Mr. Storck. Certitied public accountant in New York. 


I will say that Mr. Storck is now employed in the Department 
of Justice and is trusted by the new Attorney General, and is 
without doubt a competent and efficient man. 


Senator WHPELER. And for how long a time had you been a cer- 
| tifled public accountant in the city of New York? 

Mr. Srorck. Since 1897. 

Senator WHEELER. Are you a member of any association? 

Mr. Storck. I was formerly a member of the American Association 
| of Certified Public Accountants. 

| S WHereLpr. And you have worked for various branches of the 
| Government here, have you? 

Mr sir. 

' 

! 

! 





nator 


STorRcK. I have: yes, 


Senator WHEELER. What branches of the Government? 

Mr. Stores. I worked for War, State, Justice, congressional com- 
mittees, ete 

Senator WHEELER. How long have you been employed by the Gov- 


ernment ? 
Mr Since 1909 or 1910. 


} Senator Wueeter. When did you first go into the Department of 
Justice? 


Mr. Svorck. I think it was on September 29, 1909. 
My. 


STORCK. 


Storek says: 


i was assigned to make a preliminary survey of this matter— 


I refer now to what is commonly known as the Old Hickory 

cuse against the Du Ponts— 

about the Qist of August, 1923, by Mr. John H. Crim, then Aasistant 
Attorney General. When I arrived at Nashville I found that the spe- 
| clal agent in charge of the bureau of investigation had in his em- 
play four men ip a period of a year and a half getting up data for an 
investigation. 

Senator Jones. What are you reading from? 

Mr. STORCK, I am reading from my notes. - 

Senator Jones. From notes made as you were making the survey? 


Mr. Srorek. Yes, sir. I always made notes of my investigations, 
sir. 


Senator WHerLeR. When was the subpcena issued for you? 

Mr. SworcK. Yesterday. 

Senator WiHerter. Tad you had any previous knowledge that you 
were to be subpeenaed? 

Mr. After a period of 10 days I prepared a pre- 
liminary repért addressed to Mr. Crim, under confidential cover, as to 
my ideas as to how an investigation should be started from the leads 
then in my possession, and | stated to him that for the proper conduct 
| of the investigation it would be necessary to have at least 40 men. 
| Senator Witnecer. Read a little slower, so we can understand it. 

} Mr. Svrerck. That is, agents and accountants. I received a reply 
from Mr. Crim, in which he stated, in substance, that he was taking 
| 
! 


Storck. No, sir. 


the matter up with the Attorney General with a view to having this 
investigation started at enee. 
a peried of 10 days, I again took the matter up with Mr. Crim. 
about September 15, 1928. 
port to Washington at ence. 

ferred with Mr. Crim. 


Net hearing from the department for 
This 

I reeeived a telegram from him to re- 
When I arrived at Washington I con- 
He stated that he had had the matter up sev- 
eral times with the Attorney General and that he, the Attorney Gen- 
eral, was about to appoint special counsel to handle this case; that he 
was doing everything in bis power to further the investigation, and for 
me to return to Nashville at once and await instructions. 


I want to say in reference to John W. H, Crim that, so far 
as the testimony shows, he was at all times energetic and per- 
sistent in the cases that were assigned to him; but it occurred 
many times that when something efficient seemed to be started 
the cause was transferred to other parties, and new and origi- 


Wa: 
| 
| 
| 
| nat investigations were started. 


Senator WHerrsr, How long had this case been pending? 

Mr. Svorek. Prior te that? 

Senator WHEELER. Yes, 

Mr. Swarox. Since 1919. A short while afterwards I prepared a 
memorandum consisting of seme twenty-odd pages advising Mr. Crim 
of the leads and the methods under which I thought the investigation 
sheuld start, and sent the eriginal to him under confidential caver. 
Mr. Crim acknowledged receipt and again stated that he was doing all 
that he possibly could. 

Senator WHEELER. When was that? 





1924 








Mr. Storck. This was around September 15 to 25, 1923. 
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to Mr. Crim suggesting the lines of investigation that should be made 





Mr. Crim acknowledged receipt and again stated that he was doing | had been shown to Mr. Gregg. 


all he could to further the investigation and gave me names of a Mr. 
Beasley and Mr. Robert Williams, of Chattanooga, stated, 
had been engaged by the department to look after the Government's 
interest in this case, and advised nre to see both of these gentlemen and 
confer with them. 

Senator WHEELER. Were these men lawyers or special agents? 

Mr. Storck. These were lawyers. I took the 
Beasley, 
been employed by the department, although he 
and as soon as his appointment 
me. 


whom, he 


matter up with Mr. 
had expected to 
was confirmed he would confer with 
I communicated this to Mr. Crim, and I received a reply from 


him advising me again that he had had several conferences with the | 


Attorney General. 

Senator WHeerer. Several conferences? 

Mr. SrorcKk. Yes, sir; and that a Mr. James Towler—— 

Senator WHEELER (interposing). Who was Mr. James Towler? 

Mr. Storck. He has been in the department a number of 
He comes from Tennessee. In connection with this matter and toward 
the appointment of competent counsel he assured me he had done 
everything he could to further this investigation, and that 
he was resigning his position, which was to take effect on or about 
December 1. 

Senator WHErLER. Did he state why he was resigning? 

Mr. Storck. No, sir; he has not stated that to me, 

Senator WHEELER. How? 

Mr. Storck. He has not stated that to me. In this letter to 
though, he stated, in substance, “ From the data that I have before me 
on Old Hickory the same indicates that if an investigation is made 
the Government can recover millions.” During the time that I 
at Nashville it became necessary, in order to conduct my 


possibly 


was 


by the Du Ponts, as I had information that 90 
of the purchases for the Old Hickory Powder Co. 
the subsidiary companies of the Du Ponts. I wired Mr. Burns's de- 
partment to get me this information. On one of my visits to the 
department I was informed by Mr. Cunningham, who was in charge 


per cent 
were 


or more 
made from 


of accountants, that this information was being secured for me, and 
that five men were being employed at the office of the 


the information, and that said information would be forwarded to 
me in the course of the next week or 10 days. I subsequently found 
out that this was not being done, and I have never received the infor- 
mation I called for. 


Senator Wherter. You never got the information that you called | 


for? 

Mr. Srorck. No, sir. 

Senator Wuereter. You had not up to to-day? 

Mr. Storck. No, sir; I have never seen it. In the earliest part of 
January, 1924, between the 6th and 10th, I took this matter up again 
with Mr. Crim. 

Senator WHEELER. Was he still then in the department? 

Mr. Storck. He had resigned and had been engaged to take up 
another case—that of the Veterans’ Bureau matter. The United States 
attorney, Mr. McLean, of Nashville, was present, and Mr. Towler, a 
special agent. This was here in Washington. Mr. Crim stated that he 
was no longer Assistant Attorney General, and he had nothing to do 
with the matter. Mr. McLean, the United States attorney, advised me 
that there was to be a conference that day in the office of General 
Williams. That is the Chief of Ordnance. At this conference there 
were to be present Colonel Anderson—Colonel Anderson is a special 
assistant to the Attorney General in the war transactions section, and 
who then had charge of the case—Mr. Cameron, director of accounting; 
Mr. McLean, Mr. Towler, and Mr. William 8. Gregg. 

Senator WHerLer. That is McLean, the United States attorney? 

Mr. Storck. The United States attorney, yes; and Mr. William 8. 
Gregg, attorney for the Du Pont Co. 

Senator WHEELER. Gregg was counsel for the Du Ponts? 

Mr. Storck. For the Du Pont Co. I was asked whether or not 
I would attend such a conference. I had not been invited to the con- 
ference, and there was some discussion the night previous to the 
effect that the war transactions section would not pay nry expenses 
for railroad travel from New York to Washington, amounting to $8.14. 

Senator WHeeLter. Why would they not pay it? 

Mr. Storck. They claimed they had no money. But Mr. Burns’s 
division stated it was necessary that I be present and advised that the 
expenses would be borne by the “ detection and prosecution of crime.” 
That is an appropriation. I went to the conference and was surprised 
to learn that Colonel Anderson, Major Cornduff, special assistant to the 
Attorney General 

Senator WHEELER. What was the other one’s name? 

Mr. Storck. Cornduff—and Mr. Cameron had prepared a question- 
naire advising the Du Pont people what they were alleged to be charged 
with, and I found that my original confidential memorandum addressed 





who was in Nashville, and he stated to me that he had not | 


be, | 


years, | 


me, | 


investiga- | 
tion, for me to secure a list of the subsidiary corporations controlled | 


Standard 
Statistics Co., in New York, at a conmrpensation of $8 a day, to secure | 





Senator WHEELER. The confidential files of the Department of Justice, 
then, had been turned over to the Du Pont Powder Co.? 

Mr. Srorck. Not the confidential files, no; 
randum that I had written to Mr. Crim 

Senator WHEELER. The confidential memorandum that 
agent of the Department of Justice, had furnished Mr 
turned over to the Du Pont people? 

Mr. SrorcKk. Yes, sir, 

Senator WHEELER, 


the confidential memo- 


you, as an 


Crim had been 


I wonder if the Department of Justice would be 
kind enough to furnish us with a copy of that confidential memorandum, 


or would it be too confidential for the committee to have? 


Mr. HowLanp. We will take it up with the new Attorney General. 


Mr. Storck. Do you wish the date? September 12, 1923. 

Senator WHwe rer. How did they get hold of this document, if you 
know? 

Mr. Srorck. I do not know. ° 

Senator WHEELER. All you know Its that they had it in their pos- 
session when you went in there? 

Mr. Storck. Yes, sir. 

Senator WuHee_er. And these were leads that you had given in a 
memorandum to Mr. Crim for the purpose of showing how the infor- 


| mation could be obtained upon which the Government could and should 


| base its case? 

Mr. Storck. That is correct. 

Senator WHEELER. Did they have the original or did they have a 
copy ? 

Mr. Srorck. My original memorandum, with my signature on ft. 


Senator WHEELER. They 
signature on it? 

Mr. Storck. Yes, sir. 

Senator Moses. 


had your original memorandum with your 


You mean that 
you went to this conference? 


they had it in their possession when 


Mr. SrorcKk. Yes, sir 
Senator Moses. You saw it in their possession? 


Mr. Storck. Yes, sir. 
Senator WHEELER. And by permitting them, of course, to have that 
original memorandum they would be able to cover up or destroy the 


various leads which you had furnished the Department of Justice? 
Mr. Storck. Yes; they were apprised of what I was trying to get at, 


Mr. President, the district attorney, Mr. McLean, who is still 
the district attorney at Nashville, Tenn., corroborated every 
word of that. I think there is no doubt of the truth of it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 


Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 


Mr. BROOKHART. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR,. It was also corroborated by Mr. J. M. 
Towler. 

Mr. BROOKHART. That is right. 


Mr. McKELLAR. Substantially, there were three witnesses 
to it. I do not know Mr. Storck so well, but the other two 
gentlemen are from Tennessee. One is a Republican and the 
other is a Democrat, and they are both as fine men as we have. 
They are excellent officials, and, in my judgment, were plainly 
seeking in every way to do their sworn duty, but were being 
handicapped, not by Mr. Crim, their immediate superior here, 
because as long as he was there they had every facility for 
proceeding with their work, but Mr. Crim himself was handi- 
capped by the department, and these officers were prevented 
from doing their duty in that matter. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I think there is no doubt of that situa- 
tion. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I would like to inquire of 
the Senator how they happened to get these respectable wit- 
nesses? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Two of them came from Tennessee. 
is one explanation of it 

Mr. NORRIS. I doubt whether that would add anything 
to their respectability, but it might. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CARAWAY. I would like to ask the Senator why he 
wants to discredit these two witnesses? 

Mr. McKELLAR. They can not be discredited. Their 
characters are so good that I am quite sure that neither one 
of them can be discredited. They can be believed anywhere. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I am sure their appearance bears that 
out. Mr. MeLean appeared to be a very able, very efficient, 
and very earnest official. I have seen no higher type of man 
anywhere than Mr. MeLean. Mr. Storck, 
appeared to me to be the same type of man. 

Mr. NORRIS. What happened down there finally in that 
du Pont investigation? 


That 


the other witness, 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE 





JUNE 5 





10634 


Mr. BROOKHART. Nothing has happened as yet. The 
present Attorney General has the matter In charge now, and 
probably there will be some action. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will yleld to me again, 
I presented some of these facts to the present Attorney Gen- 
eral, Mr. Stone, and received a letter from him this morning 
in which he said that he was having the matter thoroughly 
examined into, and, while he did not say so in words, I judge 
it is his purpose to proceed in order that the Government’s 
interests may be protected. 

From the testimony that was given, a part of which I have 
read, I am quite sure that the Du Pont Co. owes the Govern- 
ment a very large sum, and if the department will follow the 
advice and suggestions of these three gentlemen—Mr. Storck, 
Mr. McLean, the district attorney, and Mr. Towler, who ts an 
employee of the Department of Justice—I am quite sure a 
very large sum will be recovered, and I am sure it ought to be 
recovered. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I think that 1s perhaps the true situa- 
tion at the present time. 

In reference to this case, I will say that the evidence shows 
frauds, and great frauds, in that transaction down there, beyond 
controversy. These subsidiary companies would sell their stuff 
to this Du Pont contracting company for the Government there 
at prices which were clear out of allreason. They would charge 
freight that was clearly in excess of the actual freight. They 
did everything to swell the cost of that plant at that point, 
and, of course, to reap and take millions in profits and graft 
they were not entitled to take. 

1 only give that as an illustration. There are many other 
things that have been developed in this testimony, I will say to 
the Senator from Ohlo, by witnesses as good and as credible as 
those from Tennessee. ‘Those witnesses the Senator from 
Ohio wants to discredit have been corroborated in such a 
way, by evidence that can not be discredited, by evidence that 
can not be contradicted, that this whole case rests upon sub- 
Stance, and not upon surmise. 

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. President, the Senator has been very 
kind, and I dislike to interrupt him so often, but the point has 
been made as to the character of these witnesses. Has the 
Attorney General ever presented any witnesses of as good or 
better character than these to testify in his behalf before the 
Senator's committee? 

Mr. BROOKHART. We have examined Mr. Crim and others 
he suggested, and they have been good witnesses, but not any 
better than these other witnesses, in any particular. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield. 

Mr. FESS. Has the Attorney General ever had an oppor- 
tunity of presenting any witnesses up to June 6, the day when 
he was asked to come before the committee? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. Crim was one of the witnesses he 
suggested, and we brought him in. The understanding was 
that when we got our side in he was to present his side. That 
was the arrangement of procedure. 

Mr. FESS. As I recall Mr. Crim’s testimony, he stated under 
oath that he did not believe Mr. Daugherty was guilty of the 
charges? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Yes; but he also stated that he knew 
nothing about the Jess Smith graft, which I think is true. 

Mr. FESS. I think I ought to say this much; the Senator 
knows how I feel about it. I have no apology to make of any 
sort. I hold no brief for Harry Daugherty or for his office, I 
have voted with the Senator on all matters to bring all facts 
before the Senate. I have very bitterly condemned some of the 
testimony that was brought in. I think it would not have 
been admitted in any court in America, and while the Senator 
says that that testimony was corroborated, I think there ts too 
much weight given to that as evidence rather than as testimony. 
It is mere testimony, no evidence at all, as I see it, and it 
would be discredited in any court I know of. 

I would also like to say to the Senator that, so far as getting a 
decision from the Supreme Court on the power of the Senate is 
concerned, I would like to see that done, and I hope the case 
will go to the Supreme Court, so that we may know precisely 
what the power of the Senate is. 

Mr. BROOKHART,. Mr. President, I would like to ask the 
Senator if he defends the relations Daugherty maintained with 
Jess Smith and Howard Mannington? 

Mr. FESS. I do not. I should not say as to Howard Man- 
nington, because I do not know about that. But as to 
Smith, no. 


Mr. BROOKHART. We have proof of some thirty or forty 


thousand dollars of checks paid to Howard Mannington fer 


olitical influence, with his indorsement on them In évidence, 

ere is no doubt about that. 

Mr. FESS. I would certainly condemn it, just as the Sena- 
tor would condemn it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The question was asked as to whether the 
former Attorney General had had the right up to June 6 to 
submit testimony? I may be mistaken about it, and I am ask- 
ing the Senator for information, and to correct me if I am 
mistaken, but as I understand it, from the beginning of this 
investigation Mr. Daugherty has had counsel present, with the 
right to cross-examine all witnesses. Is that correct? 

Mr. BROOKHART. That is true, and I remember a Mr. 
Hayes we summoned at his suggestion directly in connection 
with the Roxy Stinson testimony, early in the case. 

Mr. McKELLAR. As I understand it, then, the Attorney 
General from the very beginning of the investigation has had 
his counsel there, cross-examining all witnesses who appeared 
against him, and was himself Invited by the committee, after 
the committee had finished its testimony, to come; it was 
perfectly willing to hear him and perfectly willing to hear his 
good witnesses, if he had them, or any witnesses he had. After 
his counsel had represented him during the entire proceeding, 
with the right to cross-examine and in most instances cross- 
examining the witnesses, then he refused to come, and they 
refused to take further steps in the matter? 

Mr. BROOKHART. That is correct. As soon as we in- 
vited Mr. Daugherty to appear before the committee and testify 
his counsel took their marbles and went home. 

Mr. President, much was said in the newspapers against the 
committee, It was Daugherty’s policy to attack the committee 
from the start. This whole scheme of Daugherty’s seems to be 
government by criminal blackmail. That seems to be his idea 
of government. He consulted with Burns and with Coan and 
with Lockwood, and sent out and trumped up the testimony 
that indicted Senator WxHerrter in Montana. There is little 
doubt of that. His idea was not to defend himself but to get 
something on the committee. He had detectives in my State 
investigating me. He was investigating everybody connected 
with this transaction. 

A man named Fink, who first disclosed to us the testimony of 
Roxy Stinson, an old acquaintance of hers, went to his attorney, 
Mr. Stern, in Buffalo, and told him what he knew about that. 
Mr. Stern immediately consulted with Colonel Donovan, the 
United States district attorney at Buffalo, and I want to say 
that Colonel Donovan, although his superior was in question, 
was equal to the oceasion, He is evidently a big, strong, hon- 
est man. 

Mr. President, Colonel Donovan sent these people to the Sena- 
tor from New York |Mr. WapswortH]. He heard their story 
of the transaction and very properly turned it over to me as 
chairman of the committee. Then we sized the thing up. We 
were suspicious of the man Fink from the very start. We be- 
lieved from the very start that he had been connected with the 
Daugherty organization. That is the reason why Senator 
Wueewer himself went and served the subpena. We did not 
want any improper work in connection with the matter. Then 
Roxy Stinson came and testified, and a little bit later the man 
Fink was put under arrest up in New York in some kind of a 
swindle with which he had been connected. Who got him out 
of jail? The only information we have is that Daugherty’s at- 
torney did that thing. Then he appeared again before the com- 
mittee with an old subpeena that we had had issued in the first 
instance and from which he had been released. He said, “I am 
a witness before this committee and I want to announce a con- 
spiracy on the part of WuerLer and Brook#art and the com- 
mittee to blacken President Coolidge and get Roxy Stinson 
drunk” and a lot of stuff of that kind, all framed up by the 
same Daugherty. I say that this man has had that view from 
the start—‘“ Get something on these people who are trying to 
find out the truth, and stop this investigation.” 

I have never seen a case like it in all the world. There was 
no oceasion for anything of the sort. Suppose the committee 
was hostile, if he was right he could win. Suppose the commit- 
tee did believe adversely, if he had been a square and true 
officer in that office, it would be no trouble to clear it up. But 
instead of that he wants to cover up these things. He wants to 
cover up his association with Jess Smith, which the Senator 
from Ohio |Mr. Fess] himself admits that he condemned. He 
waited until the testimony was in, which shows a condemning 
set of circumstances, a situation that can not be explained upon 
any other theory except that graft and corruption was going 
on in that office. Then when the committee invites him to come 
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in he refuses to come. 
He is 
He is 
Man, 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield. 

Mr. CARAWAY. He followed the example set by Mr. Fall, 
did he not, who clirimed eonstitational exemption against 
fying? He just refused te come. Both of them 
that same line and refused to explain what they did. 

Mr. BROOKHART. It was very much the same. Their sit- 
tation was exactly the same. Here is Daugherty with funds 
in his hands, a large amount of funds which are not accounted 


This is the brave fighting Daugherty. 


not the man who appears to your face and fights like a 


lowa 


tes- 
followed 


+; 
ai 


a man who fights in the dark and stabs you im the back. | 
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for and can not be accounted for out of his own property and 
his own earnings. How did he get them? Where did they | 
come from? Mr. Fall was in exactly the same situation. The 


testimony has developed exactly the same situation. Perhaps 
he was afraid to attempt a false explanation, as Fall did, and 
which brought him to his ruin. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
Mr. BROOKHART. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. After taking 


Senator from 


part in the hearings and 


Iowa | 


appearing there daily by counsel, and having his own counsel | 


examine the witnesses, when the time came for him to 
sent his own side of the case, if he had any, and he declined to 
do it, why is not that really a confession of guilt? 

Mr. BROOKHART. 
It is a confession that he has no explanation. 

Mr. President, in conclusion I desire to submit a 
and to ask immediate consideration of it. It provides for an 
appeal of the case that was decided against us out in Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa sub- 
mits a resolution and asks for its immediate consideration. 
The resolution will be read for the information of the Senate, 

The reading clerk read the resolution (S. 247), 
follows: 


Res. as 
Whereas in a proceeding in the United States Distriet Court for the 
Southern District of Ohio, Western Division, entitied “In the matter 
of the application of Mally 8S. Daugherty for writ of habeas corpus,” 
an opinion has been handed down and judgment entered by the judge 
hearing said which seriously affects the constitutional rights 
and power of the Senate of the United States and of the Congress; and 
Whereas it is believed that said opinion and judgment are erroneous ; 
and 
Whereas it is highly desirable to have the law in the matter settled 
the Supreme Court: Therefore be it 
Resotecd, That the Attorney General, on behalf of the Senate and the 
respondent in said cause, be requested to have the proper officials of his 
department, including counsel heretofore designated in the cause, take 
the necessary steps for a prompt review and determination thereof by 
the Supreme Court. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, reserving the right to object, I 
simply want to say that I hope the resolution will be passed, 
because I think it raises a very important question with refer- 
ence to the Senate. I have read Judge Cochran's decision over 
very carefully. It is rather a strong presentation, and I think 
the Senate ought to give authority that we can have the matter 


cause 


by 


finally settled, once for all. I hope the resolution will be 
agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 


present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I do not want the resolution 
to pass out of the Senate with the comment of the Senator 
from Ohio remaining wnaaswered. I do not want the court, 
if it does consider the view of the Senate on the matter, to be 
able to find when it came up here only a comment by a Senator 
here who said that this was a very strong opinion and inti- 
mating very strongly that the judge was right and that we had 
no jurisdiction. 

Mr. ASHURST. 
at that point? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. ASHURST. With all respect for the classical learning 
of the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. F¥ss], of course, we know 
he is not a lawyer. He has demonstrated that this morning. 


He said, amongst other things, that this is a very strong 
opinion. 


Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
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Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator from <A) na 
yield to me? 

Mr. ASHURST. I have not the floor 

The PRESIDING OFFICBR. The Senator from Ns ska 
has the floor. Does he yield to the Senato rom Chio? 

Mr. NORRIS. I will ask both Senators to permit me to pro- 
cere lL. 

The PRESIDING OFPICER., The Senator from Ne wska 
declines to yield, 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I want to be perfectly frank 
I have not read the opinion, but if it is going te be determined 


judicially that the 


legisiative branch or one of the parts of 
the legislative branch of this Government can not tnvestigate, 
can not inquire &s to fraud, can not investigate executive 
| Ofliclais, their employees, their subordinates, even the principals 
the eives—if we do not have the power to ilvestigate, it we 
are compelled without inve ration to enact laws in igno! 
of what may be done by the executive departments, then the 
end of this kind of government in which we are now livi is 
near at hand. If there is anything that is fundamental it is 
that the legislative branch of the Government bas the ri 0 
know what the executive branch of the Government ( I 
iflicial way If it is impossible, if it shall be held imp 
by our courts and that we have no right to investigate, ws ad 
better abolish Congress and let the Kxecutive be supreny l 
have a monarchy at once. 
Mr. President, it seems so plain that if that branch of the 


pre- | 


| to 
‘ | 
resolution | 


| On 
It is justly se to any reasonable mind, 


Government upon whose shoulders rests its perpetuity, which 
must enact the laws, which must make appropriations to carry 
is to be prevented from knowing what Executives are doj 


whose duty it is to carry out the laws, to expend the mon 


prosecute criminals and offenders—if we have no r i to 
know whut is being done by Lhe Attorney General of the United 
Stutes, the head of the Department of Justice, surrounded by an 
army of detectives, with hundreds of millions of dollurs 
publie funds in his eontrol~if his official conduct can not be 
looked into by the legislative department, then this Gov 
ment fails, 


Why, think of it. Mr. President. Think of the Attorney Gen- 
eral having the right to expend hundreds of millions of dollars 
of money for the purpose of punishing wrongdoers and violators 
of the law, or for the purpose of recovering hundreds 
millions of dollars that investigation may show due to 
Government, if his conduet can not be looked into and he still 
the right to that money, mn to frame up criminal 
action against Members of the Senate or of the House, to trail 
men, to trail their families, to break the locks of their offices 
and go in to find something “ on,” as they use the expression 
Members of the Senate or of the House. Is it possible that 
the legislative branch of the Government has no right to look 
into it and that we may be restrained by an injunction of a 
court or some other proceeding ? 


is the 


has use eve 


I repeat, Mr. President, that it is an outrageous proposition. 


No government founded as ours is can live if tit funda- 
mental principle is violated. We would be helpless. 
There would not be a Member of the legislative body in 


either branch but what would have all kinds things framed 
up on him, There would not be a criminal in all the land who, 
if he had the money to make his peace, could not escape pun- 
ishment. What would be the use our enacting 
punish criminals if perchance a dishonest Attorney 


of 


oT 


laws t 


Oo 


General at 
the head of our Department of Justice should turn them all 
out, refuse to permit anybody to look into the matter, refuse 
to permit the legislative branch through its committees to find 


out how or if the money of the taxpayers of the country was 
being squandered in illegal methods, in disgraceful methods, in 
unlawful methods? 

Mr. President, I do not believe that it can be possible that 
any court upon a fair trial is going to say that the House of 
Representatives or the Senate has no right and no jurisdiction 


to investigate any department of the Federal Government it 
may see fit to investigate. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, before the Senator from Ne- 
braska takes his seat will he answer a question? 

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not understand that the court did hold 
that at all. 

Mr. NORRIS. I have not read the opinion, but that is 


what it is claimed to have held. 

Mr. McKELLAR. What did it hold? 

Mr. BORAH. I have not seen the opinion 

Mr. ROBINSON. I think I can answer the Senator's gues- 
tion. 
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Mr. BORAH. The court specifically stated that the question 
right of Congress to acquire information through in- 
ization for legislation was not involved. 

Mir. ASHURST obtained the floor. 

ir, ROBINSON, Mr, President—— 

the PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arl- 

ut Sield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

vr, ASHURST. I yield with pleasure. 

Mir, ROBINSON, Mr. President, I have not examined an 
nuthentic copy of the court’s opinion, but I have read news- 


paper reports of the decision by Judge Cochran, and assuming 
them to be fairly accurate, an analysis of his opinion shows 
that the ision is based largely upon an attempted distinction 
between the Attorney General's office and 
transactions relating to his oflice and, on the other hand, an 


i 
chee 


an investigation of 


investigation of the Attorney General as an individual. 
the judge used this language; 
wwer of the Senate to Investigate the Attorney General's office 
kepartment of the Government to the fullest extent is not in- 
! in this case >» * * What the Senate is engaged in doing 
ivestigating the Attorney General's office, but investigating the 
Attorney General In so doing it is exercising a judicial fune 
tive tt authorized by the Constitution 
Mr. CARAWAY. If the Senator will permit me, L desire to 
tsk how did the court ever arrive at that conclusion? 
Mir. ROBINSON, Ll am going to discuss that matter for a 
moment, with the indulgence of the Senator from Arizona. 
Mr. ASHLURST. Myr. President, I vield for that purpose. 
Mr. ROBINSON, This ruling, which is a different way of 


stuting the proposition announced by the Senator from Idaho, 


is his interpretation of the judge's decision is based on an 
erroneous statement of fucts, 

Mr. BORAH. That is the conclusion to which T came when 
Lt rend the opinion; that it was not so much an erroneous con- 


law or statement of law as it was a statement of a 


principle of law based upon an erroneous conclusion of facts, 


clusion of 


Mr. ROBINSON, That is undoubtedly true, and I believe I 
in convince the Senate of that in a five-minute statement. 
Mr. ASHURST. I yield, if I may, Mr. President, if I shall 


thereby lose the floor 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator may yield unless 
some other Senator makes the point of order, The Chair, how- 
‘ver, will not make the point of order, 

Mr. ASHURST. I thank the Chair. 

Mr. ROBINSON. LI thank both the Chatr 

om Arizona [—_Mr. AsHunst]. 

Taking the judge's statement of the case and comparing it 
fairly with the record, the decision can not stand the test, and 
does not merit the approval which the junior Senator from Ohio 
[ Mr. fess) has accorded it. The assumption that the investiga- 
tion is personal to the Attorney General and does not extend 
to the Department of Justice or to the office of the Attorney 
General is unauthorized and is contradicted by the face of the 
resolution under which the committee was proceeding. To sup- 


and the Senator 


port this statement I cite the language of the resolution, as 
follows: 

To investigate the circumstances and facts and report the same to 
the Senate concerning the alleged failure of Harry M. Daugherty, 
Attorney General of the United States, to properly prosecute violators 


of the Sherman Antitrust Act and the Clayton Act against monopolies 
the alleged neglect and failure of the 
Attorney General of the United States, to 
B. Fall, Harry F. Sinclair— 


and unlawful restraint of trade; 
llarry M. Daugherty, 
and prosecute Albert 


said 


arrest 


And so forth, 


iivery purpose of the investigation was directed to the in- 
tegritv of the proceedings of the Attorney General as such. 


it was in every sense of the word an investigation of his office, 
an investigation of his official acts. There is not a word in 
the language of the resolution that justifies the judge or any 
Senator or anyone else in assuming that the Senate had 
entered upon an investigation of an individual, and, therefore, 
was performing a function judicial in nature and in no wise 
related to its legislative functions. 

Under the language of the resolution the power of the com- 
mittee was very broad, and it was made very broad purposely 
by the Senate: but it was in no sense directed to the personal 
of the Attorney General. lt comprehended his official 
transactions and the affairs of his office and department, and 
no basis for the distinction made by the judge appears on the 


affairs 


fuee of the resolution. 
The second resolution expressly avows that the proceeding 
against the alleged contemner, Mr. Mal S. Daugherty, is in aid 


72 ee 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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of the legislative purpose of the Senate; and the suggestion 
by the judge that the language in the second resolution, “ to 
obtain information as the basis for such legislation and other 
auction as the Senate may deem necessary and proper,” shows 
that no legislative action was in view until after the authority 
of the Senate had been challenged is absurd upon its face. It 
was not necessary or in conformity to precedent that the Sen- 
ate should express in the resolution the purpose of the inves- 
tigation or the possible results to be derived from it. It was 
not necessary for the Senate to incorporate in its resolution 
the legislation which it was expected might be considered as 
the result of the investigation ; and, as a matter of law, the lan- 
guage “and other action as the Senate may deem necessary 
and proper” can not be regarded as a declaration of purpose 
by the Senate to abuse its constitutional power. 

The decision of Judge Cochran is based on the premise that 
the Senate was engaged in a meddlesome and spiteful procedure 
which had no relation to its official duties and responsibilities. 
It wil be interesting, and it is important, to obtain a decision 
from the Supreme Court of the United States on the subject. 

I desire to thank the Senator from Arizona for his indulgence. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I intended to advert to the 
opinion of Judge Cochran, but the discussion just concluded is 
so illuminating that it is unnecessary to consume time upon 
that subject other than to say that the opinion labors through 
30 pages of typewritten matter and finally says that Congress 
may appropriate $4,000,000,000 annually but that it has not the 
power to inquire where one penny of the $4,000,000,000 goes 
or how one penny thereof is spent. 

I would not have asked the Senate to hear me this afternoon 
except for the fact that from the day the committee began to 
hold its hearings upon the investigation of the régime of 
Hurry M. Daugherty it has been subjected to a rapid-fire volley 
of abuse, slander, vilification, and attempted intimidation. Of 
that treatment we probably have no complaint. When the five 
Senators assumed the duty of serving on the committee to 
investigate the Attorney General’s department under Mr. 
Jbaugherty’s activities they knew they were “ going into harm's 
way.” Let us review the facts. 

The Daugherty investigating committee, of which the Sena- 
tor from Iowa |Mr. BrookHart] is chairman, was elected by 
the Senate. Membership on that committee is no place for a 
dilletante; service on that committee requires its members to 
give and to receive hard blows. Your committee struck hard 
blows, but they were fair blows and they were aimed in 
defense of the temple of justice. Each individual member of 
the committee contributed his due part to this work. We have 
not always agreed amongst ourselves as to procedure; indeed, 
when one reflects upon the magnitude of the subject, its vast 
ramifications and its multitudinous details, it could not be 
expected that we could agree in all respects; but I say for 
the Recorp that each member of this committee has held 
steadfastly to the main purpose, namely, to discover the truth. 

My classical friend, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Fess], 
whose works I read with delight, to-day demonstrated in a few 
moments that he is not a lawyer. I admire his scholarship, 
but a man may be a scholar and yet never have read law; a 
man may be a lawyer and yet not be a scholar. By my classi- 
cally learned friend from Ohio complained about the character 
of the testimony. I did not apprehend, until I heard his 
remark, that I would be obliged to read an excerpt from Green- 
leaf on Evidence. Senators will pardon me for this perform- 
ance, but it does seem necessary, in view of the remark of Sen- 
ator Fess, that I should now read from Greenleaf on Evidence, 
at page 122: 


93. Circumstantial evidence-—— 


Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ari- 


zona yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. ASHURST. I yield. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Is not Greenleaf dead? 

Mr. ASHURST. He is dead. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then, according to the Senator from Ohio, 
of course his testimony is incompetent. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ASHURST. Greenleaf is gathered to his fathers, but 
the rules about which he wrote still guard and guide innocence 
and give it a safe delivery, and still confound the guilty. 


93. Circumstantial evidence: The evidence in proof of a conspiracy 
will generally, from the nature of the case, be circumstantial. 


Who is this now talking—some “ demagogue ” on the hustings 
seeking to make votes? No. A legal authority is speaking of 
the correct procedure in courts of justice. 











1924 








Though 


necessary to 


the « 
prove 


agreed in terms 


mmon design Is the essence of 
that the defendants came tually 


to have that design and to pursue It by common means, 


the charge, it is not 


together and a 


If it be proved that the defendants pursued by thelr acts the same 
object, often by the same means, one performing one part and another 
another part of the same, so as to complete it, with a view to the 
attainment of the same object, the jury will be justified in the conclu- 
sion that they were engaged in a conspiracy to effect that object Nor 
is it necessary to prove that the conspiracy originated with the de- 
fendants, or that they even met during the process of its concoction, 
for every person entering into a conspiracy or common design already 
formed is deemed in law a party to all acts done by any of the other 


parties, before or afterwards 
Par. 94. Acts 


on which the 


in furtherance of the common design. 
and declarations of other conspirators: The principle 


at different times are admitted in evidence against the persons prose- 
euted is that by the act of conspiring together the conspirators have 
jointly assumed to themselves, as a body, the attribute of individuality. 

Your committee ascertained at once that there was compe- 


tent evidence tending to show a conspiracy involving 
Attorney General Daugherty. 
If you ask me, Did the former Attorney General suddenly and 


in a mysterious manner acquire opulence during his term of 
office—and that is a circumstance for your consideration—I 
ask you to read pages 1423, 1424, 1425, 1426, 1427, and 1428 


of part 6 of the hearings held by your committee 

If you ask me for an expression of opinion as to how some 
of the largest and most important of the Government’s cases 
were conducted under Mr. Daugherty’s term of office, 1 refer 
you to pages 1139 and 1140 et seq. of part 5 of the hearings, 
being the testimony of Mr. George Storck, and you will perceive 
how confidential evidence that had been gathered by the Goy- 
ernment’s faithful accountants was placed into the hands of 
the defendants. 

The confidential evidence was in a case involving $139,000,000 
against the Old Hickory Powder Co., a subsidiary corporation 
of the Du Pont Co,, or which at least sold 90 per cent of its 
products to and bought 90 per cent of its materials from the Du 
Pont Co. The Du Pont attorneys were found to have in their 
possession the secret confidential statements and data of the 
Department of Justice that were submitted under cover and in 
confidence of the Department of Justice. 
attorneys come into possession of the Government’s statements, 
data, and evidence in a case involving $139,000,000? That is a 
fair sample, that is a thumb-nail sketch of how seme cases of 
great magnitude and importance were conducted under the 
régime of the late Attorney General, Mr. Daugherty. 


How did the Du Pont | 
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It lays bare in the Department of Justice cupidi y and reve 
under the régime of Mr. Daugherty; it frequently exhibits the 
itching palm of an extended oflicial hand: it runs the gamut of 
human emotions. IL the Department of 
Justice soliciting bribes. the exhibition of mov 


ea 


ellis of a P 


lt 


lactotum l 


telis of 


picture films illegally transported and then exhibited for the 
delectation of those officials whose duty it was to prosecul 
such transporting. Illegal plots, counterplots, ¢ onage, <t 
coys,, dictographs, thousand-dollar bills, and the exploring of 
Senators’ offices come and ge in the pages of this testimony; and 
these devices, these plots, counterplots, spies, thousand-dollar 
bills, and ubiquitous detectives were not employed by the 
| former Attorney General to detect and presecute erime, bu 
were frequently employed to shield pvrofiteers 


acts and declarations of other conspirators and acts done | 


former | 


bribe takers, 


and favorites. The spying upon Senators, the attempt to intim! 


date them, the attempt to destroy the character the chain 
manu of the committee, Senator BDrookHArt, and the indictmen 
of a member of the committee, Senator WueErn are disclosed 
by this record; and I say that Senator WHeerer pressed for 


ward in the discharge of his duty with a courage and a capa 
bility unsurpassed in our annals. Attempts to stir up revolu 
tion and incite rebellion in the territory of a neighboring 
friendly country have a place in this picture. 
This testimony relates the sordid story of how, when Harry 
M. Daugherty assumed the great oflice of Attorney General, an 
| evil brood of harpies flocked about his department; and it was 
to such men as the Jess Smiths, the Howard Manningtons, the 
Jap Mumas, the Thomas Felders, the Gaston B. Meanses, the 
Urions, and their ilk that Mr. Daugherty’s confidence was 


My fellow Senators, if this testimony in the Daugherty investi- | 


gation, consisting to date of 2,028 
formidable, too voluminous for your perusal—remember that 
you must read all that testimony before you may vote to excul- 


pate or inculpate a fellow citizen—no conscientious Senator can | 


or will vote upon a report in this case unless and until he reads 
the evidence. Conjuring you, therefore, to read the testimony 
herein, I refrain now from an extended statement or copious 
comment thereon until a more appropriate occasion, when I shall 
then discuss in detail this evidence, shall canvass it, witness by 
witness, and make observations as to my views regarding its pro- 
bative and evidentiary value. 

If, unhappily, any Senator sheuld be so remiss in his public 
duty as to fear that this evidence is too tedious to read; if, 
through lassitude or inertness, any Senator should fall to read 
the same, then, as an antidote to ennui, I commend this testi- 
mony for his perusal, because he will find within the four corners 


printed pages, appeurs too | 


| delighted to know that I 


This testimony discloses the sudden and unexplained epulence 
of Jess Smith, who was the roommate, the messmate, and 
constant companion of former Attorney General Dangherty 
Jess Smith came to Washington an ebscure merchant of modes 
fortune. He was given a desk and a room in the Department 
of Justice. No one knew what official relation he had with the 
Department of Justice, but all knew him to b he “man of 
influence” who moved the pawns, who gave orders, and saw to 
it that the erders were obeyed. 

Witness after witness, men of good character and men of 
bad character, have under oath related to your eommittee be 


the 


they received orders at the Department of Justice from Jess 
Smith, and how they reperted to Jess Smith wpon matters of 
| the gravest consequence and largest import Mr. Daugherty 
now refuses to tell this committee why this obscure merchant 
from Washington Court House, Ohi vith no qu Ulifications to 
fit him for a position in the Department of Justice, was given 
such a prominent place in its energies. 
Regarding the lack of credibility on the part of some of the 
| witnesses who have testified before your committee; and | am 


now have the attention of my friend 


the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Frss], because TI think he 


| wants to be just. He said he has no brief for Mr. Daugherty, 
and T believe him He has denounced the association of the 
former Attorney General with Jess Smith. It is but simple 


| truth for me to say that many of the witnesses whe came before 


of these seven volumes of testimony a narrative as gripping and | 


as startling as any that he will ever read. So when we are eon- 
fronted with the statement that there is hearsay testimony in 
the record, our answer to you is, “ Read the testimony!” Those 
who complain of hearsay have neither read law nor read the 
evidence. 

This testimony is drawn from all parts of the United States. 
It is offered by persons in various walks of life. It gathers 
strength as it goes. It tells not only that certain men have 
betrayed the trust plaeed in them, but it also plainly tells you 
by whom, to whom, and for what purpose money was cor- 
ruptly paid. 

It tells of the illegal withdrawal and sales of liquor; it tells 
of a man who took charge of the Department of Justice with 
modest if not small resources and who suddenly acquired 
opulence, but who refuses now to explain to the committee in 
what manner his fortune was so enormously increased. This 
testimony tells also of honest and brave officials who spurned 
bribes and who courageously steod against intimidation; it 
tells of subordinates promoted for infidelity to the public sery- 
ice, and of other persons demoted for fidelity to their duties. 


your committee and related damaging circumstances against 
the integrity of the former Attorney General have not been 
impeached, and in my judgment will net and can net be 


impeached. Mr. Daugherty was subtle and ingenious in dectin- 
ing to submit to a cross-examination, but it was disingenous 
to pretend that it was because the committee had been ascer 
tained to have no power. I repeat that many witnesses of 
truth and of good character, yea, of high character, the highest 
character, have testified; and truth also requires me to say, 
and I now say it here, that some of the witnesses testifying 
against Mr. Daugherty were of doubtful and were of 
despicable character; but some of those he denounces as des- 
picable characters were once Mr. Daugherty’s closest friends. 
Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President 


some 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ari- 
zona yield to the Senator from Towa? 

Mr. ASHURST. TI yield. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I should like to ask the Senator if it 


does not appear from the evidence that in this association of 
Jess Smith and Harry M. Daugherty, Daugherty was distinetly 
the dominating force and character? 

Mr. ASHURST. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, may I ask 
question? 

The PRESTDING OFFICER. Toes the Senater from Arizona 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. ASHURST. I yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON. What reason has been 
Mr. Smith come to Washington and establish 


the Senator a 


assigned for having 
himself in the 
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Department of Justice? [ understand that he was in the | Another : 
clothing business. He was not a lawyer, was he? | [Western Union telegram] 

Mr. ASHURST. No; he was not Wasatneton, D. C., April 5, 1923. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President-—— | Jass W. Smirn, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arizona | Washington Court House, Ohio: 

‘ld to the junior Senator from Arkansas? | Your letter April 3, Will be here next Mouday, and anxious to 

Mir ASHURS'1 I do, | see you 

Mr. CARAWAY. I hope the Senator will remember that he | Rusu L. Houano, 

sthe man who went between all the folks who had the money Assistant Attorney General 
and then guve j ‘hey hi te uve somel r that d | i 
and 7 : ive it up. They had to have somebody do that, did [Western Union telegram] 
til rote 

. —e . : } w NQTON >» ¢.. Be ;, 1923 
Mr. ROBINSON. I know; but Lam asking what reason has | 5.0. wo gsarn eee! aap Sie 
. . : . : | _ . 

heen assigned for his presence here and for his connection with Wash oe ¢ t H Ohto: 
the Department of Justice | : a ve ~ ~ 

\Ty ote RAT rh pe j 1 t] . ins : led | Kindly wire me Waldo Hotel, Clarksburg, W. Va. if I can see 
, is oh 1 " led t ae quer) . “ . tie. = a 7 ane aie ld } you and Mr, Daugherty Thursday, if so you stating hour and place. 
Is the clue Vel or Oo most of these CLsé oOsures iy snoul rT will leave Clarksburg Wednesday night and meet you not ‘later 
an obscure merchant, who had no learning in the law, be sta- | 4, rn a . we : p 
. . ‘ ; . ; . | than tursday noon. Good luck to you beth, 
tioned in the room and house and office of the Attorney General | G. D. Gorr 
and with the stern ruthlessness of a Navajo chief, in a myste- | 43 mt tte . y G 2 ral 

. . . : . aistan ttorne enere 

rious manner, direct the coming and going and the duties of | ‘ ». Tr ' : 
many officials in the Department of Justice? That very curios- [Western Union telegram} 
ity on our part, that very intuition of the committee, is partly Wasutneton Court Hovse, Out, May 16, 1923. 
what led to these disclosures; but it has not been yet satisfac- | Hon. Guy D. Gore, 


torily answered as to why Jess Smith was placed there. He is 


dead, it is true, dead by his own hand, but the path of an inves- | 


igutor must not be stopped by sympathy for the living or sym- | 


mithy for the dead. Rend these hundreds of telegrams ; 
these hundreds of letters between Mr 
that moved around him. Read the telegrams between 
Daugherty and Smith. Read them and then tell me, if you can, 
that Mr. Daugherty was ignorant of what strange transactions 
and wicked forays Jess Smith was carrying on. 
General Daugherty was ignorant of what evil business Jess 
Smith was carrying on, then the Chief of the Department of 
Justice was oblivious to that which a thousand men hereabout 
well knew. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
zona further vield to the Senator from Arkahsas? 

Mr. ASHURST. I do. 

Mr. ROBINSON. IT read somewhere a statement, either in 
a public address or in a letter from the former Attorney Gen- 
eral, in which he expressed great resentment at the imputation 
of improper conduct, dishonesty, and graft on the part of Mr. 
Jess Smith. 


read 
Daugherty and the satel- 


lites 


from <Ari- 


Mr. ASHURST. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Has the Senator seen anywhere an ex- 
planation from the Attorney General as to why Mr. Smith 
was brought to Washington or why he came to Washington 


and occupied a chair or an office in the Department of Justice 
throughout the period of his life while the Attorney General 
was at the head of that department? 

Mr. ASHURST. There is bo evidence in these seven volumes 
of testimony giving any clue or reason why, in good faith, 
Jess Smith was here; but witness after witness, good men and 
bad men, show that Jess Smith was the go-between, the corrupt 
link between Daugherty and the bribe givers 

Mr. ROBINSON, He had no olficial 
department? 

Mr. ASHURST. No official connection with the department. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I can very readily understand how, if 
he were a lawyer and had official connection there, he might 
ovcupy that relationship with the former Attorney General, 

Mr. ASHURST. Quite so. 

Mr. ROBINSON. But it is incomprehensible, in the absence 
of some explanation from some source, that he should have 
maintained himself in the position of bribe solicitor and divider 
and occupied a chair in the Attorney General's office and lived 
part of the time with the Attorney General, and that all of 
that should have occurred without the Attorney General havy- 
ing some knowledge of his activities. And it is surpassing 
strange that he never has offered any explanation of bringing 
him to Washington. 

Mr. ASHURST. Now, T read one or two telegrams. 

Here is a telegram to Jess Smith: 


connection with 


the 


ASHBVILLE, N. C., April $8, 1923. 
Jess W. Smita, 
Washington Court House, Ohio: 

Great place here. For about three weeks quite cool. No necessity 
you hurry here, but will expect you by 12th. Come by way of 
Washington This by far most restful place we have been. Am im- 
proving. * * ®* All three of our organization here. Send re- 


gards to all. 
H. M. Davucuerry, 


If Attorney | 





EEE 


Clarkahurg, W. Va.: 


Telegram just received Wilt meet you Deshler Hotel, Columbus, 
Ohio, Thursday around noon or earlier. Wire me your time arrival 
there 

Jess W. SMITH. 

Mr. CARAWAY, Mr. President, may [interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. ASHURST. Certainty. 


Mr. CARAWAY. I was just going to ask the Senator this: 
If there was any explanation that would lighten the infamy 
that now rests upon the memory of Jess Smith; if Daugherty 
Were an inhocent man and a man of any sense of honor, would 
he not now come forward and make it? 

Mr. ASHURST. Especially when he was a beneficiary, and 
When members of family were beneticiaries under Jess 
Smith’s wilh 

I have frankly said that some of these witnesses were of 
doubtful and some of them were of despicable character. Can 
I make it more plain? But, I repeat, it is also due to the truth 
to suy that even as to the witnesses of doubtful character who 
have testified, Mr. Daugherty refuses to come before the com- 
mittee and refute their testimony or deny the same. But 
whether they be good or bad, whether these witnesses are to 
be condemned or despised, they once composed Mr. Daugherty’s 
list and circle of close companions. The very witness against 
whom he inveighs the bitterest is a person with whom he broke 
bread in the house of a man of great political influence. The 
person he most furiously attempted to destroy by insinuations 
published in the press was a witness who told a set of inerimi- 
uating circumstances that no art could have constructed and 
no ingenuity could have invented. 

It your committee be asked why we did not call witnesses 
of better character than some of those I have just described, 
we reply that of necessity we called those witnesses with whom 
the former Attorney General constantly fraternized: hence 
such question really implies, why did Mr. Daugherty have such 
doubtful characters around him? 

If Daugherty had not given his confidence to birds of pussage 
and to birds of ill-omen, those same birds of passage and birds 


his 


of ill-omen could not be heard to caw against him to-day. He 
who fraternizes with thieves, thugs, bribe givers, and boot- 


leggers, and all that ilk has no right to complain of their 
treachery. , 

Mr. Daugherty declines to come before the committee and 
explain away any of these damaging circumstances. He knew 
and his counsel knew every opportunity would be given and was 
given to cross-examine all witnesses. A man in his situation 
and position, so foully and falsely accused, as he claims to be, 
would not only be willing to offer his explanation and defense 
but would demand his right to be heard and explain away the 
damaging circumstances. 

But good or bad as the character of some of the witnesses 
may be, I repeat that their testimony has not been impeached. 

A circumstance important in making up your minds on this 
case is as follows: During the progress of the hearings attempts 
were made by the agents of the then Attorney General to 
intimidate witnesses who were summoned to appear before 
this committee. An attempt was made by one of Mr. Daugh- 


erty’s friends to deprive this committee of the opportunity for 
further examining a material witness, and here is a happy cir- 
cumstance, to wit: Within 24 hours after Mr. Daugherty was 
removed, the Solicitor General, Mr. James M. Beck, reversed 














Mr. Daugherty’s reckless and relentless policy and prevented 
further attempts to defeat the committee's plan of action. 

If Solicitor General Beck never did any other public service 
except the one to which I have just alluded, he has earned 
my respect for his timely and appropriate action. 

It is also significant that when the new Attorney General, 
Mr. Stone, assumed his office, the wharf rats infesting the 
Department of Justice under Mr. Daugherty ran to cover. 

We have all read history, and we remember the description 
of the system in vogue in England in the seventeenth and eight- 
eenth centuries, where the Government exchanged earldoms, 
dukedoms, and estates for votes. We have read with shocking 
amazement of the avarice of the Duke of Marlborough, who, 


for gold and power, without scruple and without shame, be- | 


trayed both the exiled and the reigning monarch. We 
read of the sordid rapacity of Seymour, Leeds, and Sir John 
Trevor, but their exploits were tame and prosaic when com- 
pared to the gross betrayal of public trust under the régime of 
Attorney General Daugherty. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I will take no extended time, 
because I have only one or two observations to make. 

I repeat, I read the decisien of Judge Cochran with a good 
deal of care, and I now again repeat what I said, that I think 
it very strong. I am not going to try to prejudge a co- 
ordinate branch either by a favorable comment or a criticism, 
such as was offered a little while ago by the Senator from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. 


Is 


Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. NORRIS. I was not aware that I 
of a coordinate branch of the Government. 
Senator wants to imply? 
ment did I eriticize? 

Mr. FESS. I understand that the Senator from 
if I can understand English, expressed great surprise at the 
possibility of a coordinate branch of the Government pro- 
nouncing in favor of this decision handed down in the lower 
court. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator means to imply that I have 
criticized the judiciary, even the judge who made this decision, 
he has another guess coming. I have not done any such thing. 

Mr. FESS. I will say to the Senator that I do not deal in 
guesses. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator is dealing in guesses now when 
he makes that kind of an assertion. 


offered a criticism 
Is that what the 
What other branch of the Govern- 


Nebraska, 


Mr. FESS. Not a guess. 
Mr. NORRIS. I have not read the opinion, and I am not 


criticizing even the judge who made the decision, but I am 


claiming that if that decision is correct, and neither the 
Senate nor the House has any power to make an investiga- 
tion, then we had better close up both the Senate and the 


House. 

Mr. FESS. That question has not been raised. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. FESS. I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. The court has not laid down any such rule 
as that the Senator from Nebraska is criticizing. 

Mr. FESS. I understand that it has not. 

Mr. BORAH. The court expressly stated that the right of 
the Senate to investigate a department of the Government, or 
to make inguiry for the purpose of legislation, was not in- 
volved in the case. 

Mr. FESS. That is my understanding, and the court very 
discriminatingly made the distinction between a _ legislative 
and a judicial function, that the court has not the function 
to indicate what legislation should be, but only sits in decision 
upon what the legislation is. That was very clear in the 
decision. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator will pardon me again, if I 
were the judge, and the matter came before me, and I thought 
the committee had no jurisdiction and no authority, and I did 
not have courage enough to say so by my decision, I would 
feel that I ought to be kicked off the bench. 

Mr. FESS. Is not the Senator now criticizing the court 
in that statement? 

Mr. NORRIS. No; I am not criticizing the court, and there 
is no intimation of criticism of the court. 

Mr. FESS. What assumption is the Senator making? 

Mr. NORRIS. I will tell the Senator why I rose in the 
first place. When the proposition was laid before the Senate 
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. BrookHAr?T] that we appeal this 
case, the Senator from Ohio took occasion to say that while he 
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have | 
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was in favor of it he wanted to the 


and so forth. 
The Senator from Ohio made no such statement 


comment on ability 


Mr. FESS. 
as that. 
Mr. NORRIS. 


Something to that effect IT did not want this 
“ase to go into the court with the Senate saying to the court, 
“Here is this case. Now, pass on it; but we hope you will 
decide it against the Senate.” That is about what I thought 
the Senator was trying to get into this record. 

Mr. FESS. The Senator from Ohio has not been here very 
long, but he has had some legislative experience. The Senator 
from Nebraska hardly would state that the Senator from 
Ohio was trying to get into the Recorp, cither while a Member 

| of the other branch of Congress or of this branch: such a prac- 
tice as that I do not follow, and I think the Senator ought to 
withdraw that statement. 

If the Senator is in a temper of mind to listen to my state- 
ment, I made the statement moment ago that I thought 
this decision was a very strong one. I made that statement be- 


sion, that the decision was wrong: but 


when I read it, it struck 
me that it was very strong, and I think the big thing here is to 
determine judicially by a court of last resort what rights this 
body has in matters of an investigation. That is why I urged 
that we appeal the case. Until a decision is handed down by 
the Supreme Court of the land the question will remain an 
open one, and still controverted. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FESS. I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator says he thinks the decision is 
very strong. That, perhaps, is a proper remark, taking the 
record as it was presented to the court. What I say is net in 
tended as a criticism of the court, but I think the decision is 
very weak, so far as establishing any principles which may 
guide the Senate in the future are concerned, because the court 


expressly stated that those things which we would like to know 
with reference to our future conduct are not involved in 
decision, and it does not decide them. For instance, the court 
does not decide the question as to our right to investigate a 
department. He does not decide the question as to our right 
to investigate an Attorney General or a Secretary of State. 
He does not decide the question of our right to inquire for pur- 
poses of legislation. 
terested. 


ihis 


Those are the things in which we are in- 


Of course we are discussing this decision without the record 
of the case hefore us in such way to know precisely what 
the record was upon which the court was called upon to pass, 
and the court was bound by the record. He could not decide 
matters outside of the record, and the record may have heen 
made up in such a way as to justify the decision, and in that 
it he 


as 


sense may a strong decision upon the record But, so 
far as establishing principles for our future guidance, there 


is very little in the case that will help us, and if it goes to 
the Supreme Court and the Supreme Court decides it upon the 
same narrow basis on which the court below decided it—and 
it might have been compelled to decide it upon a narrow 
issue by reason of the record—we will not have any guidance 
afforded by the decision for our future conduet. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, there is no doubt in my mind 
about the power of the Senate to secure information through 
an investigation or otherwise for data to guide this body in 
legislating. That is not a question in dispute. I do not think 
there is any doubt either about the province of this body mak- 
ing an investigation of any of the executive departments. That 
is not in dispute. But there is the question of investigating 
a man who happens to be attached to the department 

While it is true that the resolution upon which we acted 
and the resolution for which I voted was one providing for 
an investigation of the Department of Justice, the court had 
hefore it not only the resolution but also the hearings, and if 
the upper court on this appeal should take the evidence that 
was offered in the hearings and the speeches made on the floor, 
especially the last speech made by a member of the committee, 
it would again be evident that it is a man who is being in- 
vestigated and not a department. It is one thing to take the 
instruction of a resolution, and it is another thing to abandon 
that resolution and go afield to do what the resolution did not 
authorize. That is what the committee has done, and that is 
what the decision as rendered holds, and when it goes to the 
higher court we will wait and see what will be the decision 
of that court on the same point. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, 

Mr. FESS. I yield. 


will the Senator yield? 
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Mr. McKELLAR. How could the Senate investigate a de 
it investigated those persons who were acting 


party nit unless 
as heads of the department and running the department? How 


would it be possible to make such an investigation otherwise? 

Mr. FESS. That dees not mean the investigation is to go 
Suto the private affairs of an individual who happens to hold 
ule flice 


. McCKELLAR. It would shed light on the public acts of 
thy flicial 
Mr. FESS. That matter will be before the court in regular 


Mr. BORAIL Mr. 
Mr. FLSS. I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. My opinion is that that is just what the court 
decided. Whether it was justified in doing so or not, I regret 


President—— 


we can not tell, because we have not the record; but all the 
court did decide in the case, in my opinion, from what I have 
had time to read, is that they were not investigating Daugherty 


A+ 
t 


torney General or even as a retired Attorney General, 
but that they were going into his personal, private affairs. If 


Lhe ord justifies that conclusion-—— 

Mr. FESS. think the Senator is right in that. I have read 
it a! ery carefully. 

Mr. BORAW. So, as a matter of fact, it all turns upon the 
question of whether the court was justified from the record in 
saying that the committee had gotten outside of the question of 
investigatir the Attorney General and was investigating the 
private affairs of the Attorney General. The court decided it 
upon that theory. So it gives the Senate no light whatever upon 


the principles which should guide us with reference to carrying 
out the resolution which we passed. 

Mr. FESS. In other words, if the Supreme Court upon appeal 
decides upon the limited basis on which the Senator thinks the 
lower court has decided, even with that decision we would not 
have the guidance that we are seeking. That may be true. I 
am rather inclined to think that is true. 

Mr. BORAH. ‘There is one thing the court said, however, 
which seems to me to be interesting if he is quoted correctly 
in the papers. As I understand the court, he declared that in 
order that we might be under the rule of inquiring for the 
purpose of legislation it would be necessary for both the House 
and the Senate to authorize the investigation and to state in 
the resolution that it was for the purpose of securing informa- 
tion in regard to the legislation. My guess is that the Supreme 
Court would net sustain any such rule as that. 

Mr. FESS. I do not believe, 1 will say to the Senator, that 
the decision includes that it must be a resolution passed by 
both the House and the Senate. I agree with the Senator that 
it would not need the concurrence of the House to get infer- 
mation that would be eonstitutionalL I think Senator is 
entirely correct in that. 

‘ir. President, all the matter that I have from the beginning 
resisted was the manner of the investigation. it has been a 
very delicate thing, because it was conducted by members of 
the committee; every one of whem is of the highest character. 
It is a difficult thing to differ from men doing what in their 
judgment is the proper thing. I have thought from the begin- 
ning that the conduct of the investigation was not in order. I 
have been pretty free in my criticism here on the fleor of the 
Senate and elsewhere. I think the country is not responding or 
reicting very favorably to the manner in which it has been 
done. My judgment is that that is the core of the decision. 

So far as the playful reference of my friend frem Arizona is 
concerned in his commiseration with me that I am not a lawyer, 
I think I ought to say that the difficulty about it is that I could 
not take the time te practice, although I did for about a dozen 
years. But I had to give over my time to the teaching ef law 
in . university of law in which I had much to do with the 
teaching of evidence. Probably I have forgotten too much law 
to keep up with my friend frem Arizona, and I humbly beg his 
pardon and make the humiliating apology to him. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to insert in the 
Recorp the letter of ex-Attorney General Daugherty declining 
to appear before the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ordered. 

The letter referred to is, as follows: 


the 


Without objection, it is so 


June 4, 1924, 
Saurrn W. BRrooxkwart, 
Chairman Select Comméttee of the Senate Investigating 
the Department of Justice and H. M. Daugherty, 
formerly Attorney General, Washington, D. CO. 
beg to acknowledge, through my eounsel, your verbal 
the 3ist ult. that I appear before your committee on 


Hon 


Drar Sir: I 
suggestion of 


Friday, June 6. This is the first intimation I have had from your com- 
mittee that I was to be accorded the privilege of a hearing and, up to 
this time, of course, have had no opportunity of calling witnesses on 
my behalf or on behalf of the Department of Justice. 

Sefore definitely replying to your suggestion that I appear before 
your committee, I wish to call your attention to certain matters which 
seem to me to be pertinent at this time. 

1, The great volume of business of the Department of Justice, so 
diversified that it vitally touches every branch of the Government, is 
of necessity handled in detail by the various Assistant Attorneys Gen- 
eral and Special Assistants to the Attorney General, but under the gen- 
eral direction and supervision of the Attorney General himself. In 
order to arrive at a correct judgment regarding any particular case it 
is absolutely necessary te call said assistants who have had that case in 
charge and who, having access to the files of the department, can fully 
and accurately advise the committee in every detail in connection there- 
with. It would be absolutely necessary for me or any Attorney Gen- 
eral to refer to such assistants and to the files before I could with any 


degree of satisfaction attempt to make a statement before your com- 
mrttee. That being true, such assistants and others having the active 
charge of cases and fully advised with reference to all details and 


executive work under inquiry, and who have full access to and the use 
of records and files pertaining thereto, and are familiar with every phase 
of such cases, should have been called before your committee prior te 
my appearance. The adoption of such a course would in all probability 
eliminate the necessity of my appearanee in connection with the investti- 
gation of my official duties, by reason of the fact that full and acen- 
rate information would be in the possession of the committee as a result 
of calling the assistants in active charge of litigation. The calling of 
these witnesses at the commencement of the inquiry would have enabled 
the committee to bring this inquiry to an end at an earlier date, at 
least in so far as it concerned my official conduct as Attorney General. 

2. Since the commencement of your inquiry—that is to say, on the 
12th day of March last—I have hoped to be asked to appear before your 
committee and have been somewaht surprised that I was not asked to 
appear at an earlier period in your preceedings, as I was under the 
impression that the investigation would be confined to my official 
actions as Attorney General of the United States and matters directly 
relating thereto. The faet that your committee has not up to the 
present time called a single witness suggested by me and has sought 
for evidence from unexpected sources and generally from persons so 
situated that under ordinary circumstances very little credence would 
be given their testimony, has from the beginning caused me to feel that 
there was a feeling of antagonism entertained toward me by certain 
members of your committee and that these members of your committee 
instead of prosecuting a fair and impartial inquiry into my official con- 
duct as Attorney General of the United States, have made a desperate 
attempt to blacken my reputation and injure my standing in the coun- 
try by the statements of unreliable witnesses which weuld not be ad- 
mitted in any court of justice. I have never been able to understand 
why your investigation was conducted upon such unusual and peculiar 
lines, and with such bitter personal feeling toward me on the part of 
certain members of your committee. Nevertheless, full of confidence in 
the ability of the Department of Justice to demonstrate to the satisfac- 
tion of your committee, or any other, the fact that it functioned during 
the time of my administration to a high degree of efficiency, I have 
been ready and anxious to assist your committee in every way within 
my power to make public the splendid record of accomplishment of the 
department. 

At this point I take occasion to contradict and deny any inference, 
surmise, or suspicion that I profited in any illegal, corrupt, or un- 
ethical way, directly or indirectly, by reason of any activities of politi- 
eal associates or friends at any time, or that my conduct, either official 
or personal, was directly or indirectly influenced at any time, in any 
way, by venal and corrupt motives. No witness has appeared before 
your committee who has by surmise, innuendo, suspicion, or otherwise 
intimated the existence of any such circumstance, except by way of the 
grave, and the silence of the tomb has forever rendered the direct denial 
of these standers impossible. 

3. The controversy which arose in regard to the power of your com- 
mittée to issue a subpmna duces tecum to the officers of the Midland 
National Bank of Washington Court House, Ohio, to produce certain 
beoks and documents, resulted in an appeal to the courts on the part 
of the bank and a judicial determination of the powers of your com- 
mittee. A copy of the epinion of Judge Cochran, of the Federal Court 
for the Southern District of Ohio, was placed in my hands on Monday 
evening, June 2. A careful examination of this opinion has settled, 
as it seems to me, the course which I must new adopt in connection 
with this investigation and has answered for me your request that I 
appear before your committee on Friday next. Judge Cochran holds 
squarely that your committee has been and is now exercising a pewer 
not granted by the Constitution, expressly or by implication, and that 
each and all of your actions under Senate Resolution No. 157 are 
absolutely void. In view of this decision, and in obedience thereto, it 
would seem to me to be a vain thing to continue an illegal proceeding 
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and inquiry, and I must therefore decline to appear before your com- 
mittee. From the very commencement of your hearings—that is, on the 
2th day of March —I have been constantly represented by counsel 
at all of said hearings, and during all this time entertained 
hope and have been encouraged by the promise that ultimately I would 
have the privilege of producing witnesses on behalf and 
behalf of the Department of Justice. 
referred to has changed the whole situation and rendered it unneces 
sary for me to appear before your committee in person or by counsel, 
and their attendance at be 
after this date. 


last 


have the 


my 
The decision of the court above 


own on 


your hearings will discontinued from and 

For your convenience and for purposes of the record I submit bere- 

with a true copy of the opinion of Judge Cochran. 
Very truly yours, 
H. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I feel that I 
should say a word, and I am a little bit embarrassed in doing 
it, too, because I do not desire in any way to reflect upon the 
action of any member of the committee. In anything that I 
may say I do not intend to do so, nor to question their right 
or the propriety of their taking the course that they may take, 
but I do feel, in view of the discussion that has been had and 
the fact that I am a member of the committee, 
to say a word in justice to myself. 

I feel, Mr. President, that I am sitting as a judge in this 
case, that I am expected to report to the Senate at the con- 
clusion of the investigation my opinion based upon all the evi- 
dence taken. We have not concluded the taking of testimony, 
so I have felt and I still feel that it is my duty to withhold 
a definite judgment or the expression of a conclusive decision 
until all the testimony has been taken on both sides of all 
the questions involved in the case and that then and then 
only is the proper time for me to express my conclusion. So, 
Mr. President, I have refrained publicly and I propose to re- 
frain from expressing my conclusion until we complete the 
taking of the testimony in the case and I have then had the 
time to give it all careful study and consideration. 

I am in favor of passing the resolution 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I have no intention of dis- 
cussing at length the decision of the court. It has been printed 
in full in the Recorp of yesterday’s proceedings. I want to 
read a paragraph or two, however, to show the circumscribed 
view which the court took of the case before the court, and 
the questions upon which he did not pass. He said: 


But it should be borne distinctly in mind that the question raised 
here is not as to the power of Congress to compel evidence from out- 
siders in aid of legislation but of either branch thereof acting by 
itself without previous action on the part of Congress. The neceasi- 


M. DAUGHERTY. 


that I ought 


proposed by the | 


ties of this case, however, do not require that I should pass on this 


question. 


Whatever the court may have said after that upon the sub- 
ject, of course, would be mere dicta. Again, it is said: 


It is urged that such is the case because the investigation was not, 
at 


legislation, if such is the case. But I do not find it necessary to 
determine this question. 
So the court determines neither the proposition of an 


inquiry in aid of legislation nor the question of whether or not 
the resolution must originally disclose whether it is in aid of 
legislation, two of the most important principles with which 
we can be concerned in matters of investigation. I pause to 
say, too, that the case of Kilbourn versus Thompson, upon 
which the court relies principally, decided neither one of 
those questions. The question of how far away we may go in 
making inquiries for the purpose of legislation or the ques- 
tion of what the resolution must disclose as to our desire to 
secure information for legislation, so far as I have been able 
to find, has never been passed upon by the Supreme Court, 
and certainly is not passed upon by this court, 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President 

Mr. BORAH. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Does not the Senator think that the trial 
judge in this case might be excused upon a statement that he 
himself made in the delivery of his opinion? I call the Sena- 
tor’s attention to it: 


A Federal district judge is the humblest and loneliest member of 
the Federal judiciary. He is at the bottom 
help him think clear and straight. 





and has no one to 


If this was the position of the judge in delivering this We have felt that it would be necessary for us at some time to 


opinion, it seems to me that we ought not to criticize him 
either directly or indirectly. If the poor fellow was lonely 


the start, expressly based on the ground that it was in aid of | 
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and he did not have anybody to help him think clear and 
straight, as he himself said, how can it be possible for any. 
body to blame him? 

Mr. BORAH. My experience is that I can think a good deal 
better alone than I can in a crowd. I do not think that fs 
what interfered with the court I think it was the eondition 
of the record. The court did not make the record in the case 
but the court was bound by the record. 

The court further said: 

The power of the Senate to inves gate the Attorney Gener lice 
or any department of the Government to the fullest extent is { 
volved here. In brief of counsel for respondent this is said 

“In order that the legislative function n be performed, pr 
outside of the court, it must be conceded that the first duty f 
legislature is to properly and fully inform Itsel! In no matter i 
this duty be more paramount than in respé to the cond f the 
various departments of the Government itself This would seer 
the first and foremost duty Annually, Congress must legislate for the 
continued support and. therefore, for the very ex ence or ability to 
continue to function for all the departments of the Government ro 
contend that such power and such duty are not present and inherent 
and intrinsic is to say that Congress must pass willy-nilly the money 
of the people (not their money, nor the money of the departments, but 
of the people, contributed by enforced taxation) The complaint is 
generally that too much is spent in that manner as it is, and for the 
court to deny the power of Congress to inform itself with the aid of 
compulsory process to get the information would not merely be the 


height of effrontery but would be destructive.” 
The court, after quoting that, says: 
I hold nothing contrary to this. 


So, Mr. President, I think, notwithstanding the statement 
made by the Senator from Arkansas |Mr. Rogsrnson], that the 


error of the court, if error there be, lies in the fact that the 
court arrived at a wrong conclusion as to what the record 
was before it. That I do not discuss. The principles of law 


which the court has announced may be entirely correct if we 
take the court’s view of the record; but the decision throws 
very little light upon what the Congress would like to know 
with reference to other inquiries. It apparent from the 
decision itself that the court was very careful to confine its 
opinion to the specific matter before it, as the court viewed it, 
and not to indulge in an effort to decide general principles of 
law which might be relevant in other investigations, 

I want to say that, in my opinion, the courts will ultimately 
determine that we have a right to investigate for the purpose 
of legislation, and that each body of Congress, whether it be 
the Senate or the House of Representatives, has a right to 
initiate its proceedings without the concurrence of the other 
body for that purpose; but I do think that we shall be held to 
disclose by the record which we present to the court the desire 
for legislation or the necessity or the reasonableness of 


is 


the 


| Claim that we are asking information for the purpose of legis- 


lating. 
Mr. EDGE obtained the floor. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator from New 


| Jersey yield to me just for a moment? 


Mr. EDGE. Iam only going to make a brief statement and 
I shall have the floor for about only two minutes. 

I have not the slightest desire to interfere with the disposi- 
tion of the pending matter if it is the intention of the Senate 
to dispose of it to-day, but I simply rose to draw attention to 
the fact that we have only a little over two days left of the ses- 
sion. I have been trying to get the attention of the Senate to 
a conference report, which includes two most important meas- 
ures, the postal salary readjustment bill, and a complete new 
corrupt practices act which has been considered by the other 
House as well as this. The conference report after action here 
must also be considered in the House. I sincerely hope that I 
may be able, without interfering with the pending resolution, 


| to have the conference report to which I refer considered this 
| afternoon. 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I quite agree with the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. Eper] that at this stage of the session 
there are other things more important and of more consequence 
to the Senate and to the country than the attempt to pass upon 
the uncompleted testimony which has been taken by the select 
committee investigating the Department of Justice. The Sena- 
tor from Washington [Mr. Jones] and I happen to be members 
of the nominal majority party and of the actual minority party 
in the committee which has been conducting that investigation. 


formulate a report, possibly in consonance with that which 
would be presented by the majority of the committee, quite 
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probably, so far as I am cencerned, In dissent, at least in some 


particulars L took occasion the other day in the committee 
to! rd briefly my dissent from certain comelusions there an- 
nounced, I take occasion now to express a certain dissent from 
what has here been suid. 

It is true, Mr. President, that substantially everything which 
has ever been cited as having been adduced in evidence before 

e committee has been so adduced. Much of it remains un- 
( rated to t aay; 3 ically all of it is hearsay, and 
up hi portions of evidence the committee, I suppose, will 
for ulate ep 

he 7 it with great patieuce, Mr. President, through- 
oul the ] lov ad ie f the committee, as I have wit- 
nessed| ith me Lnpatien some of the proceedings of the | 
COl I | close attention to the various sensa- 
t i rt li { testimony brought before us, there 
copsta i throu my m 1 the Wu ‘ the grand- 
] i \ I poem, Who spoke of a lie which is half 
i ‘ ‘the black { les, 

‘ a parliamentary inqguir) 

PRESIDENT pro tempore.- The Senator from New | 
J re i state tl inquiry. 

MOST Muy I ask what is the status of the resolution 
pr ed by the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. BrooKHART]? 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the peading question. 
. who vor figreeing to the resolution submitted by the 
from lowa will say “ aye’— 

SHIPSTEATI Mr. President, I should like to have the | 
resolutle i l om Senators have been ay from the 
Chamber atten meetings of committees, I among them. I 
do ! vhat ft lution is; I did net hear it, and I 

{ l @ read, 

I PRESIDENT pro ten re. The Secretary will read the 
resolu 

! euding clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. 
] follows 

Ww s in proceeding in the United States district court for 
the thern district of Ohie, western division, entitled “In the 
mat ihe application of Mally 8. Daugherty for writ of habeas 
corp in opinion has been handed down and judgment entered by 
the dge hearing said cause, which seriously affects the constitutional 
rights and power of the Senate of the United States and of the 
Congress: and 

\\ eas it is belleved that said opinion and judgment are erroneous; 
and 

Whereas ft is hichly desirable to have the law in the matter settled 
by the Supreme Court Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Attorney General, on behalf of the Senate and 
the respondent in said cause, be requested to have the proper officials 
of his department, ineluding counsel heretofore designated in the 
cause, take the necessary steps for a prempt review and determination 
thereof by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. WILLIS Mr. President, I have just heard the state- 
ment in the second “ whereas,” that the Senate of the United 


States is about to pronounce a decision of a court of the United 


Stutes erroneous. 
I am very much in faver of having this euse carried to the 
highest court ef the land. Im my jedgment the matter is now 


where it should be, namely, before the courts; but I ean not 
believe that the Senate of the United States wants to put itself 
in the attitude of saving that a case now in process of final 
determination by the courts of the United States has been 
erroneously decided. 


I move, therefore, that the whereas, whatever the appro- 
priate number is—I think it is the second whereas—be stricken 
from the resolution. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not suppose the “ whereases” have any- 
thing to de with the resolution. 

Mr. WILLIS. Perhaps not; but I think the Senate ought 
not to be on record as undertaking to review the decision of 
a court. 


I move that that language be stricken from the resolution 


Mr. BORAH. Of course, Mr. President, the general state- 
ment which the Senator makes is correct. We are not under- 
taking to sit as a court of review. I believe that was put in as 


a mere formal matter to justify our seeking an appeal. 
“ whereases ”’ 
way of 


The 
do not throw any light upen the resolution one 
the other, anyway. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. 
nately absent 
from the desk. 
for. 


Mr. President, I was unfortu- 


from the Chamber when the resolution was read 
I am unadvised as to what the resolution calis 
i ask that the resolution be read in its entirety. 


The PRESIDENT pre tempore. 
resolution. 

The reading clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I have not been 
fully advised concerning the exact foundation for these pro- 
ceedings. I should like te be more completely advised by the 
chairman of the committee or others who are familiar with it. 

My understanding about the matter is that subpeenas duces 
tecum were issued requiring the attendance of certain witnesses 
and requiring them toe bring certain books and records, the 
latter being alleged to be private in character and confidential, 
und likewise that the committee, possibly anticipating that some 
objections would be made upon that ground, and for other 


The Secretary will read the 


reasons, issued a simple subpena simply requiring the attend- 
ance of the witnesses—nothing else—and that this subpoena 
requiring his attendance was disputed upon the ground, in 


some wuy or other, that the Senate of the United States has 
not the power even to compel the attendance of a witness before 


one of its committees. 


The gravity of a contention of that kind must be obvious to 
anyl who reflects for a moment. It seems to me altogether 


appropriate that the Senate of the United States should take 
every step necessary to vindicate what has long been considered 
its undoubted authority and power, without which, it seems to 


me, it can not properly function at all. Perhaps the Senator 
from lowa can give us definite information on that point. 
Mr. BROOKUART. Mr. President, I think the Senator frona 


Montana has the correct understanding of the situation. The 
attorney representing the committee, Colonel Chantland, was of 
opinion that the Senate should adopt a resolution directing this 
appeal to be taken in order that there might be no question 
about the authority of the lawyer when he comes to prosecute 
the appeal, and this resolution was prepared by him for that 
purpose. 

The Senator from Ohlo objects to one of the whereases. 

Mr. WILLIS. That portion of it. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Ue objects to the words— 


Whereas it is believed that said opinion and judgment are erroneous, 


That is no slam at the court or anything of that kind. That 
is the usnal formal statement. 

Then the resolution proceeds: 

Whereas it is highly desirable to have the law in the matter settled 
by the Supreme Court: Therefore— 

And so forth. 

I see no impropriety in that statement. It is the way an 
attorney talks to a court when he is talking right to his face. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Montana yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do. 

Mr. GLASS. Suppose we were to expunge that “ whereas.” 
In what different situation would we be? The action taken itself 
is indicative of the fact that we think the opinion is erro- 
neous, er we would not take the action. What matters it if we 
express that opinion textually? If we take that action, we indt- 
cate that that is our opinion. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Montana yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana, I do, 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to make this suggestion: If we 
do not believe the decision is wrong, what is the sense of tak- 
ing an appeal from it? When yeu try a lawsuit, even in a 
justice of the peace court, and the decision is against you, and 
you think it is right, do you appeal? And if you think it is 
wrong, what objection is there to saying so? There never 
yet was an appeal taken but that it was based on the theory 
that the man who took it at least claimed that the decision 
was wrong. If we do not believe it is wrong, let us net ap- 
peal from it. 

Mr. WILLIS, Mr. BORAH, and other Senators addressed the 
Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tana yield; and if so, to whem? 

Mr. WALSH ef Montana. [I yield to the Senator from Ohio, 

Mr. WILLIS. If I may have the attention of the Senator 
from Nebraska, I think my motion was to strike out the whole 
paragraph, which read as follows: 

Whereas it is believed that said opinion and Judgment are erroneous; 
and 

Whereas it is highly desirable to have the law in the matter settled 
by the Supreme Court. 


Senator from 


Does the Senator from Mon- 
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I desire to strike out from that whereas the words “ 
opinion and judgment are erroneous; and whereas,” 


will read: 


said 
so that it 
believed it 


ipre 


that 
the §S 


is 


Why it 
in the matter settled by 


reas is highly desirable to have the law 


ne Court. 


I want to say to the Senator from Nebraska that the purpose 


of this resolution is to get a final decision in the matter by the | 


highest court in the land; but I, as the humbPlest Member of 
the Senate, do not desire to be on record here as saying in a 
resolution that a decision of the court is erroneous. It seems 
to that language can stricken out and still we will 
have all the authority for carrying up the case as it ought to be 
earried. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Ohio doubtless is aware that if we expect to get this decision 
reversed by any court we shall be obliged to tell the court that 
we think it is erroneous. 

Mr. WILLIS. Oh, I understand that. That is a matter of 
the pleadings; but it seerms to me the Senate ought not to go 


be 


me 


en reeord as critieizing a decision of a court and declaring that | 


the court has erred. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. 
tives to say so im our behalf. 


But we empower our representa 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, as suggested by the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Grass], it is wholly immaterial whether | 


this language is out or in, because the fact of taking the appeal | 


is based upon the theory, I suppose, that we think the opinion 
is erroneous. The “ whereases”’ in a resolution do not signify 
anything, to my mind, one way or the oiler. 

Mr. McK ELLAR. 
Ohio a question? What is the law in his State about the taking 
ef appeals? Is it requires that reasons be given or not? In 
seme jurisdictions they require reasons to be given. 

Mr. WILLIS. So far as I knew there is no law of that kind 
in Ohio; but, anyhow, the Senator recognizes the vast difference 
between the rather unusual preceeding in whieh we are new 
engaged and the erdimary appeal of a case im regular course 
through the courts. What I am seeking to avoid is at least an 
apparent prejudgment of the case by having the Senate officially 
declare that this decision is erroneous. 


Mr. BROOKHART. The Senate dees not declare that. 
Mr. WILLIS. It says it believes so. 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield to the Senator from Ne- 
braska. 

Mr. NORRIS. 
believe it is right. 
wrong. 
ought to say, “‘ Whereas, we believe that the decision is right,” 
we are going to appeal it. 

If I were drawing the resolution, I would net have put any 
whereases in it, because I do not think they add anything to it 


We either believe the decision is wrong or we 


or detract anything from it; but, sinee they are there, IE do not | 


want to go on reeord as striking out the one that says we think 
the decision is erroneous. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, while the Senator from Ohio 
is sm tender of the courts, I should like to have him intreduce 
a resobution to strike out, on page 10483 of the Recor», this 
statement from the judge himself, because it is not compli- 
mentary to himself, and the Senator wants to preteet the judge. 
The judge says this: 


A Federal district judge is the humblest and Ioneliest member of the 
Federal judiciary. He is at the bottom and has no one to help him 
think clear and straight. 


That is a criticism of the Federal judge. Why does not the 
Senator from Obie have it stricken from the opinion? He is 
the keeper of the dignity of the court. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I really did not 
get the information I was seeking. I wanted to know whether 
the proceedings in the court in the State of Obio are founded 
upon a subpeena which merely ealled for the presence of the 
witness. 

Mr. BROOKHART. They are, and the derision its founded 
upon the idea that the committee has ne authority even to sub- 
pena a witness for what the eourt helds to be an investiga- 
tion of a private party. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Now I desire to make a further 
observation im connection with this matter. 

The resolution directs the Attorney General to proseente this 
appeal; but, strange as it may appear, thimgs have come to 
such a pass—and I am not sure that it can be avoided—that 
the Attorney General does mot amy lenger represent the Gov- 


Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from | 


i; would 


Suppose we do not say that we believe if fs | 
Then we ought to say that we believe it fs right, and we | 





ernment of the United States im the Supreme Court of the | 


(> 
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United States. My information is that the retiring At 
General never appeared there except in some formal n ers 
or on the oceasion of tie delive { obseg $ upon the 
death of some official of the Government, or possibly some 
member of the court. His predecessor, accord to my i 
formation, never appeared there, either; and when we say 
here that the Attorney General shall present this matter by 
appeal to the Court of Appeals or the Supreme Court, as the 


case may be, we merely mean that some assista 


nt in his office 


Shall present it. 

Mr. President, this {s a profoundly important matter. Its 
eventual consequences, if that theory should be sustained, no 
Member of this body has suflicient foresight or sagacity to 
understand. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Sreatina in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Montana yield to the Senator frem 
lowa? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield. 

Mr. BROOKHART. With reference to the attorney who ts 
representing the committee, I will state that the committee 
selected him in the Department of Justice. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes; I so understand. 

Mr. BROOKHART. The resolution is so worded that he 


will eomtinue to represent them. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is right, and that is why 
I make these remarks, 3 

Mr. BROOKHART. I think tt would be well 
committee represented by any ef the distinguished lawyers in 
the Senate, when it to the hearing, im addition to the 
representative of the Department of Justice, and I would he 
delighted to have the resolution so amended that that may be 
done. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I feel that there ts 
no member ef the American bar of talent so hich ag that his 
services should net be secured in a matter of this character. 
Without in the slightest degree disparaging the gentleman who 
had charge of the matter in the past, I do not believe he oc- 
cupies. such a preeminent place at the bar of the country as 
that this tremendously important question should be intrusted 
solely to him. I do not know what ought to be gested in 
the matter, but I should like to see this matter presented to 
the Supreme Court by one of the foremost members of the 
American bar. 

I venture to say that eminent members of the American har 
feel honored being invited to associate themselves 
with the Attorney General's office in the presentation of this 
matter to the Supreme Court, amd that without any compensa- 
tion. 

Mr. BROOKHART. 


to have the 


comes 


Sug 


by 


Mr. President, I would be glad to accept 


an amendment that would authorize the committee to secure 
the services of counsel in additon to the other counsel 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am giad to hear the Senator's 
statement. 

Mr. BROOKHART. TI would like to ask the Senator if he 


thinks the suggested modification of the whereas would make 
any difference in the effect of the resolution? 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. No; I do not. That is merely 
formal, 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, may I bring to the Sen 


ator’s attention another poimt. I note that the word “ appeal” 
is used. The resolution directs that an appeal be prosecuted 
I presume the word “appeal” ts intended and would be con- 
strned to mean the prosecution of sueh process as would bring 
the mratter before the Supreme Court for decision, whether by 
writ of error or otherwise. 

Mr. BROOKHART. That fs the idea. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I am sure that is 
would be given to if. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I think so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question Is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 


the interpretation that 


Mr. BPROOKHART. I will accept the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. NORRIS. I will object to that 

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, no; we will not accept that amend 
ment. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to have the yeas and nays. 
If you want te strike ont one whereas, take them all out. 


Mr. MOSES. 
from Ohio? 
Mr. McKELLAR. 


What became of the suggestion of the Senator 


We 


are asking for the yeas and nays 
on if. 
Mr. MOSES. On the motion he makes? 
Mr. McKELLAR. On the motion he makes to strike out. 











Wo44 


M WILLIS. With the consent of the Senate, I sateen | 


t wiginal motion, which [ would like to have the Secretary 
State mow 
My. HIEPLIN. What is the proposition now, as it reads? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio de- 


sires to modify his motion, as the Chair understands, but the | 
first question, I think, is on the resolution itself, and not the 
preamble, 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator from Ohio withdraws his motion 
regarding the preamble? 

Mr. WILLIS. Oh, 


Mr. McKELLAR. I 


from Ohio be stated 


ask that the amendment of the Senator 


Vi WILLIS As modified? 
Mr. MeKELLAR., Yes; as modified. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the | 


amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio. 

The Reaping Crerk. In the second whereas 
from Olio proposes to strike out the words “ 
judgment are erroneous; and, whereas,” 
would read: 


the Senator 
said opinion and | 
so that as modified it | 





Whereas it is believed that it is highly desirable to have the law | 
In the matter settled by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. MeKELLAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of che epinion 
that the Senate must first pass upon the resolution itself, and | 
that the recitals in the whereases at the beginning of the | 
resolution will be acted upon after that. The question is | 
upon ugreeing to the resolution. | 

Mr. BALL. Is the vote on the resolution now, or on the | 
amendment to the resolution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana 


is to offer an amendment to the resolution. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I offer this amendment, to cover 
the conclusion of the resolution which has been presented: 
Vad 


17 + 


the special 
hereby 


committee appointed under 
uuthorized and empowered to 
other counsel, in conjunction with the 
as to it may seem necessary and advisable. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agree- 
ing to the amendment offered by the Senator from Montana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
resolution as amended. 

Mr. McKELLAR, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr WILLIS. So that there may be no misunderstanding, 
I desire to propound a parliamentary inquiry. 


Senate Resolution No. 
the services of 


Attorney General, 


secure 


such to act 


The question now is upon the 


The PRESLDING OFFICER, The Senator will state his 
inquiry 

Mr. WILLIS. What is the question upon which we are 
about to vote? 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the 
resolution itself, as amended by the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Montana. 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. It just occurred to me that possti- 
bly. with the amendment which has now been agreed to, the 


resolution must be referred to the Committee 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mir. WILLIS. I think so. 

Mr. ROBINSON. That committee can probably report the 
mutter immediately. I suggest that if the chairman of the com- 
mittee is present, we give him an opportunity to report im- 
medintely, so that the matter may be acted upon now. 


to Audit and 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum, 
fie PRESIDING OFFICER. The principal clerk will call 


the roll. 
The principal clerk called the roll, and the following Sen- 


afters answered to their names; 

Adams Fletcher Lenroot Sheppard 
Ashurst Frazier Lodge Shields 

Ra George McKellar Shipstead 
Ravard Gerry McKinley Simmons 
Borsh Glass McLean Smith 
Rranidegee (joodin MeNary Spencer 
Brookhart Ilale Moses Stanfield 
Broussard Harris Neely Stephens 
Bruce Harrison Norbeck Sterling 
Rursom Heflin Norris Swanson 
Capper Howell Oddie Trammell 
Carawa Johnson, Calif, Overman Wadsworth 
Copeland Jobnson, Minn, Pepper Walsh, Mass, 
Dak Jones, N. Mex, Phipps Walsh, Mont, 
Dill Kendrick Pittman Willis 

Pidy King Ransdell 

Ferris Ladd Reed, Mo. 

Fess La Follette Robinson 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-nine Senators having 
answered to their names, there is a quorum present. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, it was stated that on ac- 
count of the nature of an amendment which was proposed, and 
I believe accepted by the author of the resolution, it was neces- 
sary that the resolution be referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, The 
statute makes that requirement. I suggested that the reference 
be made and the committee discharged from consideration of 
the resolution, so that the Senate might act upon it immediately. 
I inquire whether any report has been made by the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that no 
report has been made. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I ask unanimous consent, for the purpose 
of complying with the statutory requirement and avoiding any 
question as to the legality of the resolution and the right of the 
committee to employ counsel, that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate, and that the committee be asked to report immedi- 
ately, or that it be discharged from the further consideration 
of the resolution. 

SeveERAT Sexators. Let the committee be discharged. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I ask that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I have no objection to any par- 
liamentary step which the Senator from Arkansas may wish to 
take, but as a member of the committee—not the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, but 
of the Committee to Investigate the Department of Justice—I 
am of the opinion that the committee already has sufficient 
authority, under the amendments to the original resolution 
creating the committee, to do everything which the Senator 
from Montana has proposed in his amendment, I think the 
language of the amendment giving the committee authority to 
employ clerks, experts, accountants, and other assistants as it 
may seem necessary is sufficiently broad to enable the commit- 
tee to employ counsel to defend any action in which it may be 
an interested party. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, my suggestion is intended 
to obviate any controversy as to the right of the committee 
to employ special counsel, and that can be done by referring 
the matter to the committee and discharging the committee, 
or directing it to report forthwith. 


Mr. MOSES. As I said, I have no objection to the Senate 
making any unnecessary gestures which it pleases in the 


matter, but my opinion remains that the committee already 
has authority to do this thing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
request for unanimous consent? 
it is so ordered. 
tion as amended. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr, President, I believe a vote is about to 
be taken on the resolution as amended. I wish to state my 
position upon that resolution, which briefly is this: [ was 
prepared to vote for the resolution as offered, because it 
seems to me that the Senate ought to take official cognizance 
of the judicial decision by a Federal judge which so seriously 
affects its power or the power of one of its committees. I 
should have been of opinion that that cognizance should be 
taken by the Senate, whether we thought the decision right 
or wrong, because, as suggested by several Senators, the im- 
portant matter is to have the law settled, and it will not be 
settled until the Supreme Court has passed upon the question, 
Therefore I attach relatively little importance to the recital 
which has been debated here, although, personally, I am not 
prepared to commit myself on the legal proposition. 

I can not vote for the resolution, however, as amended, be- 
cause, as I understand it, it authorizes a committee of the 
Senate to employ counsel in connection with a litigation to 
which the Senate is not a party and in which the Senate has 
no right to appear. I should suppose that we were entirely 
safe in intrusting this matter to the Department of Jusice, 

The point made by the Senator from Montana is undoubtedly 
sound, that in the practice of many administrations the At- 
torney General himself seldom appears to argue. The Solicitor 
General appears on the part of the United States, and the very 
competent, able, and distinguished Solicitor General will, no 
doubt, have charge of this case on appeal. But I can not vote 
for a resolution authorizing the Senate committee to retain 
counsel to represent it in a litigation to which we are not 
parties. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 


Is there objection to the 
The Chair hears none, and 
The question is upon agreeing to the resolu- 
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Mr. BROOKHART. The real party to the suit Is the As- 
sistant Sergeant at Arms of the Senate, who went out there 
on order of the Senate to perform this duty. To say that the 
Senate is not a party and ought not to defend him and take care 
of him seems to me to be clear out of reason. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. IT yield. 

Mr. ROLDINSON. Is it not a fact that the important issue to 
be determined in the litigation is the question of the extent and 
nature of the power of the Senate to make investigations? 

Mr. PEPPER. Undoubtedly, and that is the reason why 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator yield further? 

Mr. PEPPER. Let me finish my sentence first. Undoubtedly 
go. and that is the reason why I am in favor of urging that an 
appeal be taken in order that the question may be decisively 
settled. 

Mr. ROBINSON. 
question? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON. If the Senator desires to safeguard those 
prerogatives, it can not be an unwise policy to see that the case 
is presented by counsel who are qualified and who are inter- 
ested in the success of the case. 

Mr. PEPPER. That may or may not be a wise policy, but 
the point I am making is that after the Senate has passed its 
resolution and after the committee has retained counsel, and 
after counsel has gone to the court, it will be a rather humiliat- 
ing position to discover that the counsel has no standing to 
appear in the cause, and if heard could only be heard as amicus 
curia. Therefore I can not vote for the resolution. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, to my mind there is 
a very great importance attached to our proceeding here to-day. 
For something over a century of time the Senate and the 
House of Representatives and the various legislative bodies of 
the States have exercised a practically undisputed right te in- 
quire into any question or matter or thing which relates to 
the administration of the Nation, or of the State, if it be a 
State legislative body, and to inquire relative to any question, 


Will the Senator now yield to another 


matter, or thing which. may affect or throw light upon the 
legislative duties of the bedy conducting the investigation. 


Courts have not been in the habit of denying to the legislative 
body this means of gaining information. 

We are confronted with the fact that a court has held that 
this power so long exercised and so long acquiesced im by the 
bar. the bench, and the public generally does not exist—that, 
indeed, being in my judgment the effect of the opinion of the 
judge of the court. I read the opinion so far as it was printed 
in the press, and there was enough printed in the space cov- 
ered by that part of the opinion which I read to have contained 
four or five opinions. I tried to get at the reasoning of the 
court. As nearly as I can arrive at it he has struck at the 
very heart of the power of legislative bodies to exercise the 
functions they have heretofore employed without challenge. 

It would not be, perhaps, consistent with the proprieties to 
discuss the opinion, but I ean not refrain from saying that as 
TI read it I recalled an experience I had when I was a law 
student and went along with one of the lawyers, with whom 
TIT had the honor of studying to hear an argument in the Su- 
preme Court. 

The lawyer upon the other side was not possessed of much 
learning but with a great deal of enthusiasm and a vast flood 
of words. When he came to argue his case, the Chief Justice 
asked him, “ Mr. Jones, we have been looking over your pett- 
tion, and we are not quite able to say whether it sounds in 
tort or sounds in contract. Will you please explain to us just 
the nature of your case?” Mr. Jones, in a long and involved 
rigmarole of words, undertook to explain, but did not explain. 
Whereupon the Chief Justice turned to the attorney on the other 
side, the man whose books I happened to be earrying that day, 
and said, “ Colonel Clark, can you tell us what is in the peti- 
tion?” Colonel Clark replied, “If your honor please, in the 
language of the late lamented Hamlet, ‘Words.’” I recalled 
that incident as I read the dissertation of the learned judge 
who decided this case. 

If it be true that the legislative branch of the Government 
can fot by resolution of either House inquire into facts which 
affect the conduct of public officers or which affect the propriety 
of proposed legislation, then there is, indeed, a necessity for one 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not want to concede in passing upon the 
proposition that the court has decided anything of that kind. 
The court expressly states that he does not decide that question. 
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Mr. REED of Missourl. I do not know what he decided. I 
have been unable to determine what he decided 

Mr. BORAH. I do not know exactly what the court did & 
cide, but I know what it did not decide Phat is the comfort 
of the decision, the fact that these important matters In which 
we are interested are not passed upon by the adversely 
I think that it is extremely important before the record goes 
to the Supreme Court that the record be made up in such way 
that the court will be authorized to pass upon these questio 

Mr. GLASS. The court evidently decided or puestic und 
that was that Mr. Daugherty did not have to appear 
Washington. ; 

Mr. BORAH. Exactly: but that was decided upon a point 
Which aids us very little in the general preposition. It turt 
upen his construction of the facts in the record, which I confess 
1 do not understand. I am speaking of the legal principle of 
which the Senator speaks, to wit, that we have not the ri 
inquire for the purpose of legislation. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It was held that it was not an investigation 
to aid legislation, that it is not an inquiry into the affairs of 


the Department of Justice, that it was a mere interference wit! 
the private affairs of an individual, and that erefore the at 
tempt of the Senate to earry on the investigation was an effort 
to discharge a judicial funetion rather than to act in aid of ft 


th 
t 


legislative affuirs 

Mr. REED of Misseuri. ‘The Senator from Arkansas, T think 
has as correctly stated as any human being can what th lore 
said. When we are through with it, all that we know is hat 


the Senator frem Virginia has indicated, that the court under 
took to stop the investigation. is wrapped up in the deci 
sion of this question, as my friend from Idaho of 


There 


eonrse 


cedes, this proposition: Is the Senate of the United States or in 
deed the entire Congress of the United States the fudges of the 
time and the necessity for inquiring into facts which may affect 


the publie business; and if so, are they authorized to go ahead 
and secure that evidence, or can they be controlled by a subordi 
nate judge of a coordinate branch of the Government and their 
discretion and action dominated and dictated by that judy I 
think that question is squarely here and I want to see the 
tion properly attended to tn the court. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield to the Senator from Idaho 

Mr. BORAH. I only want to make this suggestion. and then 
I will net interrupt the Senator again. I think a record ean he 
made up which will present all of these questions. But the 
more I look into the record which was presented the more I 
am of the opinion that the record was not full and complete 
for presentation of the questions. The questions which should 
be presented, as stated by the Senator, are, of course, of ex- 
tremely great importance, but the 
matters which are in the record 

Mr. REED of Missonri. That perhaps emphasizes the neces 
sity for the employment of special eounsel. 

Mr. BOORAH. I was not arguing against that. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. No. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I think the Senator from Missouri is richt 
in his position. The practical effect of the decision is to re- 
strain and circumscribe the power of the Senate, and that is 
the purpose of ft. It is to deny to the Senate information 
which the Senate thinks it is entitled to in the performance of 
its duties. If the decision should be sustained, it would have 
that practical effect. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Certainly any officer by resigning could 
head off any investigation under the peculiar wording of the 
decision. That is quite certain tf the judge ts correct. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, will the Senator 
from Missouri pardon me for interrupting him for a moment? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. WALSHE of Montana. I have a word to say to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, with the permission of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri. I feel very certain that the Senator 
fro6m Pennsylvania must have misconceived the character of 
the proceedings under which the opinion in question 
rendered. 

Mr. PEPPER. Perhaps I did. 
rected if that is the fact. 


court can only pass 


upon 


was 


I would be glad to be cor 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator took the position, 
as I understood from his remarks, that the Senate was not 
a party to the litigation at all, and, therefore, that the 
Senate would be in the nature of an intruder; but that Is 


not the situation at all. The Senate, acting through its com 
mittee, served ifs subpena on M. 8S. Daugherty, commanding 
Daugherty to appear before one of Its committees. Daucherty 
declined to appear or omitted to appear. The committee re- 
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ported the facts to the Senate, and the Senate thereupon 
Adopted a resolution directing that Daugherty be cited to 
the bar of the Senate for contempt of the Senate. 

was according! 


A he proceeded 


the bar 


to arrest Daugherty and to bring him here 
of the Senate. Thereupon counsel for Daugh- 
sued out a writ of habeas corpus directed against David 
s tarry, the 
official capacity 
Duugherty 


before 
erts 
Sergeant at Arms of the 
representative, 
that 


senate, 
to 
might 


acting In an 
bring the body of 
inquire why and 


iis 


our 
the 


before court it 


by what authority and what power the Senate of the United 
States undertook to bring him here. Thereupon he was re- 
leased in proceedings, Daugherty being one party and Barry 


The writ 

placed in the hands of our Sergeant at | 
| 

' 

being the other party | 


Mr. ROBINSON. But in every practical sense the pro- 
ceeding was against the Senate of the United States. 
Mir. WALSH of Montana, The proceeding was against the | 
Senate of the United States. Aecordingly, Mr. President, the 


Attorney General not being the official attorney of the Senate 
of the United States and acting in the matter merely by cour- 
and by request of the Senate very properly comes before 
the Senate to say, “I should like’to have authority to appeal 
this recognizing that he must get that authority from 
the Senate of the United States. The Senate says, “ We shall 
be very glad to do so; we are obliged to the Attorney General 
for his courtesy, and we would like associate counsel.” But, 
Mr. President, if it were otherwise, I can not for one moment 
conceive that the Attorney General of the United States, gen- | 
tleman as he is, would for an instant hesitate about associat- 
ing with him any counsel which the Senate of the United | 
States might think advisable so to associate in the ease. If 
he did, however—and I can not conceive, as I have stated, | 
that he would—I am perfectly certain that any court before 
which the matter may come, recognizing the vital interest of 
the Senate of the United States in the matter to be determined 
by it, although it might not technically be a party to the pro- | 


Les) 


euse, 


eedings, LT can not conceive that a court would for an in- | 
Stunt hesitate to hear the representatives of the Senate as 
vinicus Curhe 

Mr. PEPPER Mr. President, my thought was that when 


a witness is alleged to be in contempt of the Senate or of the 
House Representatives and has been placed under arrest 
by the Sergeant at Arms of either body and a habeas corpus 
ssues, the question precipitated is one of the sovereignty of 
United States, and that it has to do with the question 
whether the authority of the United States has or has not been 
properly exercised by of the branches of the legislative 
body; and that that being so, the United States, as a sovereign, 
is the actor in the and hat capacity | 
vy its Attorney General. 
I quite recognize that the Senate has a 
n the outeome of the controversy, 
of urging 
taken, but I 


ol 


one 


ense 


is represented in 
! 

substantial interest | 
und I am heartily in fayor | 
that an appeal should be 
am not willing to vote to suggest an associate 
or additional counsel; IT am in favor of leaving it where it 
properly belongs—in the hands of the Department of Justice 
and the Attorney General, being assured that when the ques- 


us strongly as possible 


tion does come before the Supreme Court on appeal it will 
be properly handled and disposed of, so far as counsel for 
the appellant is concerned, by the Solicitor General or any- 


body else whom the Attorney General may designate. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana and Mr, NORRIS 
Chair 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
souri yield; and if so, to whom? 
Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield first to 
Montana, in order to complete the colloquy 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I feel like saying 
this in further explanation of the amendment proposed by me: 
The Attorney General came before the Committee on Public 
Lands a few days ago to confer with us in relation to the em- 
ployment of counsel to prosecute the proceedings authorized 
by the Senate in relation to section 36. The name of Mr. 
Knight, of California, was, it will be recalled, sent to the 
Senate in that connection, and being rejected the Attorney 
General recommended the appointment of Mr. Morrow, whose 
name has now been sent in. I said to the Attorney General at 
that time, “ Why, Mr. Attorney General, everybody has confi- 
dence in you. What is the use of appointing another attorney 
at all in this matter? Why do you not take care of it your- 
self?’ The Attorney General laughed and asked me if I did | 
not think he had enough to do as it is. That is why I feel that | 


addressed the 


Does the Senator from Mis- 


the Senator from 


*s | 
he will be obliged to get some one else to tuke care of this mat- | 
ter for him; and we may very properly have the committee | 
select the associate counsel, | 


to 
| ought to conduct this litigation on the part of the Senate. 


further than I have already done. 





Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, there is one little matter 
in reference to this controversy which I might explain and 
which may be of some assistance. There is a statute providing 
that when a committee of Congress or officers of a department 
are involved in litigation of this kind they may apply to the 
district attorney in the district where the controversy occurs. 
Then, after that, the Attorney General may assist in the defense 
or prosecution of the case. That is what was done in this in- 
stance. I made the application to General Hough, the district 
attorney in Ohio. He reported the facts to the Attorney Gen- 
eral, and then an attorney who was agreeable to the committee 
Was sent out and conducted the trial in the court. The com- 
mittee, however, did not have to go to the Attorney General 
at all. We could have come back to the Senate in the first 
place and asked the authority to employ another attorney. 





Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield to the Senator from 
Nebraska 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I should like to suggest to the 


| Senator from Pennsylvania, in reference to his objection to 


the amendment to the resolution offered by the Senator from 


| Montana, that it seems to me quite apparent that his position is 
not well taken, if he considers for a moment what might very 


likely be the situation in this particular case. 


His objection 
the particular amendment 


is that the Attorney General 


Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. NORRIS. I will yield in just a moment. The contro- 
versy originally was in reality between the Senate and Attorney 
General Daugherty. It is true that he is not Attorney General 
now; but suppose he had remained in that office and was At- 
torney General at the time, if the theory of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania be right, we would be absolutely at the mercy 
of the very official with whom we are having the litigation 
to select counsel for us. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PEPPER. I beg the Senator to yield merely in order 
that I may say a word in answer to what has just been said by 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. If the facts were different, my view of what 
would be proper to do under the circumstances might also he 
different. I call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska 
to the fact that 1 was not debating an amendment to a reso- 
lution which has already been adopted, but I was venturing to 


| Suggest the reason why I as an individual Senator would have 


been happy to vote for the resolution as introduced by the Sen- 


| ator from Iowa but could net vote for it as amended, for the 


reason that in my judgment it puts the Senate in a wrong 


| relation to the litigation. 


Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I am unable quite 
to follow the distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania in his 
line of reasoning. The original resolution read: 


Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Attorney General, on behalf of the Senate and 
the respondent in said cause, be requested to have the proper officials 
of his department, including counsel heretofore designated in the cause, 


take the necessary steps for a prompt review. 


I am unaware whether special.counsel was employed or not. 
What is the fact about that? 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. 

one of his assistants. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Very well. If we can undertake ia 
the original resolution to designate the counsel to be employek, 
I see no distinction between that and the proposal that the 
committee may employ additional counsel, because, in either 
event, the Senate is undertaking, in a way, to interfere in the 
matter of the selection of counsel. 

Mr. President, I have yielded to a number of Senators, and 
merely wish to conclude very briefly what I was going to say. 

My respect for the courts, whether I have agreed with their 
decisions or not, and my desire that the courts shall always be 
held in reverence by the people of this country is so great 
that I do not want to comment upon the particular decision 
I might say some things 
I recognize that when a court 


The Attorney General designated 


that perhaps would be improper. 


decides a case we must all, as good citizens, bow to its judg- 
ment; but we do have the right to appeal in this instance to 
the highest tribunal in the land—at least such is conceived to 
be our right—and until the highest tribunal fn this land has 
said that a legislative body exists without the power of ascer- 














tainment of facts upon which to act, I will never believe that 
it is the law of this land, and nobody else will believe it. 

The former Attorney General was presumptively a great 
lawyer, and in his statement to the committee in which he de- 
clined to testify he substantially admits that until he was en- 
lightened by this remarkable decision—I will not say “ remark- 
able.” but this decision of first instance in the State of Ohio— 
he thought it was the right of the committee not only to bring 
him before the committee but to bring all of his subordinates 
before the committee; indeed, he complained in his letter that 
his subordinates ought to have been brought before the com- 
mittee or been requested to come. 

A little plain common sense is always a good thing to employ 
when you come to consider any question of law; for, after all, 
law is the common sense of the ages crystallized into statutes 
or into rules which have the effect of statutes. The common 
sense of the ages has held to the doctrine that any body re- 
quired to legislate with reference to the affairs of a people 
has the right to determine, by such investigations as it deems 
proper, what the facts are with relation to the particular mat- 
ters touching which it is about to act. The common sense of 
the ages has been that that right is not to be interfered with 
save and except in those instances where, under the guise of 
proceeding under legislative sanction or legislative power, an 
abuse of the fundamental rights of the citizen has been per- 
petrated. That common sense had so impressed itself upon 
the minds of the people of this country, including the Attorney 
General, that when these several investigations were begun no 
one thought of challenging the general authority of a commit- 
tee to inquire. The truth is that the challenge came out of the 
lips of desperation at the hour of conviction. 

It will be recalled that Mr. Fall expressed his great anxiety 
to appear and to make a clear and clean statement regarding 
all of his activities as the head of the Department of the Inte- 
rior, and that anxiety continued until one fact after another had 
been brought forward, so that out of these facts there had been 
forged a chain of circumstances which pointed indubitably to 
his guilt; and then the former Secretary of the Interior—him- 
self a lawyer of some distinction, and advised by lawyers of 
great ability—did not challenge the general authority of the 
committee, but took refuge beneath the shield of the Constitu- 
tion, which, of course, provides that no citizen can be obliged 
to give testimony which will tend to incriminate himself. 

Again, we were told by Mr. Daugherty that he wanted to 
disclose every fact and circumstance; that he was eager to 
appear before the committee and testify. If I am not mis- 
taken, his brother, Mal Daugherty, evinced a similar desire to 
appear. But, Mr. President, some things happened in the mean- 
time. Telegrams were discovered, various facts were demon- 
strated, which made it perfectly apparent that the committee 
was in pursuit of a line of investigation almost certain to result 
in conviction ; and when the committee, pursuing the very prac- 
tical and sensible line of investigation of the books and accounts 
of the Attorney General, proceeded to Ohio and sought to bring 
in the books and accounts which any honest man ought to have 
been glad to have laid before the committee, it was then that 
we found the defense in these matters driven to the extraordi- 
nary expedient of challenging the general authority of a legis- 
lative body to make an investigation at all; and when that 
decision had been rendered we find the former Attorney Gen- 
eral seizing upon it as the excuse for a failure to testify. 

Mr. President, whether this-committee had authority under 
the law or did not have authority has nothing to do with the 
propriety of the Attorney General disclosing to the people of 
the United States the facts touching his conduct of the office 
of Attorney General. It had only to do with the necessity of 
his testifying against his will When any man who has held 
the high, the exalted, and the responsible office of the chief 
prosecutor of this land, engaged for years of time in prosecuting 
men and seeking to send them to the penitentiary for violation 
of the law, calling to his aid grand juries and special investi- 
gators of the Department of Justice, prying into their secrets 
and using all of the power and influence and dominance of his 
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great office for the purpose of sending the humble citizen to the | 


penitentiary, or fining him and taking away his goods and 
chattels—when such a man is obliged to take refuge behind the 
pretense that he is not compelled to testify, and therefore that 
it is improper to testify, as sorry a spectacle is presented to the 
American people as has ever offended against the good taste, 
the judgment, and che sense of decency of the people of the 
United States. 

I am for this resolution. Let us allow this committee to 
select their own counsel. Let us present this case on behalf 
of the Senate of the United States. The Supreme Court, I 
am sure, will not hesitate to read the brief or listen to the argu- 
ments of counsel representing one of the great coordinate 
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branches of this Government tn an 


issue which 
jurisdiction and strikes at its right 


challenges its 


of investigation 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree 
ing to the resolution as amended Upon that question the 
yeas and nays have been ordered, and the Seeretary will 
call the roll. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana Mr. President Ipon reflection 
there is no renson why the resolution should n f ~ wmssed 
with the amendment The question will be only as to the 
right to make the payments to counsel. That can be taken 
care of, I dare say, in some other way 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, may we have the question 
stated? Some of us were unavoidably absent from the Cham 
ber. Just what is the precise question now before the Senate 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The precise question 
upon ugreeing to the resolution as amended 

Mr. WILLIS And the vote has not een had rt tht 


upon the preamble. That will follow? 


The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The vote upon the Senator's 
motion to strike out a portion of the preamble will follow 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, what is the amendment Ma 
we have the amendment stated? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state 
the amendment. 

Mr. DILL. I withdraw the request I understand mw 

Mr. MOSES. ‘There is no amendment pending. The amend 
ment has been agreed to, as I understand 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment has been 
agreed to. The question is upon agreeing to the resolution 


as amended. Upon that question the yeas and nays have been 


ordered The Secretary will call the roll 

The reading clerk called the roll 

Mr. LODGE. ! have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Alabama [{[Mr. UNbrerwoop] I understand that on this 
question he would vote as [ am about to vote, and I vote “ yea’ 

Mr. GERRY. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
Oklahoma [|Mr. Owen] {8 paired with the Senator from West 


Virginia [Mr. Enkrns]. If 
would vote “ vea. 

Mr. TRAMMELL (after having voted in the 
have a pair with the senior Senator from Island {Mr 
Coit] In his absence IT transfer that puir to junior Sena 
tor from Indiana [Mr. RAustron], and allow my vote to stand 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I desire to announce that 
league |[Mr. Wure er] is unavoidably absent, and tl 


present, the Senator from Oklahoma 


% 
allfirmative) I 
Rhode 


the 


my col 


s rf /— 
if it pres 


ent he would vote “ vea.” 

Mr. ERNST. I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Sraniey], and I understand that if pres 
ent he would vote “ yea.” Tam therefore at liberty to vote, and 
I vote “ yea.” 


Mr. PHIPPS. I have a general pair with the juntor Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. Dra]. I understand that if present 
he would vote “ yea,” and therefore I am at liberty to vote. [ 
vote “ yea.” 


Mr. ROBINSON. TI desire to announce that the junior Senn 


tor from Georgia [Mr. Grorar] is necessarily absent If he 
were present, he would vote “ yea,” 

Mr. SHEPPARD. My colleague, the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MAyrierp], is unavoidably detained from the Sen- 
ate. If he were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 70, navs 2. as follows: 

YEAS—70 
Adams Fdwards Kendrick Reed, Mo 
Ashurst Ernst Keves Robinsea 
Ball Ferris King Sheppard 
Bayard Fess La Follette Shields 
Borah Fletcher Lenroot Shipstead é 
Brandegee Frazier Loige Simmon 
Brookbart Gerry McKellar Smith 
Broussard Glass McKinley Stanfield 
Bruce Hale McLean Sterling 
Bursum Harreld McNary Swanson 
Capper Harris Moses rrummell 
Caraway Harrison Neel, Wadsworth 
Copeland Hefiin Nort Walsh, Mass 
Cummins liowell Oddie Walsh, Mont 
Curtis Johnsen, Calif Overman Witsen 
Dale Johnson, Minn Phipps Willis 
Dill Jones, N. Mex Pittman 
Huge Jones, Wash. Ransdell 
NAYS—2 
Pepper Spence 
NOT VOTING—24 
Cameron George Norbeck . 
Colt Gooding Owen Stephenus 
Couzens (reene Ralston Underwood 
Dial Ladd Reed, Pa Varren 
Elkins McCormick Shortridge W evdle 
Fernald Mayfield Smoot Whe olor 
So the resolution as amended was agreed to 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question new is upon 
the preamble, which the Senator from Ohio moves te amend. 
Mr. ROBINSON, May I inquire if upon my request for unani- 


me ousent-the resolution was referred to the Committee to 
Al und Contrel the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and 
that « inittee discharged from the further consideration of 
t esolutien ? 

‘The VRIESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has already 
Kiven its consent to that request. The Secretary will report 
the wai inent proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. WiL1rs]} 
te ritole 

‘The RKraping CLERK. The second whereas reads: 

Wher it Is believed that said opinion and judement are erroneous ; 
n ! 

! hly desirable to have the law in the matter settled 
! ! I » rt, 

I tor from Ohio proposes to strike out the words— 

raid ‘ nd judyement are erroneous; and 
) 

So that amended it would read: 

Whereas it is believed that it is hiehly desirable to have the lew in 
ti itter settled the Supreme Court 

Mr. WLLLIS., Mr. President, without taking more than a 
moment of time, I weuld like to state that Senators will ob- 


serve the effect of this amendment, if agreed to, will be simply 


to strike out of the whereas any expression of opinion as to 
whether or not the action of the lower court was correct. I 
personally do not believe that the Senate wants to resolve 


into a reviewing court. 


here 


itself 


courts, W 
} 


I think the matter is now in the 
it belongs, and that we should follow the regular 
procedure. Therefore, I have offered this amendment. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, this resolution would suit me 
entirely if there were no whereases whatever in it. As I said 
once before this afternoon, if I had been drawing a resolution, I 
would have had no whereases in it. They are, of course, not 
technically a part the resolution. A whereas is only ex- 
planatery, for the reason that it is a sert of an argument for a 
resolution. 

Lt is proper to have whereases, however, if we want to have 
them, even though they do not have any legal effeet, and these 
Wwhereases. are in the resolution. I am opposed to striking out 
iuny part of a whereas like the part sought to be stricken out, 
it seems to me like making an apology for passing the resolu- 
tion. Sinee we have the whereas here, I am opposed to striking 
out a very vital part of it 

if we do not believe the ruling was erroneous, then we ought 


c 
Ol 


to abide by the decision of the court. If we are going to appeal 
it, the appeal ought to be based upen the fact that we believe 


the decision to be erroneous. If we believe it is erroneous, it is 
not dishonorable, it is net disrespectful, to say so. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senater from Ohio? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. WLLLIS. I should like to have the Senator’s opinion 
upon this point; without going into the question as to whether 
or not the decision ef the lower court is erroneous, dees he not 
think it is desirable to have a matter finally settled by the 
highest court of the land, and may there not be some who are 
willing to vote for this resolution simply in order to have the 
matter finally settled, but whe yet do net believe that the 
decision of the lower court was erroneous? 

Mr. NORRIS. If the decision is not erroneous, there is no 
ue and there is no sense in trying to chamge it. If we have 
received a judgment that is net wrong, and which we de not 
believe to be wrong, let us like men abide by it 

Mr. MeKELLAR,. If there are Senators who believe the 
decision is not erroneous, they ought to vote that way. It is 
up to them, 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, just a word im response to the 
Senator from Tennessee. I think that observation is not eor- 
rect or fair. So far as I am eencerned, I believe the decision 
of the lower court is right, but I do net desire that the matter 
shall be left there. I want the matter decided finally by the 
highest court in the land, and it is not fair to say that if I 
think the decision of the lower court is correct, I should 
therefore vote against this resolution. That is not logical 
at all. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 





NORRIS, That is for the Senator from Ohio to decide, 
REED of Missouri. Mr. President 
NORRIS. I yield. 





eer, en 


Mr. REED of Missouri. If the Senator from Ohio does not 
believe that decision to be wrong, he has no business in joining 
in ah appeal. The first thing you have te do to get am appeal 
is to swear that you are aggrieved by the decision of the 
lower court. There is no disrespect in a reeital by the Senate 
that we regard this decision as erroneous. Every litigant 
in court Who preserves a right on appeal must do so by object- 
ing to the decision, by saving his exeeption, and by alleging 
not only in his motion for a new trial but im his assignment 
of errer that the trial eourt committed error in certain speci- 
fied particulars. If the Senator from Ohio thinks that neither 
the Senate of the United States nor any other legislative body 
has the right to summoe a witness, and believes this decision 


to be a correct decision, he has ne right te jein in this 
appeal. 
Mr. NORRIS. Im discussing the question here imvelved we 


hear such things said as that we ought net to be discourteous 
to the court, we ought to have respect for the court, we ought 
not to criticize the court. And yet every case that has ever been 
decided by the Supreme Court ef the United States that came 
up from a lower court, and that means practieally every one, bas 
been there because somebody has felt aggrieved by some court’s 
action, somebody has complained, somebody has claimed in 
argument that the lower court was wrong, and no court of any 
enlightened country has felt aggrieved om account of it. It is 
no disrespect to this court te say that we think its decision is 
wrong. 

here seems to be some dispute as to what it has decided, 
but the effeet of it has been at least that the eommittee of the 
Senate making the investigation ean not compel the attendance 
of a witness to testify before that committee. Once establish 
that facet by final judieial decision and we might as well close 
the doors of the Senate and the House, and every other lezis- 
lative assembly in the land might as well do the same thing. 
We would be at the mercy then of any department of the Gov- 
ernment, particularly the Department of Justice. Then we 
could be met by injunction whenever we undertoo® to uncover 
anything anywhere in any department and thrust aside. 

The result of it goes almest beyond the imagination. It 
would mean the destruction of our ferm ef government unless 
we changed the Constitution, if that be held to be the law. 
We have invelved in the proposition the very existence of the 
legislative braneh ef our Government. 

Now, just a werd not bearing perhaps particularly on the 
pending question, When the resolution providing fer the ap- 
peintment or eleetion of the eommittee was before the Senate 
there was considerable criticism: om the pert of some whe, it 
seemed to me, were extraordinarily zealeus in protecting the 
Attorney General. I said on that oeeasion that no matter what 
might be the personnel ef the committee the hearings would be 
public, the Attorney General could be represented by counsel, 
he would have compulsery attendance of witnesses, and he 
would be allowed to cross-examine all witnesses summoned by 
the committee. 

I said if that ts dome it is immaterial what the personnel 
of the committee may be. The country is going te form its 
judgment. The real judgment is going te be formed by the 
people of the country who hear the evidence. If the eommittee 
is unfair, if the committee takes amy procedure that curtails 
the rights ot the Attorney General to have a fnir investiga- 
tion, to erossexamine witnesses, to testify himself, and bring 
others te testify on his behalf, the country will know it. They 
will render judgment regardless of what may be the opinien 
or the personnel of the committee. 

The investigation has gene om, net finished, it is true, and 
startling evidence has developed. The Atterney General has 
been represented every day by two attorneys, ex-Senater 
Chamberlain and ex-Congressman Howland, both able and 
eminent attorneys. They have cross-examined every witness 
that they wanted te cross-examine, They have preteeted every 
right that the Attorney General could possibly have. ‘he 
hearings have been in the epen before the Americam people: 
But now it is said by some, “Why, some members of the 
committee have net been fair.” As far as results are con- 
cerned it is immaterial what they think. He has net beem de- 
prived of the privilege of enilling a single witness, He has 
not been deprived of the right to examine and crossexamine 
every witness that appeared. ‘The evidence was all taken in 
the face ef the American people, and alk preserved and printed. 
What difference does it make even if for argument’s sake we 
admit that the committee has been unfair; that some members: 
have been too zealous; that they have beem prosecutors as I 
have heard claimed? Ne right of the Attorney General has 
been taken away. Ne evidence has beem covered up, but om 
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the other hand the most startling conditions 
to exist around the Attorney General, 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. Presiden 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator fron 
Nebraska yield to the Senator from Misseuri? 


Mr. NORRIS. I yield 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator has referred to criti- 
cism of the committee on the ground that it has taken a trend 
townrd prosecution. The Senator has been a judge of a court 


Did he ever know the attorney for a guilty man brought to 
the bar of justice who did not spend most of the time abusing 


the prosecuting attorney and the officers of the law 
Mr. NORRIS. As a rule, that is their usual pastime, ft 


at i» 
true 
[ do not agree with the charge that the committee has been 
unjust and unfair, but I am not offering my testimony on it. 
I simply want to say that, as far as I have been able to see, 
they have done their duty and done it fearlessly. They started 
out while Daugherty was in office, surrounded by a horde of 
detectives, trailing them every step they took, interfering with 
all the witnesses, Instead of the Department of Justice helping 
to ferret out crime, it has had its hundreds of secret detectives 
trying to forestall anything that the committee might do 
Atter Daugherty had professed his eagerness to go on the 
witness stand, after he had on severnl occasions given pub- 
licity to statements showing how he was going to make every- 
thing plain and clear, the time came when the committee cour- 
teously invited him to come before them and take the stand. 
The opportunity that he had been longing to get he declines to 
accept. He declines to go any further. He gives as his reason 
that the committee has no legal authority. If that authority 
has been denied, it has been denied because of the action that 
he has taken—or, at least, the action of his own brother—to 
deny the authority of the committee. It is immaterial, in my 
judgment, as far as Daugherty is concerned, whether the com- 
mittee has any authority or whether it has unlimited authority. 
If he is innocent, if he is now anxious to do what he has always 
said he was going to embrace the first opportunity to do, now 
is his time. Even though the committee has had no authority, 
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when he refuses to go further, when he refuses to come before ! 


the committee, in my judgment he enters a plea of guilty te all 
of the charges that have been made upon which evidence hus 
been produced. 

Until the investigation reached the stage where he refused to 
come to the committee, I withheld comment so far as I was 
concerned. However dark and black the evidence might look, 
it seemed to me that in trying a case or lawsuit or investigu- 
tion of that kind we ought to withhold our judgment, no matter 
how bad it might look, until those charged had had a full and 
fair opportunity to offer their evidence and expliuin. When the 
time came and he refused to go on and refused to explain, then 
he has in effect acknowledged his guilt, and that is the reason 
why it seems to me now, when the investigation has reached 
that stage, that it is proper for anybody on the committee or 
off of it to express freely their opinion, and for the Senate to 
express its opinion freely, because, as far as he is concerned, 
he has admitted by his refusal to proceed a condition of 
ehicanery and of disgraceful conduct and of corruptien sur- 
rounding that office while he held it that must bring the blush 
of shame to every honest American citizen 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The question is upon a 
ing to the amendment. 

Mr. McCKELLAR. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the principal clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called) I transfer my 
pair with the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Unxperwoop] 
to the senior Senator from I[inois [Mr. McCormick] and will 
vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PHIPPS (when his name was called) I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Dra] 
to the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Greene] and will 
vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called.) I transfer my 
pair from the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Covr] to 
the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Ratsron] and vote " nay.” 

The roll call was concluded 

Mr. BAYARD (after having voted in the negative). IL have 


vree- | 


a general pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 


Reep]. I had supposed he was present, but I find he is absent 
I therefore transfer my pair to the junior Senator from Mon- 
tana (Mr. WHEELER] and will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. ERNST (after having voted in the affirmative). T[ crans- 
fer my general pair with the senior Senator from Jtentucky 


} 


| 
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{Mr. Sranrey] to the 7 ” S ! mm ( 


: ornis {Mr 
SHORTRIDGE], and will allow my vote to stand 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I ! rot lexas Mi 
\LAY ccD!] «6is) unavoldabl absen | ‘ ‘ present , 
would vote * nay 
Mr. ROBINSON, The Senato (eo 1 IM CFEORGI 
necesserily absent I est . iy 
MI TONES of New Mexico. 1 have : Wo opair’ with 
the Senator from Maine {[Mr. Frervarp] I ft er that , 
the Senator from Georgta [Mr. G RG and mais 
Mr. GLASS I have a general 1 r wit! the S¢ tor 1 
Connecticut [Mr. McLean] I ronusfer that pa »> the Sena 
tor from Texas {[Mr. Mayrirerp] id vot 
The result was announced ens OO 4 44 i lows 
YEA ’ 
Ball Edg Lod s 
Branidegee I ‘ MeRKis Woadaw 
Bursum bess MeNar \\ 
Cameron Crooding \loses \ 6 
ipper Ila Chddie \ 4 
Commins llurr i Phipp 
Curtis Ki Sper ' 
Dul Lenroot S hd 
NAYS —44 
Adatns hrazi kK irick kK a 
Ashurs Gerry ly ppace 
Bayard (slass I i beh 
Brookhart Harri Li f tipstead 
Broussard Harrison Melk imMens 
Caraway Li efli ve 1 
Copela d lowell N ria - phens 
Dill To son, Calif dbverma SWathson 
Kdwarda Johnsen, Minn Pittman trams l 
berris Jones, N. Mex Ransdell Walsh, M 
KF let ° Th « Wash Reed. M Waleh Mon 
NOT VOTING 
Ber ii 1 rnakd N mrheck . nmr 
Rruce George wer tanle 
Coit (reer Pepper ' lerwood 
Couzens Mct'ormick Ralaton Weller 
Dial MeLean Reed, Pa Wheel 
Elkins Mavfield Shortridge 


So the amendment of Mr. W1! 
rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now Is uper 
agreeing to the preamble, whieh 
agreed to. 


lis to the preamble was 


without objection Will the 


INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATIONS—-CONFERENCE KEPOR' 
Mr. WARREN L present «a conference report on 
pendent offices appropriation bill 
The PRESIDENT pre tempore The conference 


he reve. 


the inde 
report will 
The conterence report wis rena, us follows: 

The committee of conference on the di wreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (HL RK 
S255) muking appropriations for the Executive Office and sundry 
independent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, and office- 
for the fiscar year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, 
huving met, after full and free conference have agreed to r 
ommend and do recommend to their 


follow s: 


respective Houses us 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 6 
7, and 15 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 8 9 12, and 14, and 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House reeede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
‘No part of the moneys appropriated or made available by this 
act for the United States Shipping Board or the United States 
Shipping Board Emergency Fleet Corporation shall, unless the 
President shall otherwise direct, be used or expended for the 
repair or reconditioning of any vessel owned or controlled by 
the Government, if the expense of such repair or recondition 
ing is in excess of $50,000, until a reasonable opportunity has 
been given to the available Government navy yards to esti 
mate upon the cost of such repair or reconditioning if performed 
by such navy yards within the limit of time within which the 
work is to be done: Provided, That this limitation shall only 
apply to vessels while in the harbors of the United States, and 
all expenditures in connection with such work are to be consid 
ered in estimating the cost"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 13 


, 


and ugree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the follow- 
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i ( except the following: One at not to exceed $25.- 
(x ! ot to exceed $18,000 each”; and the Senate 
f to t ( 
The « it of con ence have not ag d on amend- 
me tand 10 
F. E. WARREN, 
W. L. JONEs, 
Lee S. OVERMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Wirt R. Woon, 
J. W. SUMMERS, 


JOHN N. 
Managers on the par it of the House. 


SANDLIN, 


M ROBINSON. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from 
W what are the outstanding amendments about which 
ii ‘ ent has not be reached? 

ARREN. There are two such amendments. As the 
report was previously submitted two amendments were not 
ngreed to ¢ t} House side The matter came hack to the 
Senate al W aguin referred to the committee of conference 
I) a second report in which the two items have been 
‘ I (one item is merely nominal, while the other is quite 

nt. One is reference to the repair of ships and the 

oth to the compensation of attorneys for the Kmergency 

I ‘orporation. The bill in the first place fixed $11,000 as 

the 1 mum salary for the attorney with the exception of 

three who might receive $18,000. Under the change which 

l heen made $10,000 is fixed as the maximum compensation 

ttorneys, except two, who may receive $18,000. I move 

the adoption of the report so that it may go to the House for 
il ib that body. 

Mir. McKELLAR. What was done with the provision as to 
work being performed in navy yards? 

Mr. WARREN. The conferees changed the $100,000 limit to 
Sh0.000 There are one or two other minor changes 


Mr. McKELLAR. ‘The conferees have agreed upon that? 


Mr. WARREN. Yes. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I am sorry I was out of 
the Chamber when the conference report was presented. As 
I understand, the change which has been made provides that 
the amount shall be $50,000 instead of $100,000. 

jir. WARREN. That is the principal change. 

Mr. COPELAND. What other changes are there? 

Mr. WARREN. They are not important; a few words have 


been changed to perfect the provision, but those changes I do 


not think make any difference, perhaps, so far as the objection 
the Senator has is concerned. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state the 


maquirs 


Mr. COPELAND. Under the rules does not the report have 


to go over for a day? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that it does not have to lie over for a day. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the motion is to agree to the 
report, on which, of course, the Senator may have the yeas 
und nays, if he so desires. 

the PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from New 
York will examine Rule XXVIII, he will find that it discloses 
what must be done upon the presentation of a conference 
report. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr, President, of course I am dissatis- 


fied with the report, because it does not give an opportunity to 
the navy yards to bid upon work unless the amount is in excess 
of $50,000, and then only if the President shall so direct. 
Furthermore, there is no provision, in case the bid of a navy 
yard should be the low bid, that the contract would be let to 
the navy yard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. May the Chair relieve the 
situation a little by saying that the conference report itself is 
not before the Senate for consideration? When the question of 
the consideration of the conference report is raised, then it 
must be decided by the Senate. 

Mr. WARREN. I have moved that the Senate agree to the 
report. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator 
agree to the conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule makes it the duty 
of the Chair to put the question of the consideration of a con- 
ference report to the Senate, and that is to be determined with- 
out debate. If the Senate shall vote to consider the conference 
report, then it will be before the Senate. 


from Wyoming moved to 
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Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 


question? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Does the agreement as reported by the 
conferees in reference to work done by navy yards embody the 
provision as adopted by either the House or the Senate, or is 
it a new provision? 

Mr. WA EN. It is made up of the two. It is very much 
like the present law, except that it is more liberal, in so far 
as the work that may be done at navy yards is concerned. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, may we have the regular 
order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is, will 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the conference 
report? [Putting the question.] The ayes have it, and the 
conference report now before the Senate. The question is 
upon agreeing to the report. 

Mr. BURSUM. I desire to inquire what is the status of the 
unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The status is the same. 
The question is on agreeing to the conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 


»T> 
vad 


is 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 9559) making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 380, 1924, and prior fiscal years, to provide 
supplemental appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1925, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 


ESTATE OF CHARLES I. FREER 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 3368) to cancel the additional 
taxes together with all penalties and other charges assessed 
against the estate of Charles L. Freer, deceased, and to remit 
any further taxes, penalties, or charges which may hereafter 
be found due from the said estate, reported it without amend- 


ment and submitted a report (No. 772) thereon. 


POSTMASTERS AND POSTAL EMPLOYEES—CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, I now ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to the conference report on Senate bill 
1898, being the postal salary readjustment bill embodying also 
the corrupt practices act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. BURSUM. 


Is there objection? 
Mr. President, I object. 





Mr. EDGR. Then I move—— 
Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President 
Mr. EDGE. I think I still have the floor, Mr. President. 


I have not given up the floor. 

Mr. BURSUM. I ask that the 
ceeded with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to 
the Senator from New Mexico if he is preferring a request? 

Mr. BURSUM. I objected to the request of the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Epee] for unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was the 
request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDGE. Now, Mr. President, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the conference report on Senate bill 1898. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Jersey yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. EDGE. I field. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I was going to ask the Senator from New 
Mexico {Mr. Bursum] to withdraw his objection. It is very 
important that the conference report may be adopted and go 
to the House of Representatives. I think it would take but a 
few moments to get the conference report through, if the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey can have the right of way. 

Mr. BURSUM. If there is not likely to be debate I will not 
object, but I understood that the report would oceasion con- 
siderable debate. If, however, there will not be much time 
taken on it 

Mr. HEFLIN. 
time. 

Mr. BURSUM. Then I have no objection. I will agree that 
the unfinished business may be temporarily laid aside with the 
understanding that there will not be much debate on the con- 
ference report. I withdraw my objection to the consideration 
of the conference report. 

Mr. EDGE. I thank the Senator from New Mexico, and I 
hope that the conference report may be speedily disposed of. 


gular order may be pro- 
ask 
of 


end the 





I do not think it will take up very much 
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i The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec- Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. A can e for Senat 
j tion to the unanimovs consent asked for by the Senator from | self can spend but $10,000, but his i | nmittee a a 
New Jersey : ; | political committee of his party : i 1y ) 
z the Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the} n i, 
3 committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two | Mr. EDGE. That is not er ol 
; Houses on the bill (8.1898) reclassifying the salaries of post- | \M WALSH of Massa aia Will + i 
: masters and employees of the Postal Service and readjusting | what particular it is 1 : : 
i their salaries and compensation on an equitable basis, and for \fp } DC) : 
: other purposes ’ ; | la , ; : Ma & 
; Mr. EDGE. I move that the Senate agree to the conference | ine State law. of course. ; 
i report. Mr. WALSH of Mass: setts bt 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- | cens, t But ft ft oli A . 
: ing to the conference report. , at + ; ‘ ‘ ' ; 
4 Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, I wish to make an inquiry of | , .A- nat the 8 nal } 
4 the Senator from New Jersey in reference to subpuragraph whole : met tater | 1 + 


(c), Which appears on page 15 of the report. My inquiry is as 
to why the particular definition of a “political committee’ 
arent the provision is so framed as only to refer to com- 
mittees which function in more than one State or which are 
ivisions of a larger committee. It seems to me that the] ....., 
hill, should it become a law, could be easily evaded by reason | ; + : 
of at definition. a . a ; ‘ 
Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, in answer to the Senator from ae 
ido I will say that the definition of “ politi: committee ” | 
maragraph © has, in my opinion, been atnplified ver} 
purpose of endeavoring to comprehend all political com- 


ss including subcommittees of national committ 


eal or otherwise, which might take part or become interested 

in « political campaign. I can not see any possible object 

to having the subdivisions of political committee an ¢ or 
! 


at the act would comprehend any possible ubcom- | 


115 Al Pe ta = 5 ARM A i ke SINE a 
7 - 
i ~ 
- , 
I 
L 





3 . > | Li ‘ il ; tts ' 
I 
ether the la p | Pelee " ‘ ly a nt of 
PProw I wondered VItTHOUT Viola iZ i 
\ > ca n collec- I think I o to { t 7 | 
|! ent to cont 1 «¢ rupt | ¢ } 1 
ig is IT have already ind tl the conterence r rt ! I l I nt 
‘ licated, that the language of the section has been amplified | °0 “#4 4tten fact t t 
by the conferees in order to make it broader than it was | C0°P UD! CUICeS Act I reany 1 3 the greatest of all « 4 
' y inall ;in our ¢ t ns. of 1 { l an f I y | rT t ) 
4 oric nally. gy spel 
. ‘ . , oO t} e] ior f ‘ , . 
_FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator from New Jersey | Promote th tion of individ O irse. j 1 have 
f vik a there? it ma h better » have th subjes lealt with in a separate 
iq ; g * : > : 1] ' he yy") Tey of > r wet 
Mr. EDGE. I yield to the Senator from Ohio bi A tne ¢ the ler than making it 
4 S : ; ly I tit | T ' ’ 
Mr. FESS. The present law is easily evaded by organiza- | & ! ; SUN b red to ant ‘ ect mat 
er “ . ty A\Ty , _ - 
tions that are not known as political committees—for instance Mi Dy Ir. Pre it, I | that the § " 


by industrial committees; and collections may be made in a | has admitted that the work of the conferees, which h been 

way that the law does not cover. The provision now under | limited to a very few how in t] | eri ' : 

consideration, however, includes all of those, for the term | were & tally unacquainte 

“ political committee” comprehends any kind of a committee to improve the present corrupt practices laws 

collecting money for election purposes. |} Mr. WALSH of Massach tts. There is no doubt about 
Mr. EDGE. The intent is, as the Senator from Ohio very | that. 








properly has said, to comprehend the activities of any org ini- Mr. EDGE. I appreciate that the bill is perhaps not all 
zation interested in a political campaign. | that it might be, but the improvements in the law are very 
Mr. McKEI LAR. Mr. President—— |; decided and direet. lor instance t provides that there shall 


PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New | be publicity of contributions, as I recall, tive or six times a 
j 


Jersey yield to the Senator from Tennessee? year—every quarter, and before and after an election. Under 
Mr. McKELLAR. I ask for the floor in my own right. The] existing legislation that is not required In other wort Wwe 
Senator from New Jersey has yielded the floor, IT understand. have improved the situation as best we could with a conference 


Mr. EDGE. I will vield to the Senator from ‘Tennessee report . it is absolutely necessary, if we want ny it 
= Mr. McKELLAR, I thought the Senator had yielded the} practices legislation on the statute books as the result of thi¢ 
E session, to adopt this report. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I want to call » 
attention again to the fact that I think the nendment of the 
| 


floor. 
Mr. EDGE. No; Mr. President. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President-— 


PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New | Senator from Idaho that has heen taken out conference is 
Jersey yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 4 broader and a better amendment on the question of pub y, 
Mr. EDGE. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. but this conference amendment is better than the present law 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I should like | in dealing with the problem of proper publicity fo unts 
to ask the Senator if there is any provision in this amendment, | received and amounts expend * but there is still the 1 anh 


which seeks to regulate corrupt practices in elections, limiting | ous evil that 

the amount of money which may be raised and expended in an | behind him to help elect him and another candidate may bave 
election? only a few thousand dollars behind him In other wor Is, there 

’ Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, the provision as found in the con- | is no limit to the amount that can be spent in advertising, in 
ference report is patterned very much after the existing law so | circularizing, in fil licit 
far as the limit being $10,000 for a Senator and, as I recall, | to the polls, and in ly other practices by which elections are 
$2,500 for a Member of the other House. However, the present | influenced 


one political candidate may have a million dolla 


law, which has been more or less in a position of uneertainty | “ua DILL. Mr. I ident, the Senator woke of this | g 
on account of various decisions of the Supreme Court, has been | yrovement ove * present la As I understa there 
strengthened to take care of the weaknesses disclosed by those | is no law on this subject at the p ent time with relation to 


decisions. Further than that—— iS ongressmen and Senators; is there? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Se nator does not answer Mr. EDGE. It is under more or less legal doubt, I believe 
my question. It may be answered “ yes” or “no.” ‘There is a | Mr. DILL I mean as a result of the decision of the ipreme 
limit in this amendment to the amount of money that a candi- | Court. 
date may spend; is that not the fact? Mr. EDGE. I understand that it has been declared uncon- 
Mr. EDGE. Yes. | it 


stitutional so far as it relates to primary elections, 
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Mr 


DILL. Does this amendment—I have not had time to 
read it—exclude, unde? expenditures, the same things that are 
excluded under the law that previously existed before the 
Supreme Court decision? 

Mr MLDGE According to my recollection, it does, I have 


not had time to compare it with the old law. 


M DILL. The old law limited to $10,000 the amount that 
a Senator might spend. 

Mr. EDGE. Ten thousand dollars. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That he himself can spend. 

Mr. EDGE. And it permitted him to spend money for certain 
purpose half a dozen in number, as I reeall—without their 
being included in the $10,000, 

Mr. DIL) And this makes a limit of $25,000? 

Mr. k1bGl Oh, no; this retains the limit of $10,000 for 
Senutors, and $2,500 for Members of the lower House. 

Mr. McK ENLLAR, It is $25,000 for the big States. 

Mr. EDGE It has a new provision, I might say, that has 
heen frequently discussed when such legislation was before 
the Senate in the past, that in States where the population 


permitted, computing the expenditure at 3 eents, I think, per 
voter, they could spend a maximum of $25,000 if the State laws 
did not interfere and the population was great enough to so 
permit. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The limit is only on what a 
candidate himself can contribute and spend on his own election. 
There no limit upon the amount that may be raised by 
committees to elect him. 

Mr. DILL. There is no limit to what other people may spend 
his behalf. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. 
$10,000 to his committee. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. 


is 


ith 
He himself can give only 
They can spend $10,000,000, 
President, while technically the Senator 
from Massachusetts correct, I am quite sure, as was the 
design of the Senator from Idaho with his amendment, that 
the publicity of contributors four times a year—every quarter— 
will have a tendency to limit contributions. The object of the 
amendment of the Senator from Idaho to publish these contri- 
butions every 10 days was to accomplish that purpose. If the 
contributions are published quarterly, and before the election, 
it must have that tendency. Otherwise, of course, the aim of 
either amendment in this particular fails. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, just a word or two about 
this bill before it is passed. 

So far as the readjustment of postal salaries is concerned, 
there is no difference of opinion on the part of anybody. I 
believe all concede that it should pass; but about the Federal 
corrupt practices act there was a difference in the conference 
committee, and there is a difference between the two Houses. 

Personally, | want to say that neither of the proposed plans 
met my approval, for the reason that neither the Borah plan 
nor the House plan fixed a limit upon the amount that a party 
could spend. It is unlimited under this plan. It was unlim- 
ited under the Borah plan. The Borah plan, as it seemed to 
me, provided for a little better publicity than this plan does; 
and IL think I violate no confidence in saying that I very earn- 
estly sought to have the conferees report both plans. I did not 
think there was any antagonisin between the two plans, and I 
thought both plans might well have been adopted. 

We ought to do something to limit campaign expenditures 
in this country. We ought to do something to have a proper cor- 
rupt practices act. 
particular time of the session, and therefore I voted to report 
this as being the very best we could get. If I had to choose, 
as I did have to between the Borah plan and this 
plan, I should choose the Borah plan first; but I believe that 
this plan is a considerable step in the right direction, and it is 
all that we could get at this time, and I think it ought to be 
adopted by the Senate. 


is 


choose, 


Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. EDGE, Is it not correct, likewise, without violating any 


confidence, to say that the House conferees were instructed by 
special resolution, and that it was absolutely impossible to do 
anything else than what we did? 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator is exactly right. It was 
absolutely impossible to do anything else than what we did do, 
namely, to report the House bill. 

While this bill not limit the amount that a political 
committee can spend, it does provide for a fairly good publicity ; 
and if it is enforced, as I believe it will be enforced, I believe it 
will do a great deal of good. 

I regret very much that we did not put some limitation upon 
campaign expenditures. I said the other day, and I say again, 


does 


This is the very best that we could do at this | 


] 
| 
| 


—— 


$10,000,000 in their campaign, and reported that fact to the 
Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House, it was too 
much; and I believed that when the Democrats sperit some two 
and a half million dollars that was too much. It is not necessary 
that these enormous expenditures should be made in campaigns. 
There is but one purpose in it, and that is to debauch the 
electorate, and the Congress ought to put a limitation upon it. 
Some time ago I prepared a bill for the purpose of putting a 


| limitation upon it, but my bill has not been reported, and it was 


impossible to get it before the Senate at this session. 
I regret it very much. I think it is a better bill, perhaps, 
than either one of the plans that have been suggested; but 


so anxious am I to put something on the statute books that 


will in some way limit the extravagant and excessive and 
sometimes, I have no doubt, illegal use of money in elec- 


tions, that I accepted this plan rather than not have any plan 
at all. 

In conclusion, I will say that I hope the Senate will adopt 
this plan as being the best that we can get at this time. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I am in accord with the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Tennessee that the Senate, under 


| the circumstances, Ought to adopt this conference report, in- 








sna ea 


cluding the provision with reference to campaign funds. 

I think the amendment which was incorporated in the report 
in lieu of the amendment which I offered is in many respects 
a good one. Nothing could be gained at this time by pointing 
out what I think are its defects, but it has sufficient virtues 
to entitle it to adoption. It is a step in the right direction, and 
a very substantial step. Evidently the Member who prepared 
the amendment, Mr. Caste, of the House, has spent considerable 
time upon the subject, and with good results, and I am, there- 
fore, heartily in favor of this measure. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BORAH. Yes. 

Mr. EDGE. The difficulty brought out by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] as to the pending legislation not 


| limiting the contributions would not have been remedied by 


the amendment of the Senator from Idaho 
through the publicity feature. Is not that correct? 

Mr. BORAH. Yes; my opinion is that ultimately we will 
solve this question by securing publicity with reference to cam- 
paign funds. I do not believe it is practicable in our country, 
owing to the way the population is distributed to specify a par- 
ticular amount of money which may be expended by the can- 
didate. Neither is it practicable, in my judgment, to specify 
a particular sum which a committee may expend. If we can 
secure the kind of publicity which accompanies the progress 
of the campaign, it is my opinion that that will be the only real 
solution of the utilization of money in the campaign. 

I think there are some advantages which my amendment 
has which are not incorporated in this one. But, on the other 
hand, there are some things here which I did not cover; but 
I am in favor of the adoption of the report of the conference 
committee so far as that feature of it is concerned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree- 
ing to the conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 

EXPENDITURES IN THE PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, out of order, I ask unanimous 
consent to present a report from the Committee on Printing, 
and I ask further unanimous consent for its immediate consid- 
eration. If it takes longer than 10 minutes of 6, I will agree 
to withdraw it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MOSES. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask the Senator to yield to me to 
introduce a resolution, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

Mr. MOSES. I yield to the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the reso- 
lution will be received and read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 248) was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a special committee of five Senators be elected 
forthwith to investigate and report to the Senate on December 5, 
1924, the campaign expenditures made by or on behalf of, or in 
support of, or in opposition to, any and all candidates for President 
and Vice President and presidential electors; the names of the per- 
sons, firms, or corporations contributing to the said candidate or candi- 
dates or their party committee or committees, or any other agency, 
the amounts contributed, pledged, loaned, or otherwise made available 
for use, the method of expenditure of said sums, and all the facts 
in relation thereto, not only as to the subscriptions of money and the 
expenditures thereof but as to the use of any other means of in- 


himself, except 


that four years ago, when our Republican friends spent nearly ! fluence, including the promise of patronage, and all other facts in 














1924 


relation thereto that would not only be of public interest but would 
id the Congress in any necessary remedial legislation. 

id committee is hereby empowered to sit and act during the 
adjournment of Congress at such time and place as it may deem 
né sary; to require by subpeena, or otherwise, the attendance of 
Ww gs, the production of books, papers, and documents; to employ 
s aphers at a cost of not ex ling 25 cents per hundred words. 
1 airman of the committee, or any member thereof, may ad- 
minister oat! to witnesses. Subpeenas for witnesses shall be issued 
mider the signature of the chairman of the committee. Every person 


wi having been summoned as a witness by authority of said committee, 
makes defanit, appeared, 


any question pertinent to the investication heretofore ar 


willfully or who, baving refuses to 


thorized, shall 


answer 


be ld to the penalties provided by section 102 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, 


the expenses thereof shall be paid from the contingent fund 
by 


he 


f the 
signed by the chair- 
Committee to Andit and 


Senate. 


% te on 


uichers ordered 
and approved 


the Contingent Expenses of the 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I 
table, to be called up later. 

Mr. ROBINSON, I ask unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tion just read be referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


said eommittee, 


v 
I the f the Control 


ask that the resolution lie on the 


Mr. MOSES. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas for the 
purpose of making that request. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I thank the Senator. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred. 
CLAIMS OF AND CHICKASAW 

Mr. HARRELD. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. MOSES. I yield to the Senator from Oklahoma on the 
express condition that any time he occupies may not be taken 
out of my elapsed time, as I have been yielded to by the Senator 
from New Mexico [Mr. Bursum]. 

Mr. HARRELD. I desire to submit a coneurrent resolution 
(S. Con. Res. 21), which I ask to have read. I also ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Oklahoma, for informa- 
tion. 

The reading clerk read the coneurrent resolution, as follows: 


CHOCTAW TNDIANS 


Resolwed by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 


‘hat the President of the United States be requested to return to the 
House of Representatives the enrolled bill (H. R. 5325) conferring 
jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, 


and enter judgment in any claims which the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Indians may have against the United States, and for other purposes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oklahoma 
asks unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the 
bill just read. Is there objection? 
The coneurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to. 


LANDS IN PYRAMID LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION, 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MOSES. I yield to the Senator from Nevada on the 
same conditions under which Y yielded to the Senator from 
Oklahoma. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I ask that the Chair lay before the Senate 
the amendment of the House to Senate bill 1309. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1309) 
for the relief of settlers and town-site occupants of certain 
lands in the Pyramid Lake Indian Reservation, Nev., which was 
on page 2, lines 16 and 11, to strike out “ used by the Secretary 
of the Interior ” and to insert in lieu thereof “ subject to appro- 
priation by Congress.” 

Mr. PITTMAN. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment ef the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE EMPLOYEES 


Mr. MOSES. Now I ask further unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill (HL R. 7996) to regulate 
and fix rates of wages for employees of the Government Print- 
ing Office, which I have been permitted to report under unani- 
mous consent. 

I desire to state to the Senate that this Is Senate action upon 
a bill passed by the House terminating a controversy which 
has existed for six years to my personal knowledge with refer- 
ence to the conduct of the Government Printing Office. In its 
terms it carries an increase of salaries, due to the reclassi- 
fication act, in part, which-does not apply to the employees 


NEV. 
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of the Government Printing Office But thi ill is a les 
lative anomaly, in this, that whereas carries an increase in 
pay in the Government Printing Office amounting, net, to 
5 cents an hour, it does not cost the G rnment in the end 
anything, hecanse under the statute the rates charged by th 
Gover! ment Printir . One ; for 1) il I “uments a d l 1 T 
lasses of printed matter which under the statute may be sold 
are regulated by the overhead cost of running the estab] ment, 
and a Senate amendment is here previded extending the tinie 
before which the act shall not take effect to the ist of July, so 
that the Government Printer readjust the schedule of 
prices for the Government Printing Office so as to absorb 
almost completely the slight increase which this bill ca 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MOSES, I yield 

Mr. McKELLAR. About what v¥ ld the imi 
creuse in s iries be? 

Mr. MOSES. The immediate Increase in salaries unde 
procedure which I have outlined is estimated by the Public 
Printer to be something like $100,000. and probably Will be 
much less, because, if I may advert to a subject which ts neve 
diseussed on the floor, r imely, politic here ill b lg it 

t of political printing, probably from the G l ent 
ig Office in the next six months which will completely 
b the increases. 

Ir. McKELLAR The Senator speaks by the card, does he? 

Mr. MOSES. Of course, I realize that tn dragging politics 
on the floor I am following the constant practice of the 
Senate, and I beg the pardon of the Senator from Tennessee 
fer deing it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MOSES. There are some amendments proposed by the 
Gommittee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore e Secretary will 8 
the amendments. 

The amendments were, on page 1, line after the word 
“that” to insert “on and after July 1, 1924”; in line 4 
after the word “wages” to insert “and salaries”: on page 
2, line 2, after the werds “and after” to strike out “the 
passage of this act,” and to insert “ July 1, 1924"; on page 2, 
line 15, after the word “wages” to insert a comma and the 
word “salaries”; in line 18, after the word “wages” to in- 
sert a comma and the word “salaries”; in line 20, after the 
word “further” to strike out, “That no employee of the 
Government Printing Office whose wage or compensation is 
increased as provided for herein shall, on and after said in- 
crease becomes effective, receive any additional compensation 


provided for in the act approved March 4, 


1923, known as the 


$240 bonus act,” and to insert “That employees and officers 
of the Government Printing Office shall continue to he paid 
at the existing rates of wages, salaries, and compensation 
(including night rate) as previded by law until such time 


as their wages, salaries, and compensation shall be determined 


as hereinbefore provided”: and on page 3, at the beginning 


of line 6, to change the section number from 3 to 2, so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after July 1, 1924, the Publie 
Printer may employ, at ench rates of wages and salaries, including 
compensation for night and overtime work, as he may deem for the 
interest of the Government and just to the persons employed, except 
as otherwise provided herem, such journeymen, apprentices, labore 


and other persens as may be necessary for the werk of the Government 
Printing Office; but he shall not at any time employ more persous 
than the necessities of the public work may require or more than 200 
apprentices at any one time: Provided, That on and after July 1, 
1924, the minimum pay of al! journeymen printers, pressmen, and 
bookbinders employed in the Government Printing Office shall be at 
the rate of 90 cents an hour for the time actually employed: Provided 
further, That except as hereinbefore provided, the rates of wages, in- 
cluding compensation for night and overtime work, for more than ten 
employees of the same occupation shall be determined by a confer- 
ence between the Public Printer and a committee selected by the 
trades affected, and the rates and compensation so agreed upon shall 
become effective upon approval by the Joint Committee on Printing; 
if the Public Printer and the committee representing any trade fall to 
agree as to wages, salaries, and compensation, either party is hereby 
granted the right of appeal to the Joint Committee on Printing, and 
the decision of said committee shall be final; the wages, salaries, and 
compensation determined as provided herein shall not be subject to 
change oftener than once a year thereafter: Provided further, That 
employees and officers of the Government l’rinting Office shall continue 
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to be paid at the existing rates of wages, salaries, and compensation 
(including night rate) as provided by law until such time as their 
w aie alaries, and compensation shall be determined as hereinbefore 
provided 

Src All acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of 


this act are hereby repealed 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read “A bill to regulate and 
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fix rates of pay for employees and officers of the Government 
Printing Of ce,” 
CLASSIFICATION OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES 
Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, from the Committee on Civil 
Service I report the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 146) to amend | 


section 13 of the act entitled “An aet to provide for the classi- 
fication of civilian positions within the District of Columbia 
and the tield service,” introduced this morning, and ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which was 
read, as follows: ° 

Resolved, ete., That paragraph 5, under the heading ‘ Custodial 
service,’ of section 18 of the act entitled “An act to provide for the 


classification of civilian positions within the District of Columbia and 
in the field he striking out the sums $780 and 
$840 from the rates of compensation fixed for grade 2 in said section, 
and that paragraph 7, under said heading in said section 13, be 
amended by striking out the sums $900 and $960 as rates of compen- 
fixed for g ; 


services,” amended by 


sation rade 8 in said service; said amendments being made 
for purpose of correcting a clerical error in preparing the 
the of the President, the bill it passed both 
and agreed to in conference not having included the sums pro- 


to be stricken out. 


necessary 
bill for 
llouses 


signature 


as 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EXTENSION OF AIRPLANE MATL SERVICE TO BOSTON, MASS, 


Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, from the Committee on Post 
Oflices and Post Roads I report favorably, with an amendment, 
the bill (S. 3319) authorizing the extension and operation of the 
transcontinental airplane mail service to Boston, Mass., and I 
call the matter to the attention of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, 

Mr. LODGE. I ask 
consideraton of this bill. 


unanimous consent for the immediate 


Mr. MOSES. Let the bill be read. 
The Reaping CLERK. The committee proposes to strike out, 
on line 4, the words “and directed” after the word “ author- 


ized,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
extend and operate the transcontinental airplane mail service to 
Mass.: Provided, That the appropriations heretofore or here 
after made for the operation and maintenance of the transcontinental 
airplane mail service shall be sufficient for such purpose, 


to 
Boston, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I move to amend by inserting 
after the words “to Boston, Mass.,”’ the words “and to Man- 
chester, N. H.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree- 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire 

Mr. MOSES. I ask for a division. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, is there anything now before 
the Senate except the unfinished business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment otfered by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator surely is not serious. 

Mr. MOSES. I am just as serious as any Senator can be. 
We are all besieged by requests to make the route of this trans- 
continental mail service go through our cities. The Senator 
from Massachusetts is besieged by requests to make it go 
through Boston, Mass., and I am besieged by requests to make 
it go through cities in my State. If you are going to play 
favorites, I want to know about it; that is all. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on 
amendment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


the 


ST. MARYS RIVER BRIDGE 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, from the Committee on 
Commerce I report back favorably without amendment the bill 
(S. 3464) granting the consent of Congress to the States of 
Georgia and Florida, through their respective highway depart- 
ments, to construct a bridge across the St. Marys River. I 
direct the attention of the Senator from Georgia to the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill just reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to 
the of Georgia and Florida, through their respective highway 
departments, and their successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the St. Marys 
River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or near 
St. Marys, Camden County, Ga., known as the “Borrell Tract,” and 
to the shore opposite thereto, known as “ Roses Bluff,” in the county of 
Nassau, in the State of Florida, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


States 


TERM OF COURT AT SHELBY, N. C. 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I report back favorably 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, without amendment, the 
bill (HL. R. 8657) to amend section 98 of the Judicial Code pro- 
viding for the holding of the United States district court at 
Shelby, N. C. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 


the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 98 of the Judicial Code be, and the 
same is hereby, amended by adding the following language: 

“That terms of the District Court of the United States for the 
Western District of North Carolina shall be held in each and every 
year in the town of Shelby, N. C.: Provided, That suitable accom- 
modations for holding court at Shelby are furnished free of expense 
to the United States.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME HOSPITAL, SANTA MONICA, CALIF. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask that the Senate pro- 
ceed now to the consideration of House bill 2821, authorizing 
the erection of a sanitary fireproof hospital at the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Santa Monica, Calif. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, 
as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Board of Managers of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers be, and it is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause to be erected at the Pacific branch of said home 
at Santa Monica, Calif., on land now owned by the United States, a 
sanitary fireproof hospital of a capacity for 500 beds at a total cost of 
not more than $1,500,000. Such hospital shall include all the necessary 
buildings, with the appropriate mechanical equipment, including roads 
and trackage facilities leading thereto, for the accommodation of pa- 
tients, and storage, laundry, and necessary furniture, equipment, and 
accessories as may be approved by the Board of Managers of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

Sec. 2. That the persons who shall be entitled to the privileges of 
treatment in this hospital when constructed, and who may be admitted 
thereto upon the order of a member of the Board of Managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, shall be the following: 
Honorably discharged officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines who served 
in the Regular, Volunteer, or other forces of the United States in the 
war with Mexico, the Civil War, the war with Spain, and the World 











1924 


ee 


War, or any 


paicns 


which the 
Indians, 


in 
hostile 


in war 


against 


country 
or who 


has been engaged, cam 
served in any of the extra 
territorial possessions of the United States in foreign countries, includ- 
Mexican border service, or in the Militia or National 
Guard when called into the Federal service, and who are disabled by 


in 


ing Organized 
diseases or wounds and by reason of such disability are either tempo 
rarily or permanently incapacitated from earning a living. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PAYMENT OF TAXES TO STEVENS AND FERRY COUNTIES, WASH. 

Mr. DILL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1414) to authorize the payment of 
certain taxes to Stevens and Ferry Counties, in the State of 
Washington, and for other purposes, reported it without amend- 
ment and submitted a report (No. 765) thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 

Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House insisted 


HOUSE 


on its amendment to the amendment of the Senate No. 1 to 
the bill (H. R. 8839) making appropriations for the govern- 


ment of the District of Columbia and other activities charge- 
able in whole or in part against the revenues of such District 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other pur- 
poses, and that the House further insisted on its disagreement 
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The concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 3), providing for 
the printing of the report of the United States Coal Commis 
sion, which had been reported from the Committee on Tint 
ing without amendme: was considered by unanimous consent 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rept ativea concurring), 
That the report of the United States Coal Commi n re ve he 
anthracite and bituminous coal industry, with accompanying ers 
charts, diagrams, and illustrations | luding not to exceed e 
mental volume), be printed as a Senate document with contents and 
index, and that 5.000 addition; 1 coy be printed, of which 1,100 
copies shall be for the use of the Sena document roon LOO 
the use of the Conrmittee n Mines and Mining of the Senat ) 
copies for the use of the House document room, and 300 co; he 
use of the House Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 


PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 


on- 

| Sideration of the bill (H. R. 6426) granting pensions and in- 
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Recular 
Army and Navy and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other 


to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 2 to 167, inclusive, to said | 


bill. 


The message also announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 7998) granting public lands to the city of Golden, 


Colo., to secure a supply of water for municipal and domestic 


purposes, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED 
The bill (H. R. 7998) granting public lands to the city of 
Golden, Colo., to secure a supply of water for municipal and 
domestic purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 


Latta, one of his secretaries, announced that on June 4, 1924, | 


the President approved and signed the following acts: 
S. 1213. An act for the relief of Harold Kernan; and 
S$. 1941. An act for the relief of Ezra S. Pond. 


SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE, BUREAU OF MINES (8S. DOC. NO. 141) 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the President of the United States, trans- 
mitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation for the In- 
terior Department, Bureau of Mines, fiscal year 1924, to re- 
main available until June 30, 1925, for the development of oil 
shale, etc., $90,000, which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORT OF UNITED STATES COAL 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I 
the present consideration 


COM MISSION 


of Calendar No. 671, which is a 


resolution providing for the printing of the report of the Coal | 


Commission and which through inadvertance was omitted in 
the various reports of the Committee on Printing the other 
day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I object. 
tween 8 and 11 o’clock to-night to consider matters on the 
calendar. 

Mr. MOSES. If that is the attitude of the Senator from 
North Carolina, there will be no unobjected bills to-night on 
the calendar until No, 671 is reached. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire in all good humor 

Mr. MOSES. It will only take one minute to pass the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Why is not the Senator willing to take 
his chances with the other bills on the calendar after 8 o’clock? 

Mr. MOSES. One of the reasons is that the resolution has 
been here for a long time and it was solely through inadvert- 
ence that it was not immediately considered when reported. 
It will take one minute to do it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Upon that statement of the Senator I 
withdraw my objection. I made the statement because I am 
anxious that the pension bill shall be called up and concluded. 


Mr. MOSES. I am just as anxious as the Senator to have 
the pension bill considered, 
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receiving. 


| Regiment United § 
ask unanimous consent for | 


We have set apart the time be- | 


| pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is 


than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors, 
The next amendment of the Committee on Vensions 


was, 
page 43, after line 6, to insert: 


ou 


The name of Frederick Antoni, late of Company C, 


Nineteenth Regt- 
ment 


United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pen 
at the rate of $50 per nronth in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of John H. Berard, late of the Signal Corps, United States 
Army, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in leu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Christopher Dennis, late of Company L, Twenty-fifth 
Regiment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per nronth of that 
receiving. 


ion 


in lieu 


he is now 


The name of Remigia J. Buell, now known as Remigia J. Meacham, 
former widow of Charles T. Meacham, late of Company C, First Regl- 
ment Michigan Volunteers, Mexican War, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Esta Abbott, widow of Minor BP. Abbott, late private, 
United States Marine Corps, Regular Establishment, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month, with $2 per month additional 
for each of soldier’s minor children under 16 years of age. 


The name of John 8S. Schooler, late of Company D, Twenty-second 
Regiment United States Infantry, war with Spain, and him 


pay a 


pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The name of La T. Marshall, late of Company F, Second 
Regiment Wisconsin Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month tn lieu of that he is now receiving 
The name of Maywood Smith, late of Company H, Forty-fourth Regi- 
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay 
a pension at the rate of $18 per month in lieu of that he is 


Barron 


him 
now 


The name of Claude L. Bonta, late of Company C, Twenty-second 


ates Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Robert H. Cowan, late second lieutenant, Company K 
Second Regiment North Carolina Infantry, war with Spain, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of 
late of Company 


him 


laura Briggs, dependent mother of Alvin FE. Briggs, 
B, Third Regiment Field Artillery, New York National 
Guard, Regular Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The name of William A. Williams, late of Company H, Two 


hun- 
dred and second Regiment New York Infantry, war with Spain 


ind 
now receiving. 
The name of Jasper N. Stanfill, Joseph N of 


Company M, Fourth Regiment Infantry, war with Spain, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 
The name of Ellen 
Company I, Twentieth 


alias 
Tennessee 


Stanfill, late 


L. Curran, widow of Patrick Curran, late of 
Regiment United States Infantry, Regular 
Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 

The name of Filen Whalin, late of Company B, Third Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ludwig Zugner, late of Thirty-fourth Company, United 
States Coast Artillery Corps, Regular Establishment, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $17 per month. 

The name of James M. Cline, late of One hundred and sixty-eighth 
Company, United States Coast Artillery Corps, Regular Establishment, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 
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| name « Mattie FE. Prewitt, widow of John N. Prewitt, late of 
or i Reciment Kentucky Volunteer Mexican War, and 
pi i 1 at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is | 
pF iv, 

Angust Getz, late of Company E, Third Regiment | 

1 I Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the 
t py nth in lieu of that he is now receiving 

1 of J } K. Oar late of Company M, Pleventh Regi- 

United Stat Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 

at ti rate f $1: r onth | 

i Ma LL. Reese, widow of Thomas J. Reese, late of | 
Com ] I Regit t Pennsylvania Infantry, war with Spain, 
and pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

| f Ls Ellsworth, late of Company C, One hundred | 
" th Ret Indiana Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him 

1 at e rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now | 
7 n 

I name of Mary F. Lunau, widow of Frank Lunau, late of Troop | 
A, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay her a | 
pen 1 at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now | 
rece) 

The name of Alden T. Wathan, late of the Hospital Corps, United | 
States Arm var with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of | 
R50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Mathias Backes, late of Troop ©, Fourth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, Regular Mstablishment, amd pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month, 

The name of Ada M. Young, widow of Charles Young, late lieutenant 
colonel of the Ninth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay her a | 
pension at the rate of $50 per month, with $4 per month additional 
on account of the children of soldier under 16 years of age; said pen- 
sion to be paid her in lien of compensation which she now receives 
from the Veterans’ Bureau. 

The name of Martha R. Biddle, widow of William TP. Biddle, late 
majo general commandant, United States Marine Corps, Regular 


Dstablishment, and pay ber a pension at the rate of ($50 per month in 


lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Charles D, Felter, late of the United States Marine | 
Corps, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he Js now receiving, 

The name of Gilbert Lk. Mayor, late of Company L, Twentieth | Regi- 


ment Kansas lufantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of Uaat he is Bow receiving. 

The name of Mary F. Conway, widow of Michael F. Conway, late 
of Company BL, Seventh Regiment United States Infantry, Indian 
wars, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


rhe name of Joseph Holtz, late of Battery B, 
Artillery, Regular Establishment, amd pay him a 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he 

The name 


Washington, 


Iirst Colorado Field 
pension at the rate 
is now receiving. 
Charles Fuhr, Jate of the U. 8. 
United Navy, Regular 
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 
The of Lenora Piper, former widow of Francis Cunningham, 
hate Company D, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, 
Mexican War, pay her a pension .at the rate of $20 per month. 
fhe name of William KF. Eliteldt, late of Battery M, Fifth Regiment 


ol S. Minneapolis and 


States Lstablishment, and pay 


name 
ol 


and 


United States Artillery, war -with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Walter A, Bailey, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment 


United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a |pen- 


sion at the rate of $12 per month. 
The name of Lester L. Coffee, late ef Company L, First Regiment 
Arkansas Infantry, wir with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 


rate of $18 per month, 


“rhe name ef Ke-wuek-oo-lah-la-shar, known as Ruling His Sun, hte 
of Company BL, Pawnee Scouts, United States Army, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

Che name of Cicero Columbus Patton, late of Capt. Buck ‘Roberts's 
Company, Texas Minute Men, ladian wars, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per menth, 

The of Edmund J. Gosselin, late of Company G, Nineteenth 
Regiment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 


Indian wars, 


hame 


receiving. 
The name of Anna M. Carroll, widow of Daniel P. Carrell, late of 
Company Kk, Third Regiment Nebraska Infantry, war with Spain, 


and pay her a pension at the rate of §20 per month and $4 per month 
additional for each child of the soldier under 16 years of age in lieu 
of that she is now reeeiving. 

The name of Fannie Fleischmana, widow of George Pleischmann, 
late of Company F, Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, Indian 
wars, and pay her.a pension at the rate of $20 per month in Jieu of 
that she is now receiving. 
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The name of Peter C. Jackson, late of Capt. N..O. Reynold'’s Com- 


pany E, Texas Frontier Battalion, Indian wars, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month. 
The name of John Clarence Giles, late of Company L, Forty-first 


Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, 
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of David 8. Hills, late of Troop L, Nineteenth Regiment 
Kansas Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Newton Gambrel, dependent father of James T. Gam- 
brel, late of Company A, Second Regiment Kentucky Infantry, war 
with Spain, and pay hima pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Belle Kelley, widow of James F. Kelley, late of Com- 
pany G, Third Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, Mexican War, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Charles Carl, late of Company L, Third Regiment 


war with Spain, and pay 


| Nebraska Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate 
| of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Charles B. Diemart, late of Company TI, Twenty-first 
Regiment Kansas Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Finley, late of Company C, Forty-seventh 
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of §40 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Fred B. Weaver, Hospital Corps, United States Army. 
war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ruth E. Strickler, widow of George W. Strickler, late 
of Company A, United States Voltigeurs, war with Mexico, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
receiving. 

The name of William A. ‘Holmes, late of the United States Navy, 
war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $18 per month 
in lien of that be ts now receiving. 

The name of Katie Lewis, widow of Frederick Lewis, late of Troop 
C, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of William TF. Rogers, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment 
California Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he ts now receiving. 

The name of Edward F. O'Toole, late of Company F, Two hundred 


is now 


| and first Regiment New York Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him 


a pension at the rate of $40 °per month in lieu of that he ts now re- 


ceiving. 


The name of Margaret Daley, widow of John Daley, late of Company 
F, Twelfth Regiment United States Infantry, and Company G, Four- 
Regiment United States Infantry, Indian wars, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Milligan Comstock, late of Battery A, First Regiment 
United States Artillery, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of James P. Bradley, late of Company G, First Regiment 
Kentucky Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Mary C. Allen, widow of Williamson Allen, late of 
Captain Bouy'’s Company B, Second ‘Regiment Oregon Mounted Volun- 
teers, Indian wars, and pay her a pension at ‘the rate of 820 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Louls H. Blake, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that “he is now receiving. 

The name of William BE. Lytle, late of Company iI, T'wenty-sixth 
Regiment United States Infantry, Regular Mstablishment, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Albert C. Spurgeon, iate of Battery G, First ‘Bat- 
talion Ohio Light Artillery, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles F, Cramer, late major, Fifth Regiment Ohio 
Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Stanislaus Zelazny, late of Ilospital Corps, United 
States Army, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Cover, late of Company L, Thirtieth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, Regular Bstablishment, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Zodak Kemster Basden, late of Company I, First Regi- 
ment North Carolina Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a (pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he ts ‘now receiving. 

The pame of Oren O. Pound, late of Company L, Third Regiment 
New York National Guard Infantry, Regular Establishment, berder 
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defense, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The 1 of Danie E. late of Battery A, First Battalion 
Maine Heavy Artillery, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Timothy F. Buckley, late of Company I, First Regiment 
Maine Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month. — 

The name of Rose M. Connell, widow of James Connell, late first lieu 
Fourth Regiment Infantry New Jersey National Guard, border 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month, with $2 
per month additional on account of soldier's minor child under 16 years 
of age, in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Alexander McCready, alias McReady, late of Company 
B, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiy- 


ime Dresser, 


tenant, 


defense, 


ing. 

fhe name of Judah L. Wormington, widow of J. S. Wormington, late 
of Quartermaster Department, United States Army, Indian wars, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The name of Walter BE.’ Tarver, late of Company M, Third Battalion | 


Engineers, United States Army, Regular Establishment, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 


receiving. 

The name of Lewis M. Stevenson, late of Company B, Fourth Regi- 
ment Ohio Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel F. Stocker, late of Troop M, Eighth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Gearns, late of Troop D, Third Regiment United 
States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month 

The name of Charles A. Skaggs, late of Company A, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pen 
at the rate of $15 per month. 

The name of Vivian L. Saunders, late of Company 


sion 


F, Fourth Regi 


ment Missouri Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the | 


rate of $12 per month. 


The name of Elizabeth M. Durand, widow of Charles T. Durand, late | 
and | 


of Troop H, Third Regiment United States Cavalry, Indian wars, 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 


now receiving. 

The name of Catherine Wilson, widow of Wood C. Wilson, late of | 
Troop L, Eighth Regiment United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of James A. Butler, late of Troop B, First Regiment 


United States Volunteer Cavalry, war with Spain, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Essie Bandhauer, widow of William J. Bandhauer, late 
of Company B, Tenth Regiment United States Infantry, war with 
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month with $4 
per month additional on account of each of the minor children of said 
William J. Bandhauer, until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The name of George Ayres, late of Company E, First Regiment Ohio 
Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $18 
per month, ° 


The name of Charles E. Keck, late of the Hospital Corps, United 
States Army, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joshua C. Carney, late of Company C, Eleventh Regi- 
ment, and Company K, Twenty-fourth Regiment, United States Infan- 
try, Indian wars, and pay hinr a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James F,. Lyons, late of Company K, Twenty-ninth 
Regiment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of John Foster, late of Troop K, Ninth Regiment United 
States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate of $2 
per month. 

The name of Lillie BE. Trego, widow of Jacob A. Trego, late of Com- 
pany L, Third Regiment United States Artillery, Regular Establish- 
ment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Neil F. Hill, late of Company L and Band, Fifth Regi- 
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The name of Luciay D. Copin, late of Battery F, Third Regiment 
United States Artillery, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $17 per month. 

The name of John Feiereisen, late of Troop B, Second Regiment 
United States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay hinr a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Mary J. Portley, widow of Daniel L. Portley, late of 


Company F, Fifteenth Regiment United States Infantry, Indian wars, 
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and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph J. Nedd, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment 
Minnesota Infantry, war with Spain, and pay ma pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recetvi 

The name of Samuel F. Shannon, late of Cor uny L, First Re nent 
Nebraska Infantry, war with Spain, and pay hi L pens it the rate 
of $50 per month in Heu of that he is 1 receiving 

The name of Frank T. Potter, late of Company L, Two | dred and 
second Regiment New York Infantry, war with Spain, and pa ma 
pension at the rate of $40 per month i eu of that snow rece ng. 

The name of Charles S. Kinman, late of Company C, S« I t 
United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a e 
rate of $12 per month In Ifeu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Malcolm D. Lincoln, late of Company G, First Regiment 
United States Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$18 per month. 

The name of Lillian H, Corcoran, widow of Thomas M. Cot an, late 
of Troop Thirteenth Regiment United States Ca y, and | er 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month and $4 additional on # nt of 
the minor child. ° 

The name of Eloise Wilkinson, widow of George Wilkinson, late 
Troop E, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The name of Frederick Maller, late of Tr« yp E, First Regiment United 
States Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 ps 
month, 

rhe name of Bernard Higgins, late of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the ra of $20 per 


month, 


The name of Edith B. Macon, widow of Edward N. Macon, late of the 


First Light Artillery Corps, United States Army, and pay her a nsion 
at the rate of $830 per month In lieu of that she Is now receiving 

The name of William H. Scott, late of Tr > K, Ninth Regiment United 
States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Nellie Wilkinson, widow of Jame Wilkinson, iate of 
Company I, Seventeenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month 

The name of Vicente Fresquez, late of Captain William's Company A, 


Saint Vrain’s Battalion, New Mexico Mounted Volunteers, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month 


The name of Nicholasita B Speakman, widow of Robert Speakman, 


late of Company B, Third Regiment United States Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 

The name of Mary Dungan, widow of John Joseph Dungan (allag 
Joseph Dunigan), late of Company B, Seventh Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month 


in lieu of that she is now 
The name of Samuel E 


receiving 
Wright, late of band, Twenty-sixth Regiment 
United States Infantry, Spanish-American War, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $72 per month in of that 
The name of Carrie O'Neil, of: James 
in Troop E, Third States 
pension at the in 
ceiving. 


” 


lieu he 
widow 
United 


per 


is now receiving 
H. O'Nell, 
Cavalry, and 
lieu that 


who 
pay 
she is 


served 
her a 
now re- 


Regiment 


rate of $20 month of 


The name of Mathew Cavaness, late of Lieutenant W. Charles Lewis's 
company, “ Texas Minute Men,” and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John A. Avirett, late of Company I, 
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a_ pension 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Cecella DeKubn, widow of the late Richard DeKuhn, 
Troop K, Fifth United States Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in Heu of that she is now receiving 

The name of George W. Buckey, late of Company 
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that is now receiving 

The name of Claude Wallace, late of Company F, Twenty-fourth 
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month. 

The name of John Sands, late of Company A, Second Regiment 
Mississippi Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$18 per month. 

The name of Charles F. Smith, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 


Fourteenth 
at the 


Regi- 
rate 


First 
pension 


Regi- 
at 


- 

4» 
a 

he 


The name of Thomas Gorman, late of Company B, First Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer [nfantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month. 

The name of Josephine L. Webber, widow of William W. Webber 
late of United States Marine Corps, and pay her a pension at th 


rate 

of $25 per month 
The name of William McElhinny, late of Company D, Seventh 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The name of Axel Dahlgren, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regt- 


ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month 

rhe namé of John James Hester, late of Company C, Twenty-ninth 
Reviment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month 

The name of James R. Lewis, late of Company —, ———— Regiment 
lr d States Marine Corp nd pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month 

The name of Albert M. Griffith, late of Company B, Eighteenth Regi- 


nited States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 


Tt ! Samuel N. Bridgman, captain and commissary of sub- 
si { ted States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
th $60 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rm me of Isobel M. Evans, widow of Charles J. Evans, late ef 
Troop ¢ Nineteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiyi 

The nan ' Fanny De Ru Hoyle, widow of Eli D. Hoyle, late 
br lier general, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the 
rate $100 per month 

rhe name of Jess Musgrave, late of the United States Marine Corps, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receivi 

rhe name of Ernest Otles Rose, late of United States Navy, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of John Hiet, late of Troop G, Fifth Regiment United 
States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $60 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving 

the name of George Reynolds, late of Company BH, Twenty-third 
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month 

Che name of Miller Kineaid, late of the One hundred and fourteenth 


Company, United States Coast Guards, and pay him a pension at the 


rate of $30 per month, 

The name of Michael O'Connor, late unassigned, of the Second Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month. 


Phe 


Company G, 


name of Alwilda Flannery, widow of Edward Flannery, late of 
Third Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay her a pen- 
sien at the rate of $25 per month. 

rhe name of John Hermo, late of Captain Eastland’s company, See- 
ond Regiment Oregon State Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month, 

‘The name of Frank L. Simpson, late of Company D, Fifty-first Regt- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

John F. Waggoner, late of Company H, Twelfth Regi- 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month. 

The name of Christena Coey, dependent mother of Thomas W. 
ted States Navy, and pay her a pension at 
month. 


The name of 


men 


Coey, 

Uni the rate of $12 per 
The name of Henry Wilton, late of Troop F, Fifth Regiment United 

States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
lieu of that he is now reeeiving. 

The name of John C. Loekwood, late of Company M, Seventh Regi- 


in 


ment United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Robert T. McKeen, late of Troop A, Ninth Regiment 


United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
th. 


mor 


The name of Fdward J. Meacum, late of Company H, Fourth Regi- 
ment Missourl Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month, 

The name of John E. Miles, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment 


United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $60 per 
month 

The name of Lizzie Noland, widow of Thomas Noland, late of Com- 
pany C, Third Regiment United States Artillery, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Tom Pogue, late of Company C, Thirty-second Regiment 
United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$15 per month 

The name 
of Company 
pay her a per 
now receiving 

The name of Ella C 


¢ 
0 


M, 


Amanda EF. Pollard, widow of Charles W. Pollard, late 
Nineteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and 
ion at the rate of $20 per month in Lieu of that she is 


Nichols, widow of Lieut. Thomas B. Nichols, late 


of Company G, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 
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The name of John T. Mack, late of Company C, First Battalion 
Nevada Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month, 

The name of John H. Grotness, late of Company B, Twenty-second 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $60 per month tn Hew of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jennie Webb, widow of John Webb, late of Company 
L, Third lowa Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per 
month in lieu ef that she is now receiving. 

The name of Herbert Q. Kohr, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment 
United States Infantry, and Company B, First Battalion of United 
States Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Harriet Bache, widow of George M. Bache, commander, 
United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month. 

The of Hart, late of Company C, Second Regiment 
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per 
menth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Virginia M. Gearhart, widow of Guy 8S. Gearhart, late 
of Company C, Fifty-seeond Iowa Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of compensation which she is now 
receiving. 

The name 


name Joseph 


of Andrew L. McCamish, late of Troop L, First United 
States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per monfh 
in liew of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Farrell, late of Company C, Twentieth Regiment 
United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Anna Katharine Leahy, crippled daughter of James C. 
Leahy, late of Company G, First Territorial Regiment United States 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month, 

The name of James W. Turknett, late of Company BE, Kerr County, 
Texas Minute Men, Frontier Defense, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is new receiving. 

The name of Richard F. Clark, late of Company G, Fifteenth Rezgi- 
ment United States Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Therron B. Leftwich, late of Company E, First Terri- 
torial Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $75 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Stephen Haston, late of Company K, First Regiment 
United States Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in liew of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ernest H. Hill, late of Troop A, Thirteenth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month, 

The name of. John D. Thompson, late of Company K, First Regiment 
New Mexico Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month. 

The name of John H. Feely, late of Company H, First Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $75 per month in lieu of that he is now reeeiving. 

The name of Josephine Lydy, widow of Horace E. Lydy, late of Com- 
pany C, One hundred and fourteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mariah E. Baxter, widow of Theodore C. Baxter, late of 
Company D, Seventy-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $45 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Daniel Webster Roberts, late of Company D, Texas 
Frontier Forces, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per menth 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Margaret A. O'Brien, widow of George O’Brien, late 
of Company B, Seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Grace F. Marix, widow of Adolph Marix, rear admiral, 
United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $100 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Anthony P. J. Henry, late of Company B, Twelfth 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $18 per 
month. 

The name of Mary Fitzpatrick, former widow of John Fitzpatrick, 
late of the United States Navy, war with Mexico, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Maria Lamar Duvall, widow of William P. Duvall, late 
a major general in the United States Army, and pay her a pensian at 
the rate of $100 per month in lieu of any pension te which she might 
now or may hereafter be entitled and in lieu of any compensation she 
is now receiving from the Veterans’ Bureau. 

The name of Malcolm J. McNeill, late of Company G, First Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, Twelfth Regiment United 
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States Infantry, and pay 
in liew of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Patrick J. O’Brien, late of Company F, Ninth Regiment 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lee Forst, 
States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Robert Furlong, late of Company I, Bleventh United 
States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 
name of Thomas M. Mason, late of the United States Marine 
Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 


him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 


The 


that he is now receiving. 

The name of R. F. Wilkinson, late a citizen volunteer under Major 
Brisbin, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 | 
per month. 


The name of Anita de Garmendia Stephens, widow of Jobn Edmond- 
son Stephens, late brigadier general, United States Army, and pay her 


a pension at the rate of $100 per month in lieu ef compensation which 
is now drawing. 


she 


— 


‘he name of John C. Collins, late ef Company C, Dighth Regiment 


late of Company D, Fifth Regiment United | 





Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of | 


$18 per month. 

The name of Dorothy Annie Britton, widow of Joseph W. Britton, 
\, Second Regiment United States Field Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month with $8 additional for 


late of Company 


each of the soldier's minor children until they severally attain the age 
of 16 years. 
The name of Ella M. Sims, widow of Thomas D. Sims, late of Com- 


pany A, Seventh Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
rion at the rate of 830 per month. 

The name of Margaret L. Ferriter, widow of John Territer, tate of 
Battery H, Seecond.Regiment United States Artillery, Regular Estab- 
lishment, and pay her a pension at the rate ef $12 per month. 

The name of William A. Estep, late of Company C, Thirty-sixth Regi- 
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel F. Hoover, jate of the United States Navy, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $18 per month. 

The of John Adams, late of Company D, Twenty-third Regi 
ment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The of Blas Sanchez, late of Company PF, 


hame 


name First Territorial 


Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at | 


the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Anastacio Molinar, late of Company A, First Regiment 
New Mexico Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 

The name of Eugene Van Patten, late major, First Battalion, First 
Regiment, New Mexico Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month. 

The name of Benjamin F. Parks, late of Campany K, First Regiment 
New Mexico Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 

The name Robert Owen Crim, late a member of the Citizens’ 
Military Training Camp at Camp Knox, Kentucky, and pay him a pen 
sion at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Patrick Hennessy, late of Company I, Twentteth Regt- 
ment Tnited States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he ie new receiving. 

The name of Fred Rife, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 817 per menth. 

The name of John J. Holmes, late of the United States Navy, and 
pay hiny a pension at the rate of $18 per month. 

The name of William J. Maheney, late of Company C, Sixth Rezi- 
ment Tnited States Cavalry, and pay him a persion at the rate of $20 
per month. 

The name of John H. Barnacle, late of Troop PD, Third Regiment 
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month, 


of 


The name of Charles Connor, Inte of Company F, Second Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Martin Padgett, late of Captain Hardee's company, 
Florida Mounted Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month. 


The name of William FE. Snyder, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment | 


South Dakota National Guard Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $100 per month. 

The name of William B. Yeater, late of Company C, First Regiment 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Hunt, late of Company H, Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Dnited States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month, 
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The name of William A. Keating, late of Company D. First R t 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of S24 
per month. 

The name of Thomas Jobneon, late of op A » h Re t 
United States Cavairy, and pey bim a pension at the te of ) per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of George H. Barrows, late of ¢ re ’ 

| Regiment United States Cavairy, and pay him a pensk th of 
$65 per month im Men of that he is now receiving 

The name of Margaret F. Gallaher, widow of John H. Gall 
of Battery M, Third Regiment United States Artillery nd p her 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Matilda A. Swift, widow of Henry Swift, late chaplain 
(major), United States Army, and puy ber a pension at the 1 of 
$30 per month. 

The name of John L. Thorpe, late of the Hospital Corps, United 
States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
in lieu of that he is now recetving. 

The name of Jennie Boland, widew of Edward Boland, late ef 

| Troop G, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 

receiving. 

The name of John Lannon, late of Company H, First Regiment 

|} United States Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 

| rate of $30 per month. 

The name of James M. Piersel, late of Company E, Thirty-fourth 

Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 

| at the rate of $50 per month in Liew of that he is now receiving 

The name of James N. Yates, late of Company G, Eleventh Kegi 
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 

| the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

| The name of George C. Rimes, late of Company BE, Thirty-ffth 

| Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 

|} at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving 

The name of William Ferrell, late of Company B, Thirteenth 
Regiment, and Company G, Thirty-eighth Regiment, United States 

| Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $18 per 

| month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Eben W. Troupe, late of Company E, First Regi 
ment South Dakota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in Meu of that be is now receiving 

The name of George F. Souls, late of Company L, Fourteenth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a_ pension 

| at the rate of $50 per month in Liew of that he ts now receiving 

| The name of Edmo Le Claire, who served as Indian scout. United 

| States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 

The name of Patrick Murphy, late of Company B, Fourteenth 

| Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension t the 

rate of $30 per month 

The name of Edward D. Hassett, late of Company H, Tenth Regi 
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rats 
of $20 per month 

The name of Leize Holmes Weaver, widow of Maj. Gen. Erasmus 

| Morgan Weaver, jr., United States Army, and pay her a petsion 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of compensation now being 
pald her. 

The name of Ziba A. Redding, late of Company K, First Regiment 


United States Cavalry, and 
month in leu of that he receiving 
The name of Emma Higgins, widow of Rernard Higgins, late of Com 


pay him a nsion at the rate of $12 


pe 


per 





g 


is now 


pany TF, Fifteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month 

The name of Seleden Jaramillo, late of Company A, Casual] Camp, 
Ninety-seventh Division, United States Army, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month 

The name of Jose Rafel Apodaca, late of Forty-first Company, Twen 
tieth Regiment United States Engineers, and pay him a pension at the 


rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Jose 
Department T'nited 
$30 per month. 

The William H. Archer, late of Company H, Nineteenth 
Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ascer de Wheeler, widow of Charles F. Wheeler, 
late ef Troop D, Sixth United States Cavalry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per mouth. 


Eeperidion Pineda, late of the Quartermaster’s 


States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of 


¢ 


name ot 


ion S 


The name of Mary V. Jones, widow of Theodore Jones, late colonel 
Thirtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $45 per month in lien of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah Flizabeth widow of Thomas M. Robin 
son, late of Tyler's rangers, Colorado Volunteers, Indian wars, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


Robinson, 
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The nan of Newton Ernest McElvain, late of Troop K, Fourth Regi 
nm United States Cavalry, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $50 
i ty f Isabel J. Rogers, widow of Josias N. Rogers, late quar- 
t r sergeant, Thirty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infan- 
1 pay her a pension at th ate of $30 per month 
ime of Mary G. Sullivan, helpless and dependent child of Gerald 
il te f Compan M, First Regiment Montana Volunteer In- 
1 pension at the rate of $20 per month. 
i im f Mathew Galvin, late of Quartermaster Corps, United 
i \ d pay hi pension at the rate of $30 per month 
M J. Kepl widow of Lonis ©. Kepler, late of Com- 
a m. th Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pen 
i ‘fe of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
Lb lay Bac ite teamst Quart aster’s Department, 
{ A Arn ind pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
li 
f i ( klin, la of Captain Duran'’s company, First 
i \iex » State Miliila, and pay him a pension at the rate 
$50) per month, 
l ime of Isabel Mo Quackenbush, widow of Stephen Wright Quack- 
il I erk, United States Navs ind captain, United 
ta Marine Cor] and pay her 1 pension t the ite of S85 per 
iin lheu ¢ it is now receiving 
| (*. Lee ood, te of I » M, Seventh Regiment 
1 tes ¢ ry, Indian iB mel y vir yveonsion at the rate 
fr soo op ! th of that he is w elying 
het eof James D. MePadden, t froop G, First Regiment 
init Stutes Cavalry, Regular Establis 1 pay him a pension 
’ f $12 per month 
I*h e J. Sw ¥, widow of I l Sweeney, late of 
Comp I), Twenty-second Regi 1 Sta Infantry, Indian 
ind op her pension at the ra f $12 per month 
th ere f Jesse Gibson, late of Company A, First Regiment United 
Strat Infanti Regular Establishment il om hir i pension at i 
rite B12 pe nonth in liew of that he is now ying 
| nan of Charles Burch, late of Company I, Thirteenth Regi 
m | ited] St Infantr Regnlir Establis rent nd pay him a 
per it th e of $50 per month 
rt ul f Thomas HH. Goodge, la mpany H, Tenth Regi- 
met United Stat Infantry, Regula Is shment id pay him 
’ sion t th rate of $17 ‘ ronth in lieu of that he is now 
r ing 
rh mame of Elwood Donley, late of Company KRichteenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
« rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
the name of Jacob Adams, late of Troop Hl, Seventh Regiment 
UW d States Cavalry. Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of 330 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
Phe name of Edith M. Murray, widow of James 0. Murray, late of 
Company I, Eighth Regiment United States Infantry, Regular Estab- 
lishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month, with 
$S per month additional on account of soldier's minor child under 16 


Yyeurs of age, in lieu of that she is now receiving 


The name of Bruce R. Vaughn, late of the Twenty-first Battery, United 
States Field Artillery, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month 

rhe name of Harriet Smith, widow of Robert Smith, late of Com- 
pany F, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment United States Colored 


Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay her a pension at 


$20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 
Che name of Elizabeth Horton, widow of Roy C. Horton, late cap- 
tain of Company E, Fourth Infantry, Alabama National Guards, 


border defense, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The name of Daisy B. Fear, widow of Theodore ¢ Fear, late of the 
United States Navy, Regular Establishment, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month, with $2 per month additional on account 


of each child of the sailor under 16 years of age 


rhe name of Mary A. Kane, widow of Patrick H. Kane, late of the 
United States Navy, Regular Establishment, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month, 

The name of Arthur N. Jones, late of the United States Navy, war 
with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
Meu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Catherine Ahern, widow of Michael Ahern, late of 
Company A, Seventeenth Regiment United States Infantry, Indian 
wars, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 


The name of Willis P. McCampbell, late of ¢ 
tion General Service, United States Army, and 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 

rhe name of William D. Miller, 
Tennessee Infantry, war with 
rate of $12 per month. 


A of Instrue- 
him a pension at 
recciving 


‘onipany 


pay 


late of Company ¢', Fourth Regiment 


Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
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The name of Seward B. Pickens, late of Company I, First Regimen 


South Carolina Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $18 per month. 

The name of Catherine Rodgers, widow of Hugh Rodgers, late 
Company I, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, Regula: 


Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 

The name of Claude A. Holder, late of Company G, First BR 
Tennessee Infantry, war with Spain, and him a p 
rate of $50 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Charles V. Harris, late of Hospital 
States Army, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
$35 per month in 


‘yime 
pay nstoen 
Corps, ur 


at the 








Meu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Louis Anderson, late of Troop H, Tenth Regiment United 
States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month 

The name of Samuel D. Lee, late of Thirty-sixth Company, United 
States Coast Artillery, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The nar of Royal O. Tyler, late of Troop B, Third Regiment 
United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the ra 
of $20 per month 

The name of Joseph Batley, late of Troop A, Thirteenth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay bim a pensien 
at the rate of $12 per month, 

The name of Chester G. Ramsey, late of Company M, Third Regi 
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now re 


ceiving 


The name of Frank Robinson, late of Company D, Twenty-third Regi 
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $17 per month 

The name of Theo Rasner, late of Company F,. Twenty-third Regi 
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now re 
celving 

The name of Leo V. Burchett, late of Company BD, Thirty-eighth 
Regiment United States Volunteer Iniantry, war with Spain, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that he is 


now receiving. 
‘The 


Company, 


name Alva C Brooks, late of One hundred 


United States Coast Artillery Corps, Regula: 


of and twenty-tirst 


Establishment 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month 

The name of Charles 8. Cooper, late of Company L, Second Regiment 
United States Infantry, and Company C, Eleventh Regiment United 
States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the 


rate of $17 per month. 
The name red Sandlin, late of One hundred and sixty-sixth Com 
pany, United States Coast Artillery. Regular Establishment, and pa 


him a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving 


The name of Alice M. Fowler, dependent mother of Clarence FE 
ler, late of 


Fow 
the United States Navy, Regular Establishment, and pas 


her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 

The name of Lucius P. Burress, late of Company H, First Rez! 
ment North Carolina National Guard Infantry, Regular Establishment 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 


is now receiving 

The name of George C. Peterson, late of Battery F, Fourth Regiment 
United States Artillery, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The of Mack Raney, late Company K, First Regiment 
Arkansas Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month tn Heu of that he ts now receiving 

The name of Mary Sullivan, widow of Joseph Snuilivan, late of the 
One hundred and nineteenth Company, United States Coast Artillery, 
war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 

The name of Alex MeWhorter, late of Troop M, Sixth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month 

The of Walter G. Abner, late of the Highth Company, United 
States Artillery Corps, Regular Pstablishment, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of James B. Waters, late of Company I, Eighth Regimen 
United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he ts now receiving. 

The name of Joseph B. Beller, late of Company B, First Regiment 
Ohio Cavalry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month 

The name of Roscoe Candill, late of the One hundred and sixty-sixth 
Company, United States Coast Artillery Corps, Regular Establishment, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving 

The name of Charles F. Westfield, late of Battery fF, Third Regiment 
United States Artillery, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 month. 


name of 


name 


Coast 


per 
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rhe name of Michael Kraus, late of Company F, Seventh Rez! 
United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the ra 
of $20 per month 

The name of Minnie Heath, widow of Wi m S. Hleath, late « | 
Company L. Twenty-first Regiment Kansas Infantry, war with Spain, | 


and pay her a pewsion at the rate of $30 per month in Hen of that she 











is now receiving, the increase hereby granted to cease and determ 
in the event of the death of soldier’s helpless child, Ralph Heath 

The name of John F. Graper, late of Thirteenth Company United | 
States Coast Artillery Corps, Regular Establishment, and pay him a | 
pension at the rate of $30 per menth in lieu of thet he is now r: iv 

TI name of Alma &Staker, late of Capt. Jacob Christianson’s cor | 
pany Utah Militia Infantry, Indian wars, and pay ber a pension at tl 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

rhe name of John F. Connolly, late of Comrany A, First Regiment 
California Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension a 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv 

The name of Thomes ID. Heard, late of Company F, Frontier Lat 
talien Texas Rangers, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rats | 
of $20 per month 

rhe nan of D. F. Sanders, late of Capt. Pat Dolan company F 
Texas Frentier Battalion, Indian wars, and pay him a pens it the | 
rate of $20 per month | 

rhe nanre of Joseph AH. Kellerman, late of the United States Navy, 
regular establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 ] 
month, 

The name of Robert A. Herbst, late of Company D, Fifth Regiment 
United States Infantry. war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month fim lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The name of James Jones, dependent father of Francis M. Jones, late 
of the Hospital Corp United States Army, regular establishment, 
and pay him pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Lizzie Lunger, widow of Lemuel Lunger, late of Troop 
M, First Regiment United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay her | 
a pension at the rate of $20 per nronth in lieu of that she is now | 
receiving. 

The name of Joseph Kasiah, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of James Wood Haynes, late of Troop F, Third Regiment 
United States Cavalry, Indian Wars, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month. 

The name of Sarah J. Bolender, widow of Levi Bolender, late of 
Company C, Twenty-second Regiment United States Infantry, Indian 
wars, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Lucy W. Slaughter, widow of Edwin L. Slaughter, late 
miujor Second Regiment Virginia National Guard, regular establish- 
nrent, border defense, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per | 
mouth, | 

rhe name of Mary J. Darling, widow of Traverse R. Darling, late of 


Company I, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, this pen- 
sion to cease and determine in the event it should at any time be found 


that seldier is living. 


The name of Jacotus Hemmes, late of Company BH, Seventh Regi- 
ment United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at | 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Harry Stephens, late of Company L. Thirty-fifth | 
Regiment, and Company K, Thirty-ninth Regiment, United States | 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 


rate of $30 per nronth. 
The name of Frederick 

United States Infantry, 

rate of $30 per month. 


The name of Frank Rawson, late of Company L, Thirty-third Reei- | 
ment Michigan Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at | 
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elsie M. Hayes, widow of Perley B. Hayes, late of 
Troop C, Rhode Island National Guard Cavalry, border defense, and | 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month and $8 per month | 
additional on account of soldier’s minor child under 16 of age. | 

The name Frank Mueller, late of Company F, Regiment 
United States Infantry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is new receiving. 


Turner, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment 


Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the 





years 


of Fifth 


jar Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The of Jobn Cantwell, late of Company I, Third Regiment 
United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he ts now receiving. 

The name of Lucy J. Hartley, widow of William L. Hartley, late 
of Captain Simpson’s company, First Regiment Tennessee Infantry, 
Indian wars, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 


name 
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rhe name of Raymond EB. F K R 
United States Cavalry, war w s Ip sa the 
rote f $25 per som? in 1 , f the \ r 

The name of Rov B. Wilcox ‘ ( nm. 7 1 Y f 
I ve t I n 
st the . of &1 6 ) 

The 1 e of W rer 4 r Int ( vl } ¢ } 
l l i s \ T < t 

iv , 1a , 7) 1? } rot 2 , ’ ' 1 e¢ © 
Is now r é 

The name of James A. Garner. Int fs ( 1 . 
States ¢ t Arti ry R lar Fstablishr 1 ' 

t of £04 » in } rot t? } nor 

Tr name f (hk o PF ley : 

Unit ttn Art vy, ¥ vit pain y t 
I Pio | I h 

The name of William M. ! late of ¢ it. s 

nt United States Infantry, R Esta pa , 
I rt the ite of $2 I i ! f ft 
Ceiving 

The name of Alt YP j widow f Will . Tray 
pany B, Thirteenth Regiment IT 1s ‘ | t w“ 
and pay her a pensk it the rate of £20 per m« h with $4] } 
additional for soldier’a minor child under T¢ of ag 

rt ame of Marti Hellwi lite quartermaster rgeant xth 
tattery, Iowa Volunteer Light Artillery, war with Spat nd | ! 

a pension at the rate of $12 per montt 

The name of Norman ¢ pbell, late of Troop C, Fit nth Re nt 
United States Cavalry, Philippime insurrection, and pay hin I ! 
at the rate of $12 per month 

The name of Rome Patt late gs ny B, Seventee I 
ment United States Infantry, war with 8 nd 7 I 
at the rate of $18 per month in lieu of that he is now r: 

The 1 of Jan M Arne : I I Twetlt R 
ment Mitmnesot Infantry war with Spat WW? pay hi ip 
at the rate of $12 per 1 

The name of Sarnh | Williams, depen t mothe f cl M 
Williams, late 1 sned, | United States Field Artillery, R ir 
Establishment, and pay her pension at t rate of $12 per 

The name of William W ve lat f Cor ny LD, } ft 
Tennessee Infantr war with Spain, and pay hin per 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 

The name of George L. Robinson, late of Company FV, Sec ' 
ment Arkat I ntr var with Spain, and pay 1} t per 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that h new ° 

The name of John W. Garten, late of the Sixty mth €% ¥. 
United States Coast Artillery Corps, Recular FEestablixhmen ’ pay 
hi a pension at the te of $20 per onth in lieu of that he 1 Ww 
receiving 

The name of Everett Braley, late of Company FT ent The nt 
United States Artillery, war with Spain, and pay hin per n t the 
rate of $12 per month 

The name of Gustave Pinksobn, late of Company H, Fifth R nent 
United States Infantry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month im lieu of that he is now reeeciving 

The name of Charies W. Dencker, late of Troop I, Seventh Regiment 
United States Cavalry, Indian wears, and pay him a pensien at t t 
of $12 per month 

The name of Eli Hayes, late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment | ted 
States Infantry, Regular EB hment, and pay him a pensfor the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he ts now receivi: 

The name of Mary RB. Aiken, dependent mother of Frank I en, 
late of Companies L and M, Forty-first Regiment United States Volur 
teer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month. 

The name of Charles A. Bushey, late of Company H, Fifth Res ent 
Massachusetts Voluntecr Infantry, war with Spain, and p him pe 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now rec 

The name of Catherine Barger, dependent mother of Andrew Barger 
late of Company F, Seeond Regiment Oregon Volunteer Infantry, wat 


with Spain, and pay her a pension at the ra of $20 per month 

The name of Fannie Jacobs, dependent mother of Elmer P. Jacob 
late of Service Company, Twenty-second Regiment United States Infan 
try, Regular Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

The name of Julia J. Ray, dependent mother of Samuel TT. Ray. late 
of Company A, of Instructions, United States Army (Jefferson Bar- 
racks, Mo.), Regular Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The name of Fritz Stocker, late of Company BP, Twenty-first Regiment 
United States Infantry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Joseph Willms, late of Cowpany I, Twenty-first Regi 
ment United States Infantry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at 


the rate of $12 per month. 











' name ot 
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| The name of John T. Petty, late of Company E, Nineteenth Regi 
|} ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in leu of that he is now 
receiving 
| The name of Charles Flannigan, helpless and dependent child of 
| Patrick Flannigan, late of the United States Marine Corps, Reguiar 


Carleton FE. Bradley ate of Company L, Fourteenth 
&r t Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and Company K, Thirty-fifth 
Rr t United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay 
h vension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
mame of Thomas Devine, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment 
1 i States Infantry, Regular Pstablishment, and pay him a pension 
rate of 324 per month 
name of David McMillan, late of the United States Navy, Regu 
I alolishy t, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month 
we ime « Stella Iludson Owen, widow of William N. Owen, late 
0 op bk, Third Regiment United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and 
pu pension at the rate of $12 per month 
of J I. George, late of Company B, First Regiment 
Ss Carolin Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a 
i ' the rate of $30 per month 
Live ine f Denis Holland, late of Company tf First Regiment 
1 State Artillery, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension 
n he rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

\ mame of Nettie I. Moffatt. widow of Louis M. Moffatt, late 
tin, Company I, First Regiment Separate Battalion Infantry, Wyo 
ithonal Guard, border defense, Regular Establishment, and pay 
i pension at the rate of $20 per month, with $2 per month addi 

1 ’ sccount of each of the miner children of the soldier until 
ih the age of 16 years 

1} ia of John W. Harmon, late of [lospital Corps, United States 

\rn wir with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
! name of Alfred Bonaccorsi, late of the United States Navy, 
Ie lar Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per 
Mon 

The name of William CC, Hagelgans, late of the United States Marine 
‘ ’ Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
S15 p month 

fhe name of Norma KH. McEnhill, widow of Frank McEnhill, late 

wl Hieutenant, Second Regiment United States Cavalry, Regular 
Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
li 1 that she is now receiving 
fhe name of Patrick J. MeGuire, late of Company A, Fourteenth | 
Regiment United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month 

"1 mame of Reuben R. Romey, late of the United States Marine 

( ’ Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of | 
S20 per month 

The name of Rachel J. Smith, widow of William C. Smith, late colonel 

i First Regiment Tennessee Infantry, war with Spain, and pay 
her a pension at the rate $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving 

1} name of Kathryn Hately, widow of Nineveh TP. Hately, late a 

member of Capt. George Llunter’s company, Washington Volunteers, 
\ Verce Indian war, and pay her pension at the rate of $12 per 
bonth 

fhe name of Robert Il. Seidel, late of Company H, First Regiment 

Missouri Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate 


SiS pel 


The 


month in lieu of that 
of Mollie F 


he is now 
Shockley, 
Regiment 


receiving. 

name widow of Jasper Shockley, late of 
( lL, United States Infantry, Regular 
establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month with 
$ month additional for the child the until 
the age of 16 years 
of Willlam A. 
Kansas Infantry, 


omy Twenty-first 


, per minor of soldier he 


fhe name Salmon, 


war 


late of Company C, 
with Spain, and pay 


Twenty-first 


Regiment him a pension 


at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

the name of George Sheffield, late of Company K, Seventh Regiment 
United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension 
al the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recelying. 

The name of Mary Wilson, widow of Leander Wilson, late of Com- 
pany ©, Thirteenth Regiment United States Infantry, Indian wars, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 

The name of Charles J. Marten, late of Troop L, Seventh Regiment 
United States Cavalry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The 


name of James Shaw, late of the United States Navy, and of 
Battery G, Third Regiment United States Artillery, Regular Establish- 
ment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
, that he is now receiving 

‘he name of Caroline Good, widow of Francis M. Good, late of 
2 Captain Gardner's company, Ninth Regiment Oregon Mounted Volun- 
teers, Indian wars, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 
The name of Arthur FE. Palmer, late of Company -G, Forty-fourth 
tegiment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay 

him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The name of James M. Peterson, late of Company G, Thirty-elghth 


Regiment United 
him a pension at 


States Volunteer Infantry 
the rate of $15 per month, 


war with Spain, and pay 








Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George D. Crandall, late of Company L, Third Regiment 
New York Infantry, and Company F, United 


lieu 


Twenty-sixth Regiment 


States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
The name of Mary T. McGinn, widow of James H. McGinn, late oi 


Treop C, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Michael Quinn, late of Company D, Twenty-first Regi 
ment United States Infantry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Leo Edmund Owings, late of the United States Navy, 
Regular Establishment, and pay him at the rate of $24 per 
month. 


i pension 


The name of John R. Tapp, late of Company C, First Regiment 
Illinois Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $18 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Isaac T. Osler, late of Company F, Seventeenth Regi 
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Elmer Ware, late of Company G, Twentieth Regiment 
United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension af 


the rate of $12 per month 

The name of Daniel McDonald, late of Company G, 
United States Infantry, and Company B, 
States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Eugene Augustus Gosling, alias James Gaslin, late of 


Fighth Regiment 
Kighteenth Regiment, United 
the 


Company L, Sixth Regiment United States Artillery, war with Spain, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving 

The name of Charles D. Forney, late of the United States Marine 
Corps, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$17 per month 

The name of Eliza Lemmond, widow of Cyrus Q. Lemmond, late 
of Company A, Third Regiment United States Drageons, Mexican War, 


and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Allen R. Read, late of Troop M, Fourth Regiment United 
States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per mouth in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The of William late of the United 
Regular Eestablishment, him a pension at the 
per month. 

The 
New 
pensen 


name Smallwood, 


and 


States Navy, 


pay rate of $12 
of 


Cavalry, 


nanre John F. Kilbride, 
York National Guard, 
at the rate of $20 per month, 

The name of Fred If. Helms, late of the United States Marine Corps, 
Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month, 

The name Vance Perkins, who served in Company K, Third 
Georgia Regiment of Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name Thomas Anderson, late of Conrpany I, Sixth 
States Volunteer Cavalry, during the war with Spain, and 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Oscar M, Simpkins, late of First Separate Troop, Okla- 
homa National Guard Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
of $50 per month. 

The name of Mary Juan, widow of Coechino Achuk, ‘alias Coche Aar, 
late Company B, Battalion First Regiment Arizona Infantry, In- 
dian wars, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 

The name of Jesse T. George, late of Company B, First Regiment 
South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month. 

The name of Fred Fornoff, late of Troop G, First Regiment United 
States Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. H. Lewellyn, late of Troop G, First Regi- 
ment United States Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph T. Fanning, late of Company F, Texas Fron- 


Firat 
him a 


late Sanitary Detachment, 


border defense, and pay 


of United 


pay him 


rate 


tier Battalion, in defense of the frontier against Indian depredations, 
and pay hin’ a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The name of John E. Burgett, Second Battalion Fifth United States 
Field Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 
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nm 


( Bert & is, la Sixth Battery Iowa Light Artiller 
V th Spain, and pay him a ision at the rate of $30 per month 
‘ ame « Nellie R MeAndrews, widow of James Willia 
M. Andrews, lat ijor ¢ the United States Army nel 
pension at the rate of S150 per month, in lieu of any pension 
0 mpensation to which sh might otherwise be entitled n sy} il 
recoznition of the enrinent sery - of iid James William MeAndrew 
as ief of Staff of the American Expeditionary Forces in the W 1 
w 
rhe name of John J. MeNally. late of United States ship Geo a 
i pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
Lhe amendment wus agreed to 
The PRESIDEN'!I pro Tempore That concludes the nimend- 


ments of the committee. Uf there are no further amendments as 
in t‘ommittee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to the 
senate, 

the bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
fmendments were concurred in 

fhe amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR PORTO RICO 

the PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 

amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 


OST?) to amend and reenact sections 20, 22, and 50 of the act 


of March 2, 1917, entitled “ An uct to provide a civil government 
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for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” which were: On 
page 1, lines 8 and 9, to strike out “not less than $5,000 and 
not more than”; on page 1, lines 9 and 10, to strike out “as | 
shall be fixed by the Legislature of Porto Rico”; on page 3, 
line 28, after the word “and,” to insert the following: “ also | 
those appointed by the Governor of Porto Rico”; and, on page | 
4, line 8, to strike out all after “ departments” down to and | 


including “ $6,000” in line 6, and to insert * $6,000; chief justice 
ef the supreme court, $7,500; associate justices of the supreme 
court, $6,500.” 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 


‘The motion was agreed to. 

\LTERATIONS AND CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN NAVAL VESSELS 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the order previ 
ously made the Chair lays before the Senate House bill 8687. | 


The Senate, as in Committee of 
consider the bill (H. BR. 8687) 
tain naval vessels and to provide for the construction of addl- 


tional vessels, which 


the Whole, 


had been reported from the Committee | 


proceeded to | 
to authorize alterations to cer- | 


ou Naval Affairs without amendment, and which was read, as | 


follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That alterations are hereby authorized the 
United States ships New York, Teras, Florida, Utah, Arkansas, and 
Wyoming, to consist of the installation of additional protection against 
submarine attack, of the installation of antiair attack deck protection, 
of the conversion of such vessels to oll burning, and, in addition, for 
the New York and TJeras, the purchase, manufacture, and instaliation 
of new fire-control systems, at a total 
in all. 


SEK 


for 


cost not to exceed $18,360,000 
2. That the President of the United States is hereby authorized 
to undertake prior to July 1, 1927, the construction of the vessels 
enumerated below: Eight scout cruisers, carrying protection and arma- 
ment suited to their size and type, to have the highest practicable 
speed and the greatest desirable radius of action, and to cost, exclu- 
sive of armor and armament, not to exceed $11,100,000 each; six river 
gunboats, to cost, exclusive of armament, not to exceed $700,000 each: 
Provided, That in the construction of the vessels herein enumerated 
the President is authorized, in his discretion, to make use of the naval 


ordnance plant at South Charleston, W. Va., for the manufacture of 
armor and armament needed for such vessels. 

Vessels to be constructed or reconditioned by this act shall be 
constructed or reconditioned in the Government navy yards of the 


United States when time and facilities permit and when in the judg- 
ment of the -Secretary of the Navy such construction or recondi 
tioning would not involve an appreciable increase in the cost of the 
Government, 

Sec. 8. That the alterations to capital ships and the construction 
new vessels under the authorization contained in this act shall be 
subject to the limitations prescribed by the treaty limiting naval arma- 
ment, ratified August 17, 1923. 

4. That in the event of an International conference for the 
limitation of naval armaments the President is hereby empowered, in 
his discretion, to suspend in whole or in part any or all alterations 
or construction authorized in this act. 


of 


SEC. 


SE 106633 


The bill was reported to the Sena without mendinent, 
ordered to a third reading, rea i { rd time, and passed 

Mr. KING subsequet tiy entered a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was pas 

EXECUTIVE SESSLON 

Mr. LODGE T move that the Senate | ml to the Olle 
sideration of executive business 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business After 10° minutes spent 
in executive sesston the Senate (at 6 o'clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.) under the order previously entered, took a recess til 


S oclock p. m, 


EVENING 


~ 


SESSION 
The Senate 


of the recess. 


reassembled at o'clock p. m., on the expiration 


APPROPRIATONS 


FOR 


rHE bisTRIK OF COLUMBIA CONFERENG 
REPORT 
Mr. PHIPVS submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 


two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R 
S839) making appropriations for the government of the District 


of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole or in 
part against the revenues of such District for the fiscal yea: 
ending June 80, 1925, and for other purposes, having met, after 
free and full conference huve been unable to agree 
LAWRENCE ©, PHIPPs, 
W. L. JONeEs, 
L.. Hetsiter BALL, 
CARTER GLASS. 
Kk. I. EDwWArps, 
Vanadgers on the part of the Senate 
C. R. DAVIS, 
FRANK H. FuNk, 
W A. AYRES, 
Vanagera on the part of the House 
The report was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 


following message from the House of Representatives: 


IN THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES 


June 1924 

Resolved, That the House fnsists on its amendment to the amendment 
of the Senate No. 1 to the bill (IT. R. 8839) making appropriations for 
the government of the District of Columbia and other activities charge 
able in whole or in part against the revenues of such District for 
fiscal vear ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes 

Resolved further, That the Llouse further insists on its disagreement 
to amendments 2 to 167, inclusive, to said bill 


Mr. PHIPPS. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments, ask a further conference with the House, and that the 
Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the 
further conference. 


the 


The motion was agreed to, and the President pro tempore 
appointed Mr. Purers, Mr. Jones of Washington, Mr. Baus 
Mr. Grass, and Mr. Epwarps conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent out 


of order to report from the Committee on Agriculture and For 
estry two bills, and I ask unanimous consent for their present 
consideration. 

Mr. ROBINSON, 
both af once? 

Mr. NORRIS. No: I will take them one at a time. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest that the first one be reported. 

Mr. SMOOT. The unanimous-consent agreement will not per 
mit that, I think. 

Mr. NORRIS. Is there a unanimous-consent agreement that 
it would conflict with? 

Mr. MOSES. Yes; from 8 to 11 o'clock. 

Mr. NORRIS. Of course, I do not expect to have the unanl 
mous-consent agreement set aside 

Mr. SMOOT. If we get through with 
11 o’elock, the Senator can call up the bills. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Regular order! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous-con- 
sent agreement as the Chair conceives it. conference reports are 
first in order, appropriation bills are next the 
calendar next in order. 

Mr. NORRIS. 1 withdraw the request. 


Does the Senator desire to consider them 


the calendar before 


in order, and 
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THE CALENDAR 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will state the first 


bill on the culenday 

Phe bill (S. 55) making an appropriation to pay the State of 
Ma chusetts for expenses incarred and paid, at the request 
of the President, in protecting the harbors and fortifying the 
coust during the Civil War, in accordance with the findings of 
the Court of Claims and Senate Report No. 764, Sixty-sixth 
Congress, third session, Was announced as first in order. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Let the bill go over. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


erected there for a number of years. What they have there is 
in unfit condition. This has been recommended by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, authorized by the Budget, and.passed by 
the House without amendment, and I hope that it may be per- 
mnitted to pass. 

Mr. KING. I ask that the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The reading clerk read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, te whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 192) to provide for a girls’ dormitory at the Fort Lapwai Sana- 
torium, Lapwai, Idaho, having considered the same, report favorably 
thereon with the recommendation that the bili do pass without anrend- 
ment, 

The facts are fully set forth in House Report No. 133, Sixty-cighth 


Congress, first session, which is appended hereto and made a part of 
|} this report. 


| 


The bill (S. 1181) namin the seat of government of the 
United State iS announced as next in order. 

wr. McKELLAR. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The bill (8S. 33) making eligible for retirement under certain 
conditions officers of the Army of the United States, other than | 


officers of the Kegular Army, who incurred physical disability 
in line of duty while in the service of the United States during 
the World War, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over. 
The joint resolution (S. J. Kes. 46) fer the relief of Capt. 
Ramon &. Harrison was announced as next in order. 


Alr. SMOO' Let the joint resolution go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 


pussed over. 


The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 60) to stimulate crop pro- 
du in the United States was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let it go over 

rhe PRESIDIENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
Pussed ovel 

The resolution (SS. Res. 124) directing the Interstate Com- 
"1 ce Commission to secure information relative to amount of 
I iv expended for the Purpose of creating public interest 
favorable to railroad seutiment was announced as next in order, | 

Mr. SMOOT Let it zo over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be 
ph sed ovel 

Phe bill (S. 185) to promote agriculture by stabilizing the 
price of wheat was announced as next in order. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let the bill go over. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. | 

rhe bill (S. 2401) providing for the compensation of retired 
Warrant officers and enlisted men of the Army, Navy, and 


Marine Corps, or any other service or department created by 


or under the jurisdiction of the United States Government, 
and warrant officers and enlisted men of the Reserve Corps of 
the Army and Navy, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESTDENT pro tempore, The bill will be passed over, 

Phe bill (S. 2691) to amend the Penal Code was announced as 
next in order, 


Mr. KING. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The bill (S. 2200) to validate the payment of commutation of 
quarters, heat, and light under the act of April 16, 1918, and 
of rental and subsistence allowances wnder the act of June 10, 
192", was announced as next in order. 

Ir. SMOOT. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

‘he bill (S. 2149) to facilitate and simplify the work of the 
Forest Service, United States Department of Agriculture, and 
to promote reforestation, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The bill (S. 2150) to authorize arrests by officers and em- 
plovees of the Department of Agriculture in certain cases and 
to nmend section 62 of the act of March 4, 1909, entitled “An 
act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of the United 
States,” was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The bill (S. 2151) to increase the subsistence and per diem 
allowances of certain officers and employees of the Department 
of Agriculture was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

GIRLS’ DORMITORY, FORT LAPWAI SANATORTUM, IDAHO 

The bill (H. R. 192) te provide for a girls’ dormitory at Fort 
Lapwai Sanatorium, Lapwai, Idaho, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to the bill. It provides for building a girls’ dormitory at 
the Fort Lapwai Indian Reservation. No building has been 


{House Report No. 


oo 
oe 


, Sixty-elighth Congress, first session] 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
to provide for a girls’ dormitory at the Lapwal Indian 
Lapwai, Idaho, having considered the same, report thereon 
| with a recommrendation that it do pass with the following amendment: 
Line 8, after the word “ hereby,” imsert “ authorized to be.” 
This legislation is very much needed to properly care for the girls 
at the Lapwai Indian School, and meets the approbation of the Depart- 
| ment of the Interior as well as that of your committee, as evidenced 
by the letter from the Secretary of the Interior, which is attached 
| hereto and made a part of this report. 


The Committee 
(H. R. 192) 


Sanatorium, 


on 


_— 


DEePARTMPNT OF THE INTBRIOR, 
Washingion, December 29, 1928. 

lion, Homur I’. SNYpmR, 
Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 
| My Drar Mr. Sxyper: T have your letter dated December 17, 1923, 
| requesting a report on H. R. 192, a bill to provide for a girls’ dorml- 
| tory at the Fort Lapwai Sanatorium, Fort Lapwai, Idaho. 

With the exception of the employees’ quarters and the laundry, the 
Fort Lapwai plant is made up of frame buildings, some of which are 
rather old. The place was criginally established as a military fort in 
1863. It was abandoned by the Army as a fort in 1884 and estab- 
lished as an Indian school by the Indian Service in 1886. Practically 
| all of the principal buildings date back to within a few years of the 
establishment of the school. The girls’ dermitory, which has capacity 
for 5) girls, is divided so as to provide dormitory space on the second 
floor only, the first floor being used for a dining room, kitchen, and 
sewing room. The present building is not satisfactorily adapted, nor 
adequate in space, for a sanatorium school dermitery such as is needed 
at Fort Lapwai. A new dermitory building would serve an excellent 
purpose at this institution, but an estimate therefor was not inchided 
in the Budget. 

Very truly yours, 


Mr. KING. I would like to ask the Senator from Idaho 
whether there is any necessity for the building; whether, after 
it has been constructed, there will be any immates for it; and, 
if so, from what reservation they come and where they are now 
being cared for? 

Mr. GOODING. They are at the Lapwai Indian Reservation 
at the present time. They come from different Indian tribes. 
I de not know exactly from what part of the country they come. 
Seme come from Alaska. The buildings, us 1 said before, are 
all old and im unfit condition for the patients. These are young 
girls afflicted with tuberculosis. The Indian Commissioner, to- 
gether with the Secretary of the Interior, feels that the appro- 


Hvekerrt WorK, Secretary. 


priation should be authorized. It is onty an appropriation. I 
hepe it may be permitted to pass. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtis in the chair). Is 


there objection te the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., There is hereby authorized to be appropriated out 
of the Treasury of the United States the sum of $50,000 for the purpose 
of constructing and equipping a girls’ dormitory for the housing of 
patients being treated for tuberculosis in the Fort Lapwai Sanatorium, 
fers dormitory to be erected on the grounds now occupied by the 
sanatorium at Lapwai, Idaho. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LANDS POR THE CLALLAM TRIBE OF INDIANS, WASHINGTON 





The bill (8. 1707) appropriating money to purchase lands 
for the Clallam Tribe of Indians in the State of Washington, 
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order, 




















1924 


The bill had 
Affairs with 
clause and 


been reported from the 
un amendment to strike out 


insert the following: 


Committee on Indian 
all after the enacting 


hereby 
the 
$600,000, to be 


That there is 
in the Treasury of 


authorized to be 
United otherwise at 
paid per capita to the 


appropriated, out of moneys 


States not propriated, 


Indians of 


5 
the 


sum of the 


Clallam 


State of Washington upon enrollment of said Indians to be made 
under the direction of and to be approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior: Provided, That before payment to the individual Indians 
they shall relinquish in writing all claims of any nature against the 
United States under any treaty, agreement, or act of Congress, and 
agree to accept such payment in full satisfaction of any and al! 
claims whatsoever against the United States ind provided further, 
That the shares of minor hildren shall be retained in the Treasury 
of the United States, where they shall draw interest at the rate of 
3 cent per annum until such minors reach the age of majority 
under the laws of the State of Washington, after which such minor 
shall be paid their shares upon application to the Secretary of the 
Interior: Provided further, That not more than 10 per cent of th 
amount appropriated, and in no event not more than $15,000 thereof 
shall be paid to the attorney employed by the tribe under contract 
pproved by the Secretary of the Interior 

Mr. KING Mr. President, IT would like an explanation of 
the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The bill authorizes an appro- 
priation of 8600,000, T know that that sounds a little bit 


large, yet the facets in the case I think will appeal to everyone 


The facts briefly are these: The Clallam Indians ure involved 


There were 4,000 or 5,000 of them a great many years ago. 
They entered into an agreement with the Government together 
with other Indians under which the Skokomish Indian Reser 


vation was established. These Indians thought they 


were Sole 


to lave certain territory that they had been occupying for 
a great muny years, but they found as a matter of fact they 
were going to be put on the same reservation with the Skoko 
mist) Indians, their hereditary enemies. They refused to go 
on the tract with those Indians. There are now some three 
or .our hundred of them. The report read in part as follows: 

There are now between S00 and 400 Indian some of whom are 
in need of imprediate iSsistanes \ number of these Indians reside 
on a small tract of about 215 acres near Jamestown, Wash which 
tract they themselves purchased about 40 years ago They have 
always been loval and peaceable, and it is the boast of the Clallam 
Indians that they ha never shed the blood of a white person.” 
Chey have never received any land from the Government but have 
managed to get along by fishing, working in factories and mills, and 
doing farnr work for the whites, and their income at best has been 
meager 


The reason of that was very plain, because these lands were 
very heavily timbered and it was impossible for them to make 
a living on them. This in brief is the condition: These 
Indians surrendered to the Government a large tract of their 
land and believed they were going to be placed upon a reserva- 
tion. When they found the reservation they were going upon 
it was discovered to be among their hereditary enemies. The 
Committee on Indian Affairs looked into this very carefully. 
They considered it at several meetings and came to the con- 
clusion that it was but just and fair thaf we should recommend 


this treatment to the Indians. I hope in justice to them that 
the bill may be passed. 
Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President. I recall distinetly the vari- 


ous hearings held before the Committee on Indian Affairs when 
the bill was up for consideration. It appealed very whole- 
somely to my sense of justice. They are not asking all that is 
due them in justice. They are not asking that much. It is 
rather a poor substitute for what is really and justly due them. 
The best that can be done is proposed in the bill, and I think 
that it ought to be passed. I remember distinctly the hearings 


before the committee. I know of no case in the Northwest 
that appears to be stronger than this one. 
Mr. ROBINSON. ‘The original draft of the bill contem- 


plated the purchase of land for the use of the Indians. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It did. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I see it has been changed and modified to 
provide for a per capita payment. 

Mr. 


JONES of Washington. It has been. There wus no 
public land to be taken, and they could not get land for less 


than $100 or $200 per acre. 
Mr. FLETCHER. How much per capita would it amount to? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. They estimate that there 

about 400 Indians, so it would be about $1,000 per capita. 
Mr. ROBINSON. 

400 of them. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; 


that is true, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE 


are | 
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Mr 


FLETCHER. The Government would pay the amoun 
to each individual, and they would s n the same sifuatior 
they are now in. 

Mr JONES of Washington They ire a ver indus 
tribe of Indians. This would enable them to get a smal ract 
of land and build some small homes 

Mr. ASHURST They own about 2.000 acres now 

Mr. JONES of Washington. They have about 2.000 ‘ 

Mr. ASHURST It is the purpose to take this mo inl 
buy a small tract to add to the 2,000 acres which the tribe ) 
holds, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The question is on x 
to the amendment reported by the committee 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 
amendment was concurred ip 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readis 


read the third time, and passed 


BILLS PASSED OVER 

The bill (S. 1800) for the relief of Emelus S. Tozier was at 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. KING Let that bill go over 

‘he PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be passed ove: 

The bill (S. 1639) to provide for the appointment of a court 
reporter by each judge of the United States district court 
fixing their salaries and fees, defining their duties, and 
pealing all laws and parts of laws inconsistent herewith 


announced as next in order 
Mr. KING. Let that 
Mr. JOHNSON of 


bill fo over, 


Minnesota I should like to that that 


iS 


bill go over. The Senator from Montana [Mr. Wars] is in 
terested in the bill Probably we can recur to the bill later on 
CAPT. JOHN W. LOVELAND, JR., DECEASED 
The bill (S. 1387) to provide for payment of the amount 


a war-risk insurance policy to a beneficiary designated by Capt 
John W. Loveland, jt deceased vas 
order 


imnounced is nex 


Mr. KING Reserving the right to object—— 

Mr. CURTIS I ask that the bill go over. 

Mr. EDGE. T[ trust objection will be withheld until T can 
make a brief statement 

Mr. SPENCER. The Senator has five minutes in which to 


explain the bill 


Mr. EDGE. This bill has been on the calendar for some 
time. The case has been investigated by two distinet con 
mittees of the Senate Last year it was considered by a sub 
committee, over which the Senator from Delaware [Mr 


BAYARD] presided, and he reported it favorably to the Senate 


This year another committee, over which the Senator from 
Missouri {[Mr. Spexcer] presided, has taken like action. It is 
the case of a soldier who died while he was making every 
possible effort to have his war insurance readjusted. It is a 


very 
been 


worthy case 
made, so 


The objections which have been made have 
far as I can ascertain, without an effort to 
study the real facts of the case. If the Senators will permit 
the Senator from Missouri, who has investigated the matte: 
thoroughly this year, as the Senator from Delaware did last 
vear, to make a statement, I am sure they will approve of the 
bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON. 
bill whether the bill 
former occasion at some length? 

Mr. EDGE. I have just stated that it was 

Mr. ROBINSON. And objection was made to it 
discussed at length. 

Mr. EDGE. The objection then made, I may say, was for 
the purpose of affording further investigation, as will be dis 
closed by the Recorp. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The report of the department on 


I inquire of the Senator in charge of the 


was not considered by the Senate on 4 


atiter it was 


the bill 


is adverse. I will read a brief statement from that report: 
In view of the general terms of the war risk insurance act, apply 

ing to all alike, and the fact that the bill is a special measure which 

amounts in effect to a pension, I am opposed to such special legislation 





the the 


as opening way to granting of free insurance. The proposed 
measure as a matter of policy seems to me inadvisable. 
Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, will the Senator from Arkan 


Sus yield to me? 


Mr. KING. I have objected to the consideration of the bill 

Mr. SPENCER. The bill now before the Senute was referred 
to me by the committee. 

Mr. KING. Regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. SPENCER. MI desire to give the Senate the facts in the 
ease. It is an interesting state of facts. Captain Loveland 


while in the service took out insurance. When he was dis- 





EOS 
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charge mr f service in January, 1919, he wrote to the de- 
partment and stated, “I want to continue my insurance; give 
me the facts upon which IT can continue it and the information 
that I nee Krom January 1, 1919, until August 29 of the 
same yeur he received no answer. Here we come to the crux 


of t ease. On August 29 the department wrote back to him 

| e him some information, but not the information for 

hich he had asked. The same day he replied to the depart- 
ment and stated, “That is not the information I want. What is 
the rate and what must I do? And here is my check for the 
last pre On Aucust 2, after that letter was sent, so 
fur as Captain Loveland or his people know there was no 
an r whatever from the department. Here is what the de- 
partment +: “When that letter came to us we answered it 
in this way; we sent a circular containing the information that 
he wanted When the department was asked, “How do you 
know that you answered the letter?’ the officials stated, “Be- | 
enu \ uch letters come we have the eustom of putting 

th a blue pencil a mark on the letter to which we send a cir- 
cular reply.” 

When the committee investigated those facts, here were the 
two sides of the case: If the department did not give him the | 
information, on every principle of law and of justice, his insur- | 
ance being in dispute, he was entitled to his insurance. He 
died in the month of October. 

If the department is right, and the officials gave him the in- 
formation, there is no cause of action. Dut they say that the 
only evidence they have is the blue pencil mark upon his letter 
which indicates that a circular letter of information went out 
to him He and his people say that no letter ever came to 
him and that he never got the answer whic he wanted, and 
that he was waiting for it every day. Unde those circum 

ances the committee gave him the benefit of the doubt and 
decided that he was entitled to his insurance. 

Mr. KING Objection was made 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bil! will be passed over. 

BILLS PASSED OVER 

The hill (S. 2885) for the relief of the Davis Construction 
(Co. was announced as next in order. 

AlIr. OVERMAN. Let that bill go over 

Mr. EDGE. Do T understand that objection was made to the 


consideration of Senate bill 1387? 
‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tor refers has been passed over. 
Mr. EDGE. On whose objection? 
Mr. KING. I objected to the consideration of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator Utah ob- 
jected to the consideration of the bill. 


The bill to which the Sena- 


from 
EUSTACIO RB. DAVISON 


The bill (S. 513) 
announced as next 


for the relief of Eustacio 
in order. 


i. Davison was 


Mr. KING. Let that bill go over. 
Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator from Utah 


permit me to make an explanation of the bill? 

Mr. KING. As the Senator from Arizona has suggested that 
he desires to make an explanation of the bill I shall be very 
glad to hear the explanation. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, Mr. Davison enlisted as a 
soldier; he was wounded in battle; was laid out for dead; and 
was about to be buried in a trench with dead soldiers, when 
it was ascertained by a physician that there was a spark of life 
in him. He was uneonscious, but was taken to the hospital, 
and after many weeks recovered. He rejoined his comrades, 
but never gave any notice of that fact to the appropriate officers, 
and was, therefore, listed as a deserter. He was not a deserter 
in fact. He is dead. His widow is S82 years of age. He has 
surviving him children who have a pride in his service, which 
they think was, and which really was, an honorable service, 
and they only seek by this bill to remove the defect that has 
rested on his record. 

It is not proposed any pension is ever to be granted under this 
bill; it is merely to correct an error in the soldier’s record. 

Mr. KING. ‘The Senator is in error as to that. 

M. FLETCHER, The bill provides that 
accrue prior to its passage, but a pension 
quently 

Mr. ASHURST. 


no pension shall 
may be paid subse- 


The proviso reads: 

Provided, That no pension shall acerue prior to the passage of this 
act. 

I am willing to add the words “ er subsequent to the passage 
of this act,” and 1 will move an amendment so that it will read: 


Provided, ‘That no pension shall acerue prior to the passage of this 
act or subsequent thereto, 


I ask that that amendment 
after the word “ act.” 

Mr. ROBINSON. The same object could be accomplished by 
inserting the words “ or subsequent” after the word “ prior.” 

Mr. ASHURST. The children of this soldier do not seek a 
pension; they only wish to have his record cleared. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, if the facts are as stated by the 
Senator—and I have no doubt that they are—and if we remove 
the disability and allow his name to be placed on the roll, his 
widow should be entitled to a pension. 

Mr. ASHURST. His children would not wish it. 

The able and diligent Senator from Texas [Mr SHepparp]— 
and we all know how diligently he labors—wrote the report in 
this case, and really knows as much about it as I do. The 
report, in my judgment, is absolutely correct and can not be 
disputed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arizona will be stated. 

The Reapinc CLerK. In line 10, after the word “ prior,” it is 
proposed to insert the words “or subsequent,” so as to make 
the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws 
and the laws governing the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers, or any branch thereof, Eustacio B, Davison, formerly of Com- 
A and H, Eighty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
shall be held and considered to have been honorably discharged from the 
military service of the United States as a sergeant on the 13th day of 
June, 1862: Provided, That no pension shall accrue prior or subsequent 
to the passage of this act. 


may be adopted in line 11, 


Is there objection to the 


panies 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


AMENPMENT OF THE JUDICIAL CODE 


The bill (S. 2060) to amend the Judicial Code, further to 
define the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of appeals and of 
the Supreme Court, and for other purposes, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, that appears to be a very 
important bill; it proposes to amend the Judicial Code in many 
important particulars. I think it ought to receive more con- 
sideration than it can have under the present circumstances. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If the Senate will pardon the 
Presiding Officer, who reported the bill and introduced it, he 
will say that he has no disposition to bring it up for considera- 
tion at the present session. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Very well. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


FXTENSION OF INSURANCE AND COLLECT-ON-DELIVERY SERVICE 


The bill (H. R. 4442) to extend the insurance and collect-on- 
delivery service to thiml-class mail, and for other purposes, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the requirement of section 8 of the act of 
August 24, 1912, making appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other 
purposes (37 Stat. L. pp. 557, 558, 559), applicable to fourth-class 
(parcel post) mail: “ That the Postmaster Gencral shall make provision 
by regulation for the indemnification ef shippers for shipment injured 
or lost, by insurance or otherwise, and when desired for the collection 
on delivery of the postage and price of the article shipped, fixing such 
charges as May be necessary to pay the cost of such additional service,” 
is hereby extended to cover third-class domestic mail 


Mr. KING. I should like to have an explanation of that 
measure. 
Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, the purpose of the bill is 


simply to extend the insurance and collect-on-delivery features 
of fourth-class mail to third-class mail. There seems to be 
quite a demand among the users of the mail that that should 
be done. Fourth-class mail, of course, may now be insured and 
there may be collection on delivery in the case of such mail. 


Mr. ROBINSON. How would the bill affect the postal 
revenues? What would be the result with respect to a deficit 


or un inerease in revenue? 
Mr. SMOOT. Ido not think it would affect that at all. 
Mr. STERLING. I do not think it will affect the postal 


revenues at all, I will say to the Senator. 
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Mr. ROBINSON. Very well. 

Mr. KING. Is there any dubiety in regard to the matter? 
Will it place an additional burden on the department? 

Mr. STERLING. No; I do not see how it would. The bill 
merely provides for insurance on third-class mall and also for 


the collect on delivery privilege; that is all. I do not see 
how it will decrease the revenues. 
Mr. KING. It will necessitate an Increase in the personnel 


of the department. 


Mr. STERLING. I do not think so. 
Mr. SMOOT. None at all. 
Mr. STERLING. I will say that this has been recommended 


by the Postmaster General. I quote from a letter from the 
Postmaster General to the chairman of the House committee in 
relation to his bill, in which he says: 

In reply I beg to Inform you that the bill meets with the approval 
of the department, the language thereof being identical with a recom- 
mendation contained on page 74 of its annual report for the last fiscal 
year, and it is recommended that this provision be enacted Into law. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
a question? 

Mr. STERLING. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will not this require extra work in the offices 
in sorting out this of mail, and will it not delay the 
delivery of the mail if the postmen are required to secure 
delivery receipts? 


May I ask the Senator from South Dakota 


class 


Mr. STERLING. I can hardly answer the Senator in regard 
to that. But it does not occur to me that there will be any | 


great delay. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should think it would delay proceedings 
in the office in sorting the mail, and delivery would also be 
retarded by the postmen being required to wait in order to 
have a receipt signed. 

Mr. STERLING. I do not think it will interfere with 
delivery of the mail at all. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator that it 
will not take a particle more time to give a receipt where the 
package is delivered at destination than to give a receipt where 
it is mailed. I think it is proper and right that the bill should 
be passed. If the Senator or I should desire to send third-class 
matter collect on delivery, as is proposed to be allowed by this 
bill, I think he and I should have such right and the 
amount collected at the other end of the line. 

Mr. BAYARD. I quite agree to that; but will the fee charged 
under its operation compensate for the extra work? 

Mr. SMOOT. A fee would be charged the same as in the case 
of other mail. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALLOWANCES OF OFFICERS OF ARMY, NAVY, AND RELATED SERVICES 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, a short time ago Order 
of Business 268, being the bill (S. 2299) to validate the payment 
of commutation of quarters, heat, and light under the act of 
April 16, 1918, and of rental and subsistence allowances under 
the act of June 10, 1922, went over upon objection of the Sen- 
ator from Utah [Mr. Smoor]. It may be remembered that this 
bill has been on the calendar for something like two and a half 
or three months, during which period the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Howe tu], the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine], and 
I have been discussing the question of the commutation of quar- 
ters, heat, light, and rental allowances for those officers of the 
Army and Navy and related services who have dependent 
mothers. 

I may say for the information of the Senate, although it may 
not be interesting, that the Senator from Nebraska and I have 
been consulting on the question for some time and have agreed 
to an amendment which we believe will protect the Treasury 
from undue pressure from the officers in the military service on 
the ground of dependent mothers. 

This bill is printed on the calendar with the notation, “ Motion 
entered to reconsider vote.” It has passed the Senate once. 


the 


have 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. As a matter of fact, the rulings of the 
comptroller have nullified the law 
Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that I do not want 


it to be taken up to-night. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Very well. 
Vv. EF. SCHERMERHORN 

(H. R. 6049) 


AND OTHERS 


The bill for the relief of V. FE 


Schermerhorn, 


E. C. Caley, G. W. Campbell, and Philip Hudspeth was an 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, a few moments ago Senate 
bill 2685, Order of Business 354, was announced, and I rose 
for the purpose of attracting the attention of the Chair The 


Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Ever] asked who was objecting 
I think, under the rule, we have five minutes on bills. IT do 
not believe that any Senator who objected to that bill under- 
stood its provisions or he would not have objected I should 
like to move that we return to Order of Business 354 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 


that a bill already passed over can be returned to only by 
unanimous consent, under the agreement already made 
Mr. STANFIELD. I ask unanimous consent that we return 


to that bill 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
asks unanimous consent that the 
Business 354, Senate bill 2685. 


The Senator from 
Senate return to 


Oregon 
Order of 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Just a moment, Mr. President. I do 


not desire to interpose an unnecessary objection to the request 
of the Senator from Oregon; but if the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. Smoor] is going to adopt the attitude that he has adopted 
about a bill which has already passed the Senate and av: 


rinst 


| Which there is nothing pending but a motion to reconsider, I 


shall insist that all bills once having been passed over shall 
not be returned to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Mr. STANFIELD. I hope the will not make an 
objection. If he does, | want to serve notice that I am going 
to object as long as I can stand on the floor and object to bills 
being considered, 


Mr. WADSWORTH, 


Ob lect ion 


Senator 


is made. 


The Senator from Oregon and T find 
ourselves in the same position. 
Mr. STANFIELD. Then, I think, Mr. President, we might 


just as well adjourn, because | 
tion of every bill that comes up. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will 
take that stand. I want, just for a moment, to 
Order of Business No. 400, House bill 6049. 


shall object to the 


considera- 


not 
explain 


This bill has passed the Senate in about three different 
Congresses. It is for the destruction of property belonging 
| to some men at Fort Riley as the result of the carelessness 





If it can be brought up, I desire to offer an amendment which | 


has been agreed to by the Senator from Nebraska and myself 
and which he and I are convinced will correct the situation and 
save the Government from abuse. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the bill can not pass the House 
at this session of Congress, anyway. 
ment, and I do not know what it provides. But I do know that 
the calendar is full in season and out of season of measures 
designed to give some kind of advantage to men in the Regular 
Army. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. And the regular Navy and the Coast 
Guard and the Public Health Service, 

Mr, SMOOT. Yes. 


I have not seen the amend- | 





of a Regular soldier. The amount reported here was found 
by a commission of Army oflicers who investigated the mat- 
ter and found that it was due to these men whose property 
was destroyed. The bill has been reeommended by the War 
Department, and I hope there will net be any objection to it. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
objects, and the bill will be passed over. 

AKTIESELSKABET MARIE DI GIORGIO 

The bill (H. R. 8235) for the relief of Aktieselskabet Maria 
di Giorgio, a Norwegian corporation, of Christiania, Norway, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon 
(Mr. STanrieip] has announced his purpose of objecting to 
the consideration of any bill on the calendar unless consent 
is granted to return to a bill which was objected to some time 


from Oregon 


ago. Such procedure, of course, can not be tolerated by the 
Senate. If he persists in that attitude, I think the Senate 


might just as well adjourn. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, I renew my request for 
unanimous consent to return to Senate bill 2685. I think I am 
entitled to it. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, under the procedure of the 
Senate no Senator has a right to insist upon returning to a 


pill that has been passed over upon the objection of any 
Senator. I know aothing about the merits of the bill in which 


the Senator from Oregon is Interested, but it must be reco- 
nized that Senators have the right to object to the considera- 
tion of bills on the calendar. 

Mr. SYANFTIELD. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON. If the Senator seeks to prevent the con- 
sideration of other measures on the calendar merely because 
a Senator has exercised his right to object to a bill in which 
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he is interested, he is pursuing a course that can not find jus- 
tification in the procedure, precedents, or practices of the 
Senate 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON, I yield to the Senator for a question. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Under the unanimous-consent agreement 
I was entitled to five minutes on this bill. I endeavored, un- 
successfully, to attract the attention of the Chair. All that I 
am asking is this: lL am not going to object or take offense—— | 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, that is an utterly irrele- 
vant statement. The bill had been passed over upon objection 


I do not know who objected—and the Senate 
had proceeded to dispose of a number of other bills, The Sen- 
ator from Oregon thereupon rose and insisted upon the right to 


of some Senatoi 


recur to a measure that had already been passed over upon an 
objection being made, which any Senator had the right to 
make, The Senator from Oregon thereupon threatened the 


Senate with objecting to the consideration of any other meas- 


ure upon the calendar. 

I give notice now that with that statement made there will 
be no recurrence to the bill of the Senator from Oregon. It | 
will not be considered with that statement outstanding under | 


any conditions, and I shall move to adjourn unless the Senator 
from Oregon promptly withdraws his statement. 


Mr. STANFIELD Mr. President, I hope the Senator from 
Arkansas will not take that stand. I think I am entitled to | 
return to Senate bill 2GS5. | 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I have stated that there 
will be no recurrence with the statement of the Senator from | 
Oregon outstanding. If the Senator from Oregon wishes to | 


that statement and let the Senate proceed and sub- 
submits a respectful request for unanimous consent, 


withdraw 
sequently 


I myself will give it due consideration. If he chooses to pur- | 
sue that course, there will be no further bills considered. | 
There will be no recurrence at present. | 
Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President 
Mr. ROBINSON. I yield to the Senator for a question. | 


The order of business is the 
the unanimous-consent 


but to go on with 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
calling of the calendar as determined by 
ngreement. The Chair sees nothing to do 
the calling of the calendar. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Chair 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. President, 1 
tor from Arkansas quite understood 
Oregon was going to say. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Oh, 
ment of the Senator from | 
He objected to the next bill 
that no other bill would be considered. 
for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the calendar. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of House bill 8235, the title of which has been stated by the 
Secretary ? | 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
ject to this bill, I desire to state that I may be the cause of this 
situation. It was I who offered an objection to the consideration | 
of the bill to which the Senator from Oregon desired to return, ! 
That objection may have been unreasonable. I admit it. It 
came from me as the result of an objection from the senior Sen- 

| 
i 


is correct. 
do not 
what 


Sena- 
from 


helieve the 
the Senator 


state- 
clear. 


floor 


the 
perfectly 
from the 


understood 
was 


yes; everyone 
Oregon. It 
and announced 


Mr. President, I call 


The regular order is the con- 


Mr. President, reserving the right to ob- 


ator from Utah [Mr. *moor], directed against a bill which has 
been on the calendar for three months, in support of which the 
Military Affairs Committee and IT have been working all this 
time, endeavoring to frame language which would be satisfactory 
to those who objected to the bill. The language now has been 
agreed upon; and when I asked an opportunity to present an 
amendment to the bill, the bill not being on the calendar in the 
usual sense but having already passed the Senate and being 
merely printed here with a notation of a motion to reconsider 
made by the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Krne], I confess 
that 1 felt it was unfair that the Military Affairs Committee 
should not be given a chance to perfect its own measure. That 
was the reason for my objection to other Senators having the 
privilege of going back to their bills. 

I do not want to stand in the way of the Senator from Oregon. 
I understand his interest, and I have no objection to his bill; | 
and with this statement, giving my reasons for having made that 
objection, I withdraw the objection. 





Mr. ROBINSON. My. President, I shall certainly object; 
and I have made it clear that there will be no. consideration 
of the bill proposed by the Senator from Oregon with his 





Senators must consent to the con- 


outstanding that | 
he will object to all bills on the | 
i 


of that bill or 


statement 
sideration 
calendar. 


We might just as well settle that matter now, 
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Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, 
I think he is misquoting what I said. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I call for the regular order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state 
the next bill on the calendar. 
BRUUSGAARD 


will the Senator yield? 


KIOSTERUDS DAMPSKIRBS AKTIESELSKAB 
The bill (H. R, 8237) for the relief of Bruusgaard Kiosteruds 
Dampskibs Aktieselskab, a Norwegian corporation of Dram- 
men, Norway, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMPSON-VACHE BOAT CO. 


The bill (H. R. 2123) for the relief of the Thompson-Vache 
Boat Co., of Bonnots Mill, Mo., was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill has been passed, 
and a motion to reconsider has been entered. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, is there any objection to the 
consideration of this bill? , 

Mr. ROBINSON. I understand the record shows a motion 
to reconsider the bill, which has already passed, and the motion 
to reconsider is pending. 


Mr. SPENCER. Not House bill 2123. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. KING. I withdraw the motion, Mr. President. 

Mr. SPENCER. I misunderstood the situation. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, if the motion is 


withdrawn, I think the Recorp ought to show that there was a 
reconsideration, and that the bill then passed. Would not that 
be the regular order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. It 
chance to go to court. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill, which was ordered 


It would. 


simply gives this concern a 


| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Cc. C. CARSON ° 
The bill (H. R. 2126) for the relief of C. C. Carson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILL PASSED OVER 
The bill (S. 1783) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
secure for the United States title to certain private lands 


contiguous to and within the Militia Target Range Reserva- 
tion, State of Utah, was announced as next in order. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill 
over, 


will be passed 


HARRY ROSS HUBBARD 


The bill (S. 336) for the relief of Harry Ross Hubbard was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United 
States is authorized and directed to credit the accounts of Harry 
Ross Hubbard, lieutenant (junior grade) United States Navy, with 
the sum of $942.25, disallowed in item 5 of statement of differences, 
certificate No. N-1379-—E, dated May 6, 1922. 


The bilf was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


PROTECTION OF FOREST LANDS, ETC. 


The bill (S. 1182) to provide for the protection of forest 
lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas, for the extension 
of national forests, and for other purposes, in order to promote 
the continuous production of timber on lands chiefly suitable 
therefor, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I have an explanation of 
that bill? It is a very important one. If it can be passed this 
evening, I shall not object. 

Mr. McNARY. I concur with the remarks of the Senator 
from Utah. The bill is a very large one. It compreghends a 
national plan for reforestation. I want to give notice that 
to-morrow morning I shall move to take it up for consideration. 

Mr. KING. The Senator understood that no objection was 
made? 

Mr. McNARY. Yes. 

Mr. KING. I did not object. 

Mr. McNARY. I appreciate that very much indeed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon 
asks that the bill be passed over? 








I ao. | 


pore, It will be passed over 


The PRESIDENT 


McNARY. 


nro ter 


Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, in view of the withdrawal 
of the objection of the Senater from New York to Senate bill 
Pah, Order « f Business 354, and inasmuch as have passed 
some bills since I served notice that I should object to the 
passage of other bills, it is evident that I have withdrawn and 
retracted that statement I now ask unanimous consent to 
recur to Order of Business 354 

Mr. ROBINSON Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator 
that he let the calendar proceed for awhile, and I think there 
will be no objeetion, upon his statement, to recurring to the 
bill a little later. 

Mr. STANFIELD. I hope the Senator from Arkansas is not 


now going to object. 


Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest to the Senator that he let the 
calendar proceed for the present 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
BILL PASSED OVER 
The bill (S. 56) for the allowance of certain claims for In 


demnity for spoliations by the French prior to July 31, 1801, 
as reported by the Court of Claims, was announced as next in 


order. 


Mr. OVERMAN. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. | 
REGULATION OF CHILD LABOR 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 1) proposing an amendment 


to the Constitution of the United States giving Congress power 
to limit or prohibit child labor, was announeed as next in order. 
Mr. FLETCHER. ‘That measure should be disposed of. It 


ought to be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. WARREN. ‘It should go off the calendar. 

Mr. ROBINSON. That is a joint resolution, identical with 
one from the House of Representatives which passed the Senate 
a few days ago, and this should be disposed of. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I think it ought tobe indefinitely pest- 


poned, and go off the calendar, and I so move. 
l e Wis ugreed Lo. . 


n 
PRESIDENT pro tempore 
indefinitely postpened. 


rorioen 


The joint resolution will be 


RILT. PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 246) for the relief of Margaret I. Varnum, was 
announced as next in. order. 

Mr. KING. Let that go over 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, 

J. H rOoULoOUSs? 

The bill (S. 8354) for the relief of J. H. Toulouse, was con- | 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, -etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury !s authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $631.20 to J. H. Toulouse, to reimburse him 
for expenses incurred by him in connection with the devising and prepa- 
ration of certain forms that were adopted by the Sales Tax Unit of the 
Bi iu of Internal Revenue in connectton with the collection of the tax 
on admissions j 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


BILL PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 3691) declaring an emergency In respect to cer- 
tain agricultural commodities, to promote equality between 
agricultural commedities and ether commodities, and for other 
purposes, was announeed as next in order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempere. The bill will be passed over. 


HUBERT REYNOLDS 


5541) for the relief of Hubert Reynolds 
in Committee of the Whole and was read, 


The bill (H. R. 
was considered as 
as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act for the relief of 
Hubert Reynolds,” appreved September 21, be, and the same is 
hereby, amended by substituting $57,983.20 for the amount $69,300 
in line 5, in order that the Postmaster General may be autherized to 
credit the former postmaster at Greeley, Colo., for the actual value of 
certain war savings stamps instead of their maturity value as provided 
by the act, 

Mr. KING. May I have an explanation of this measure, Mr. | 
President? It seeks to appropriate $57,000, Is the Senator 
from Colorado familiar with this bill? 


1999 
he? cmey 
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sidered as in Committee of 
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Mr. PHIPPS. I have just re t eport. I t k 
hould pass, because it merely se sto rrect the amount 
wa redited to the postmaster, based on the maturity value 
ol ce ur Saving Slamps, When : e been crm i 
\ h the value at the time the s im] er ! ‘ed to him 
This is to straighten out the reeord, ant SI passe 
the amount will stand there as a bakinee, | bse e Govern 
ment not going t ul hat amount to M Ki is or to 
ubvol els I se I it o tl } SMU he | l rhe 
rey rt seems ft he ¢ ( nel 

Mr. KING. I confess that I was unable to comprehend the 
Statement of the Senator because of the ise and confusion in 
the Chamber Was this a theft an embezzlement of funds 
intrusted to the postmaster for which he nm seeks compensi 
tion at the hands of the Government? 

Mr. PHIPPS. It was a theft, or burgla and was so found 
The postmaster was “l with the gross sum of about 
S69. 300, the maturity \ ie of the war savings mps, which 
was thought at that time toe be the proper credit to be given, 
but, as a matter of fact, he should only huve been credited with 
the current or present value of the stamps at the time they 
were delivered to him. By crediting him with the present value 
instead of the maturity value the reeords of the ‘Treasury De 
partment and the Post Office Department can be closed if 
the bill is not passed, there will remain a balance there of some 
$11,000, to which neither Reynolds nor anyone else is entitled 

Mr. KING. Is there any evidence to show that he was free 
from blame for the theft? 

Mr. PHIPPS. Oh, ves; it was on that theory that the Cor 
gress pussed the former bill, but thev gave him eredit for the 
maturity value of the stamps instead of the present value of 


the stamps. This reduees 


Mr. KING 


the amount of the eredit 


rhis is 


ail is in for SO7.000 instead of 
S$11.000. 

Mr. CAPPER I call the attention of the Senator from Utah 
to the statement of Postmaster General New on page 2, in | 
letter, in which he says: 

The evidence in the case showing that loss of these stamps re 
sulted from no fu { gligence on the part of the pestmwaster, be was 
relieved of responsibility by this act 

This bill, it will be seen, was prepared by the Post Office De 
partment and sent wp here with the request that Congress puss 
it as prepared 

The bill was reported to the Senate witheut amendment, or- 
dered to a third rending, read the third time. and passed, 

\LBERT O. TUCKER 


The bill €S, BOSD) for the relief of Albert ©. Tucker wars cor 


the Whole, and was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, ete., That in the admini pension law 


and the laws conferring rights and privileges upon honorably discharged 


tration of the 


soldiers, Albert O. Tuek late of Company K, Eleventh Regiment Con 
necticut Volunteer Infantry, shall ” held and considered to have 
been honerab) discharged from the vllitar serviee of the United 
States as a member of said company and reg nt from July 23, 1863: 
Provided, That no pensien shall accrue prier to the passage of this act 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, er- 


dered to be engressed for a third reading, read the third time, 
| and passed. 
MEXICAN NATIONALS ADMITTED INTO THE UNITED STATES 


The resolution (S. Res. 202) directing the Secretary of Labor 
to furnish information as to the number of Mexican nationals 
admitted into the United States during the past 12 months was 
read and agreed to, as follows: 


Resotred, That the Secretary of Labor be hereby 


directed to trans 
mit to the Senate a statement furnishing complete information as to 
the number of nationals of Mexico admitted tnto the United States 


during the past 12 months. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Gommittee on Educa- 
tion and Labor recommend that the preamble be stricken out, 
and it will be stricken out. 


INDUSTRIAL VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION 


The bill (S. 2590) to amend sections 1, 3, and 6 of an act 


entitled “An act to provide for the promotion of vocational re- 
habilitation of persons disabled in industry or otherwise and 


their return to civil employment” was announced as next in 
order, 

Mr. FESS. I ask that that be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT’ pro tempore. Without objection, it will 


be indefinitely postponed. 
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AGRICULTURAL 
F111) 


LePLSIVe! 


INFORMATION 
The bill (HT 


making move e3 


to promote American agriculture by 
available and by expanding the serv- 


ice now rendered by the Department of Agriculture in gather- 
ing and disseminating information regarding agricultural pro- 
duction, competition, and demand in foreign countries in pro- 
moting the sale of farm products abroad, and in other ways, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr, SMO’ That can not be passed to-night. Let it go 
over 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. LADD. Mr President, I hope the Senator will withdraw 
his opposition for a moment. I would like to explain this bill 
for just a moment, if he will withdraw his objection. 

The Department of Agriculture is very anxious to have this 
enacted iuto law in order that they can carry on their work 
Without misunderstanding. I hope the bill may be passed. 

Mr. KING Objection is made. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, this is a bill in which the 
Department of Agriculture is -very much interested. It is 
largely a reenactment of existing legislation for the purpose of 
clarifying it and codifying it, and its passage would greatly 
facilitate the disposition of agricultural products in the foreign 
market, 

Mr. KING. I insist on my objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


BRILL PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 1638) authorizing the Court of Claims to adjudi- 
eate the claim of Capt. David MeD, Shearer for compensation 
for the adoption and use and acquisition by the United States 
Government of his patented inventions was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


RELIEF FOR VICTIMS OF ATRPLANE ACCIDENT AT LANGIN FIELD 


The bill (S. 1740) to provide relief for the victims of the air- 
plane accident at Langin Field was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, and was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of War is authorized and 
directed to pay, in leu of any other payment now authorized by law, 
(a) the sum of $5,000 to the personal representative of every person 
not in the military or naval forces of the United States who was killed 
or whose death is a direct result of injuries sustained in the airplane 
accident at Langin Field, Moundsville, W. Va., on July 10, 1921; (b) 
a reasonable amount, not exceeding $2,000, to every such person who 
was injured in such accident, as reimbursement for medical, surgical, 
and hospital attendance, supplies, and expenses, and as compensation 
for loss of time as a direct result of such injury; (c) a reasonable 
amount to the owner of any property destroyed or damaged by such 
accident as compensation for such destruction or damage. 

Sec, 2. That the amounts to be paid under subdivisions (b) and (c) 
of section 1 shall be determined after a public hearing by a board of 
officers appointed by the commanding officer of the nearest aviation 
post and approved by the Chief of the Air Service and the Secretary of 
War. 

Src. 3. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be necessary 
to tarry out the provisions of this act, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ALLOWANCES TO RETIRED GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES 


The bill (S. 8011) to amend the act entitled “An act for the 
retirement of employees in the classified civil service, and for 
other purposes,” approved May 22, 1920, and acts in amend- 
ment thereof, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KRING. Let that go over. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, this is the civil service 
retirement act, providing for an increase from the maximum 
of $720 a yeur to the civil-service retired employees on annui- 
ties to the maximum of $1,200 per annum. I hope that who- 
ever has objected to the bill will withdraw the objection and 
that it may pass at this time. Otherwise I wish to give notice 
that at the first opportunity I shall move for the immediate 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, do I understand that 
the bill proposes to raise the retirement pay from $720 to 
$1,200? 

Mr. STANFIELD. That is correct; it does. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I do not want to be understood as 
opposing the bill, but does not the Senator think that a bill of 
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that importance merits more consideration than we can give it 
under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. STANFIELD. I will say to the Senator from Missouri 
that I am perfectly willing that it should have more considera- 
tion. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. 
objecting. 

Mr. STANFIELD. I 
notice that I shall 
opportunity. 

Mr. SMITH. Before we leave this, I would like to ask the 
Senator what the status of this bill is in the House. Is a bill 
of similar character being considered in the House? 

Mr. STANFIELD. A bill of a similar character has 
reported to the House. 

Mr. SMITH. Can the Senator tell me what progress it has 
made in the House? 

Mr. STANFIELD. 
I think. 

Mr. SMITH. The reason I am asking is this: That I am 
very much interested in this, and there are some features of it 
that I think are meritorious, and I think the bill ought to be 
considered and passed at this session. 

Mr. STANFIELD. The most I know about it is from the 
newspaper accounts, which state, as I understand, that in the 
House there will not be a rule so that the bill can be considered 
at this session of Congress. However, I think we should con- 
sider it here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
bill will be passed over. 


I do not want to be understood as 


only wanted the opportunity to give 
move for its consideration at the first 


been 


It has been reported from the committee, 


Objection being made, the 


BILL PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 626) to prevent the sale of cotton and grain in 
future markets was announced as next in order. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Let that go over. 

Mr. KING. The Senator from Louisiana, who is not here this 
evening, wanted to be heard in regard to that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


ALBERT WOOD 


The bill (S. 147) for the relief of Albert Wood was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 
with an amendment, on line 6, to strike out “$1,475” and to 
insert in lieu thereof “ $750,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to pay to Albert Wood, of Vernonia, 
Columbia County, Oreg., out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise expended, the sum of $750, in full compensation for losses suf- 
fered by him through and in connection with the cancellation by the 
Post Office Department in October, 1915, of a contract held by him for 
earrying the mails on star route No. 73195, in the State of Oregon, 
from July 1, 1914, to June 30, 1918. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had concurred in 
the following concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 21) of the 
Senate: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the President of the United States be requested to return to the 
House of Representatives the enrolled bill (H. R. 5325) conferring 
jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, 
and enter judgment in any claims which the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Indians may have against the United States, and for other purposes, 


The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6645) to amend the national prohibition act, to 
provide for a bureau of prohibition in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, to define its powers and duties, and to place its personnel 
under the civil service act; and 

A bill (H. R. 7558) to authorize the payment of an indemnity 
to the Government of Norway on account of losses sustained 
by the owners of the Norwegian steamship Hassel as the result 
of a collision between that steamship and the American steam- 
ship Ausable. 
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INVESTIGATION OF LOSSES BY WHEAT GROWERS 

Me. NORBECK submitted 

240). which was referred to t 
forestry: 


he following resolution (S. Res 
ie Committee on Agriculture and 


i 
} 
i 





\ rons Go nent of the Un 1 Stat during the World 
War generally maintained a policy of noninterference with the pri 
of iple mmoaordlities ind 

"| reas, this policy resulted in the prices of mo ynmoditie 
soaring to entirely new and unheard-of price levels; and 

Vhereas the Government did not fell its policy of noninterfer 

n regard » wheat mt on the other hand by various means did 
depress th price of wheat until it was finally fixed at $2.20 per 
ina 

Whereas such price was much below the prevailing market price 

time it was fixed: Now, therefore, be it 

id lved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, or at 
subcommittee thereof, be, and it hereby is, authorized nd directed 
to investigate the amount of losses that were sustained by the wheat 
growers of the United States during the pe riod of governmenta 
terference with, and regulation of, the price of wheat, and make 
) » Congress not later than January 1, 1925 

Said Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, or any subcommittes 

i horized to send for persons hooks ind papel to l 
minister oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 


° nts per 190 words, to report such hearings as may be had on thi 


ila mmmittee, the expense hereof to be paid out oi 


ingen ind of the Senate 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED 


bill (HL. R. 6645) to amend the-national prohibition act, 
» provide for a bureau of prohibition in the Treasury De- 
partment, to define its powers and duties, and to place its 
versonnel under the civil service act, was read twice by its 
ind referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ADJUDICATION OF CLAIMs Of} AMERICAN CITIZENS 


he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LeNroor in the chair) 
iid before the Senate the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (S. 1192) to confer jurisdiction upon the 
United States District Court, Northern District of California, 
ty adjudicate the claims of American citizens, which was, on 
page 1, to strike out all after the word “therefor” in line 12 
lown to and including “ Sea” in line 5, page 2 

Mr. SHORTRIDGH I move that the Senate coneur in the 
Llonse amendment 

Che motion was ugreed to 


SCHOOL TRACHERS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Bl 


he bill (S 230) to amend section 11 of the act entitled 

An act for the retirement of public-school teachers in the 
District of Columbia,” approved January 15, 1920. was an 
nounced as next in order, 

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr, President, I hope the Senator who 
objected will permit me to make a statement. The Dill is 
in the interest of 22 District of Columbia school-teachers who 
had taught for many long years and who had broken down 
ind had to retire just before the general retirement law went 
into effect. The bill would permit them to receive a pension 
or retirement pay which the other teachers now receive. It 
would cost about $9,000 When the bill .was first introduced 
last year there were 28 teachers invelved. Since that time 
six have died and two that I know of are in the home for 
incurables, entirely dependent upon charity for their support 
It seems only right that the bill should pass and I ask thar 
the Senator who objected may withdraw his objection 


Mr. KING I objected to the passage of the bill for this | 
‘ason only It is held by some of the departments that this | 


would constitute a precedent under which all persons who have 
been In the employ of the Government and who may have re- 
tired before the pension bill was passed would have a right 
to apply to the Government to have a like pension. 

As soon as information which I have sought is furnished, 
which would determine whether this is a precedent and if so 
what it would impose upon the Government, I shall not object 
to the consideration of the bill, but until that information is 
available I hope the Senator will do me the courtesy not to 
ask for its consideration. I hope to get the information to- 
morrow. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore 


BILI. PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 1642) to provide for the purchase and sale of 
farm products was announced as next in order. 


The bill will be passed over, 


LXV—-73 
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I hardly think the bill can be 
considered under the five-minute rule {I therefore ask that 
ro over 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore rhe bill will be passed over 


it 


LENA GARAGNON OWENS 


A bill (HH. RR. 2647) for the relief of Lena Garagnon Owen 
was considered as in Comrmlttee of the Whole and was read as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized to pay to Lena Garagnon Owens, of San Antonio 
rex out of iny money not otherwise appropri ted the sum 
$3,819.50, in full settlement of her claim against the Government ; 
the United States for damages done to her property d personal ip 

Iries sustained through belng run down in the streets of San Antoni 
rex., on April 25, 1913, by a section of Battery B, United State 
Artillery, from Fort Sam Llouston, Tex 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


WILLIAM H FLAGG 
pile 


The bill (TI. R. 4012) to reimburse William H. Flage and 
t} 


others for preperty destroyed by mail alrplane No. 73, operated 
by the Post Office Department, was considered as in Commit 


tee of the Whole and was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to pay to Willlam Hl. Flagg and EF. B. Flagg, of the 
city of Cleveland, Ohio, out of any money in the Treasury of the 


United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,500, in fi 
settlement of all damages sustained by them as a result of the destru 
tion of their residence, furniture, and personal effects, caused my mail 


airplane Vo operated by the United States Post Office Depart 


ment, striking the said Flaggs’ residence. and thereby wrecking and 
urning the sam Provided, That no insurance company shall be sub 
regated to the rights of the said William H. liagg and EB. B. Plage 
Nee 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ts hereby 
authorized to pay te Mary forok and Kkimer Torok, of the city of 
Cleveland, Ohio, out of any money in the Treasury of the United 
States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $460, in full settlement 


of all damages sustained by them as a result of the destruction of 
their house, caused by mail airplane \ operated by the United 
States Post Office Department, striking the said Mary and Elmer 
Porek’s house and thereby wrecking and burning the same: Provided, 
rhat no insurance company shall be subrogated to the rights of the 
said Mary Torok and Elmer Torok 

Seo. 3. That the Secretary, of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
authorized to pay to Perry J Lotz, of the city of Cleveland, Ohio. out 
of any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum ol $452.24, in full settlement of all damages 
sustained by him as a result of the destruction of his furniture and 
personal ffects, caused by mail airplane No operated by the 
striking the said Lotz’s resi 
dence and thereby wrecking and burning the same Provided, That 


company shall be subrogated to the rights of the said 


United States Post Office Department 


he insurances 


i} Perry J. Lotz, 


} Mr. FLE‘'TCHER Mr. President, it seems to me it might he 
advisable to amend the bill so as to provide punishment as for 
a summary offense of an operator of an airplane who knocks 
down a house and burns it in this way 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


FORELGN-TRADE ZONES 


The bill (S. 2570) to provide for the establishment, opera 
tion, and maintenance of foreign-trade zones in ports of entry 
of the United States to expedite and encourage foreign com- 
merce, and for other purposes, Was announced as next In order, 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. Jones] asked me to request that this bill be passed over. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


PRESIDENTIAL RESPONSIRILITIES 


The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 47) establishing a congres 
| sional committee to consider ways and means through legisla- 
tion to lighten the responsibilities of the President was an- 
nounced as next in order, 
Mr. KING. Let the joint resolution go over. 
Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, apparently the Senate has not 
|} very much sympathy with our overburdened Executives. The 
joint resolution, in my judgment, has much merit and many 
| possibilities if a commission would really investigate the situa 
tion. Everyone knows without question that no one can relieve 
the Executive of his political responsibilities, but it Is to be 
i considered that through the operation of time the Executive 
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perfunctorily in a way, to sign his name 
thousands of times, and ks compelled to assume membership on 
TE and commis s upon which he can not possibly 
‘ i with the knowledge that any public servant 
to have in order to give proper service. Going back 
] u few months in our recollection and realizing that one 
President tragically passed vay, to a great extent unques- 
tionably overburdened with the responsibilities of the office, 
! er on ( » only recently passed away, it does 
seem to me if there is any possible way by which we can relieve 
7 


the burden of the 
make the ef 


President, certainly we 


do so, 


ought at least to 
rt to 


Mr. ROBINSON, Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

Mr. EDGE I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Is the Senator advised whether the Chief 
Je itive desires to be relieved of his responsibilities? 


the the Chief 
Arkansas will recall, as I 
iously, following the passing away of Presi- 
liurding the newspapers throughout the land in editorial 
after editorial discussed the great burdens on the Chief Execu- 
tive of the and suggested that there might be, in a 


Mr. EDGK. I 
Executive, but if 


am sure fie 


know nothing about 
the Senator from 


desire of 


eount ry 


perfectly logical, businessiike manner, some relief afforded at 
least from the technical responsibilities and the more or less 
perfunctory responsibilities ef the Chief EKxecutive. My 


onpect ~ 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDGE. Just a moment, I only have five minutes, the 
senator must remember. My object in introducing the joint 
resolution was to some extent to recognize the justification of 
just such a criticism and just such an expressed desire. Such 
a committee could not do any harm. It can at least investigate 
existing statutes stretching over a period of 140 years. ‘The 
cotumittee can report to the Senate whether it is feasible or 
possible to relieve the responsibilities or otherwise. The pas- 
sige of the resolution ean do no harm. It may do no good. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President— 

Mr. EDGE. I yield to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. RAYARTD. May I suggest to the Senator from New Jer- 
sey that if a committee of the Senate were appointed and 
undertook to confer with the President, he would probably 
object to our trespassing upon the affairs of the Executive. 

Mr. EDGE. It is not a personal proposition at all, and I am 
quite sure that any Chief Executive would gladly see a com- 
mittee of the Senate considering the many possibilities to re- 


‘ 


lieve him of the technical burdens of the office. I have pre- 
sented the resolution. It is a possibility. I belfeve it has 
merit. If the Senate does not care to pass it, it is entirely a 


matter for the Senate to determine. 
object, that is his privilege. 

Mr. KING. I suggest to the Senator that the measure calls 
for an investigation. We recently had a very scorching letter 
from the President of the United States charging the Senate 
with eneroaching upon the prerogatives of the Chief Executive. 

Mr. EDGR. I appreciated that the introduction of the resolu- 
tion would afford an opportunity for many references that 
might not be directed to the desire of the sponsor of the resolu- 
tion. If any Senator wishes to object, it is his privilege. 


If any Member wishes to 


Mr. KING. I object. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? I 
wish to suggest—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is de- 
manded. The Clerk will report the next bill on the calendar. 


WAR RISK INSURANCE ACT 

The bill (S. 2155) to amend and modify the war risk insur- 
ance act was announced as next in order. 

Severat Senators. Over! 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


JOHN H. BHEINLANDER 


The bill «(S. S98) for the relief of John H. Rheinlander was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole and rend, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be paid, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,200 to John H. 
Rheinlander, of St. Louls, Mo., to compensate him in full for all 
he may have against the United States arising out of injuries 
received by him while in the Government employ in the Quartermaster’s 
Department, United States Army, at St. Louis, Mo., in February, 1883. 


Che bill the without amendment, 


claim 


was reported to Senate 


erdered to be engrossed fer a third reading, read the third time, 
and pussed, 
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FLAGSTAFF AT FORT SUMTER 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 87) authorizing the erection 
of a flagstaff at Fort Sumter, and for other purposes, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. ASHURST. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The joint resolution will be 
passed over. 

ALMEDA LUCAS 


The bill (S. 149) for the relief of Almeda Lucas was con- 
considered as in Committee of the Whole and read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized 
and directed to pay to Almeda Lucas, the widow of Preston B. C. Lucas, 
the sum of $5,000, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, as compensation for the loss of certain lands and build- 
ings in Tillamook County, Oreg., as a result of a resurvey of the home 


stead of the said Preston B. C. Lucas after the issuance of a final 
patent. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


The bill (S. 2284) to provide for the eonstruction of certain 
publie buildings in the District of Columbia was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let the bill go over. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, this is a very important bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. It amounts to only $50,000,000. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It authorizes an appropriation of $50,- 
000,000 and the expenditure of $10,000,000 annually. I think 
the bill should be considered, but I do not think it ought to be 
passed under the present order. Let it co over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


COAST GUARD VESSEL 


The bill (H. R. 6817) to provide for the construction of a 
vessel for the Coast Guard was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over. 


OGDEN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 


The bill (S. 660) for the relief of the Ogden Chamber of 
Commerce Was announced as next in order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Utah give an explanation of the bill? 

Mr. SMOOT. At the time it was decided to loeate the arsenal 
at Ogden, Utah, an appropriation was made for the erection 
of buildings and for the purchase of land. The War Depart- 
ment asked the Chamber of Commerce of Ogden to get the 
price of the land and take options on the land, which the 
Chamber of Commerce did, holding it for the Government. 
When they secured the option, the Government authorized them 
to close the deal. They went to the bank and borrowed $21,000 
to close the deal. That is the amount of interest that the 
War Department claimed they could not pay, but they could 
pay and did pay the principal amount of $21,000. This is the 
interest at 8 per cent on $21,000 from July 1, 1922, to November 
15, 1922, inclusive, on the $21,000 that the Ogden Chamber of 
Commerce paid in the shape of interest for the Government. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. As a matter of fact may I ask the 
Senator if the interest was not in the nature of rental for the 
property? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; there was no rental charged. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I read from the report: 


The annual rental charge to the Government was equal to the annual 
interest paid upon such borrowed money at 8 per cent, 


The good people of Ogden, of course, would like to have the 
property purchased by the Government and an Army station 
established there. The Government purchased the property, 
having first secured possession of it or access to it through an 
option secured first by the Ogden Chamber of Commerce. Now 
the Ogden Chamber of Commerce comes back to us and wants 
$653 to pay the rental on the property for a few months and 
include in their bill 68 cents for taxes. I think that is “ smal) 
potatoes,” and I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


ROBERT JUNE 


The bill (S. 2586) for the relief of Robert June was an- 
nouneed as next in order. 
Severat Senators. Over! 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 
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Dp. H. M’ADAM 


The bill (H. R. 1438) for the relief of D. H,. MacAdam was 
announced as next in order, 

Mr. FLETCHER, Let the bill go over. 

Mr ROBINSON Will the Senator making the objection 
permit an explanation? I think the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment under which we are operating provides for that. 

li is to afford relief to D. H. MacAdam, postmaster of Hono- 
lulu. Hawaii. He took over the office several years ago from 
one Peterson, who was then the postmaster. VPost-office in- 
spectors had examined the office and found the accounts cor- 
rect Some yeurs later the succeeding postmaster, MacAdam, 
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discovered a very large shortage in the accounts of his prede- | 


eessor, Peterson, and a portion of that shortage was collected 
from the bondsman of the former postmaster. The remaining 
$5,514.39 is the claim outstanding against the present post- 
master, who has been in no sense negligent, who is not even 
charged with any form of embezzlement or malfeasance or mis- 
feusunce in oflice. The shortage arose under his predecessors. 
The post-office inspectors gave them clearance. The present 
postmaster discovered the shortage; and this is to relieve him 
from further liability. The bill ought to pass 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, T merely wish to add to what 
the Senator from, Arkansas [Mr. Rorptrnson]| has said, that the 
man who was responsible for that shortage confessed his guilt, 
was tried and convicted, and is now in the penitentiary; so 
that this bill is eminently a fair bill. The beneficiary of the 
bill was not at all responsible for the shortage. 

Mr. FLETCHER. If I am responsible fer the objection to 
the consideration of the bill, I withdraw it. 

Mr. SMOOT. [I wish also to say to the Senator from Florida 
that the beneficiary of the bill has lost almost everything he 
had because of this transaction. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Objection to the consideration of the Dill 
has been withdrawn, 

Mr. FLETCHER. In view of the statements which have 
been made, [ withdraw my objection to the consideration of 
the bill, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill It directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to D. H. MacAdam, of Honolulu, 
Hawaii, $5,514.39, being the extent of liability of D. H. Mace- 
Adam, as postmaster at Honolulu, Hawaii, to the Government 
of the United States, owing to the embezzlement of Federal 
funds by the assistant postmaster at Honolulu, Hawaii, prior to 
and during the term of office of D. H. MacAdam us postmaster 
at Honolulu, Hawaii. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SERGT. ALVIN C. YORK 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 412) authorizing the President of the United 
States to appoint Sergt. Alvin C. York as a captain in the 
United States Army and then place him on the retired list. It 
authorizes the President of the United States, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Sergt. Alvin C. 
York, late of Company G, Three hundred and twenty-eighth 
Infantry, United States Army, an officer with the rank of 
captain in the United States Army and then to place him on the 
retired list in that grade. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. WADSWORTH subsequently said: Mr. President, was 
Order of Business 536, being Senate bill 412, passed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That bill was passed. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I am not going to break the under- 
standing here, but I wish I had been paying attention when 
that bill was reached on the calendar. 


AMENDMENT OF TRADING WITH THE ENEMY AU’ 


The bill (S. 1548) to amend section 9 of an act entitled “An 
act to define, regulate, and punish trading with the enemy, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 4, 1923, as amended, was 
announced as next in order, 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I shall reserve the right to ob- 
ject to the consideration of that bill. I call the attention of 
the Senator from California [Mr. SHorrripce] to the fact that 
I objected to the consideration of the bill the other evening 
when it was called on the calendar, and I have not seen any 
reason to change my mind. If, however, he desires to make 


an explanation of the bill, I shall withhold my objection until 
he shall have done so. 


| 


———————————— 





Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, in view 
of my friend, it may be idle to attempt to 
opinion, und vet L may say «u word or two 

This bill will not cost the Government at nee s it 


ner 
authorizes a certain number of citizens in i nia to com 
mence and to maintain au action in the Federal \ ain 
certain foreign insurance companies it is cla i—and o 
course the claim will have to be established | upetent ¢ 
dence—that a fraud was committed by these insurance pa 
nies upon the prospective plaintiffs Live sent y con 

this action and to maintain it rherefore ix suggested th 
the prospective defendants, who are alleged to have nv 
fraud, shall not be permitted to interpose stutule ¢ 
tations. 

The second proposition of the bill is that these various p 
tiffs may combine and bring one action instead of many; tha 
is the purpose of the bill. 

Certain property was seized by the Alien Property Custodiat 


that property is in the possession of that office: Ch 
been filed with that officer. In order to maintain those el 
the suit contemplated will have to be brought I submit to n 
learned legal friend from Utah [Mr. King] that it is but 
permit these citizens to commence the auction and have it deter 
mined upon the merits. It is perfectly competent for Congre 
to authorize or to enact or provide in a cuse 


such as this that 
the statute of limitations may not be interposed and 
bar to action. 


become a 


I have reason to think that, perhaps, the Senator from Uta 
has received a copy of a very impertinent and impropér letter 
which was sent to some Senators in respect of this action 
It is claimed by the representatives of the alien insurance con) 
panies, which are German insurance companies, that they did 
not have ample opportunity to appear before the Committee on 
the Judiciary in respect of this meusure. It has been explained 
that they will have ample opportunity to appear in that action 
and there to litigate the whole matter. As the law now 
will never receive one cent of that money which is in the pos 
session of the Alien Property Custodian until these claims are 
settled; that is the law as it is to-day; so that it will be to the 
interest, in point of fact, of these prospective defendant com 
panies to have this matter determined. Wherefore I suggest 
to my friend the Senator from Utah that this bill might well 
be enacted into law. I believe it just: I believe it entirely 
meritorious; and I think if it can get through the other House 
and shall become a law at this session that all parties in the end 
will be well satisfied. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. May I be pardoned for saying a 
word in reference to this matter, inasmuch as the bill was con 
sidered by the Committee on the Judiciary, of which IT am a 
member? As I understand, these causes of action, if they were 
prosecuted as independent actions against the various insur 
ance companies, would be barred by the statute of limitations 

Mr. KING. By the statute of limitations of California 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes. 

Mr. KING. And we propose to go into the State of California 
und set aside the statute of limitations of that State by a Fed- 
eral statute. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I want to correct that. That is not 
the situation at all, if the Senator will pardon me. We are pro- 
posing to give these parties a certain right of action against the 
Alien Property Custodian with respect to property which is in 
his hands. 

We can deny these people any right of action at all. We now 
propose to provide that in the proceeding which we have au 
thorized them to bring against the Alien Property Custodian, 
the claimants in California may assert a right against them in 
the proceedings, and in that proceeding the insurance companies 
will not be able to set up the bar of the statute of limitations. 
In other words, we give them a right of action, but we affix to Ul 
just such conditions as we see fit, and one of the conditions that 
we aflix is that, in maintaining an action against the Alien Prop- 
erty Custodian with reference to any property in his hands 
which they claim, they shall not plead the statute of limitations 
against any claim which any American citizen may set up. We 
are now providing that these claimants may set up their claim 
notwithstanding it would otherwise be barred by the statute of 
limitations, but only in the matter of the assertion of their rights 
against this particular property. In other words, as I have 
stated to the Senate, we are giving them a right of action which 
they would not otherwise have, and we are making provision 
that they must not plead the statute of limitations against these 
claims of American citizens. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I confess that I do not quite 
understand the Senator from Montana, The point in brief 


is, the 








as I understand it is this: Certain people in California are 
eeki te i \ which is barred by the statute of 
| State of California. They want Congress 
to i that statute of limitations so that they may 
br again the Alien Property Custodian. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. If the Senator will pardon me, 
that is not the case. We are not authorizing them to bring 
a suit, but we provide that whenever these companies bring 
a suit again t Alien Property Custodian—— 

Mr. KING lo recover thelr own property. 

Mr. WAI Montana To recover their property. 

Mr. KING Which we are holding in trust. 

Mr. WALSHI of Montana. The Senator understands that 
situat I 1 simply endeavoring to acquaint him with 
the conditios We are merely providing that when the in- 
surance companies bring suit these people may set up their 


< { inst them, ar } 


{ ii the companies shall not be at liberty 
to plead the statute of limitations. ; 
Mr. KING. I regret very. much to feel 


adhere to my obiection. 


The PRESIDI pro 


constrained to 


NI tempore. Objecti« is made, 


n 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, according to the calendar, 
we are now less than 30 days from the end of the fiscal year. 
I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 9559, being the second deficiency ap- 
propriation bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lenroor in the chair). 
The Seflator from Wyoming asks unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 9559, being 
the second deficieney appropriation bill Is there objection? 


Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I appreciate the necessity 
for the passage of the deficiency bill. It carries items that 
should be passed and go to conference. My colleague | Mr. 


CAMERON] has proposed some amendments to this bill which 
are vital and which are recommended by the fact-finding com- 
mission. I join heartily with my colleague in his advocacy of 
those amendments [I submit for the consideration of Sena- 
tors the question as to whether or not we ought to take up the 
deficiency appropriation bill, appropriating millions of dollars, 
and consider this bill under the five-minute rule. 


Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest to the Senator that the five- 
minute rule would not apply to the appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The five-minute rule would 
not apply. 

Is there objection to the request of the Senator from 


Wyoming? 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, reserving the right to object, I 
submit that to grant the unanimous consent asked by the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming would mean to discharge the balance of 
the ealendar for the evening. I wonder if the Senator from 
Wyoming will not withhold his request? I bave a bill on the 
calendar whieh IT have been waiting here to have reached. 

Mr. WARREN. I think IT am familiar with the bill which 
the Senator has in mind; it is an important bill. If the Senator 
will allow me to get up the appropriation bill, I will be gtad to 
yield to him if the measure which he desires to have considered 
will not lead to any extended debate. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, F object to the request for 
unanimous consent to take up the deficiency bill. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill 9559, the seeond defi- 


ciency appropriation bill. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, my colleague objected to the 
request of the Senator from Wyoming for unanimous consent 
to consider the deficiency bill. I ask that the agreement be 
rend to see whether or not this is an eligible motion. I have 
no disposition to be captious or to willfully delay the appro- 
priation bill, but my colleague and T believe that some amend- 
ments vital to the people of our State ought to go on this bill, 
and we want to be sure that we will not be hampered by a 
five-minute rule, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
vunanimous-consent agreement. 


The reading clerk read as follows: 


Ordered (by unanimous consent) that when the Senate concludes its 
business on Thursday afterneen, June 5, 1924, it take a recess until 
8 p. m., and at the evening session from 8 to 11 p. m. the Senate 
shall consider only reports, appropriation bills, and un- 
objected bills on the calendar under Rule VIII; and if there be any 
objection made, a Senator may be allowed five minutes to explain the 
Rill. 

Mr. WARREN. 

Mr. ASHURST. 


conference 


Mr. President-——- 


Will the Senator yield to me? 
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Mr. WARREN. 

Mr. ASHURST. I beg pardon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. WARREN. This is a bill which it is no pleasure to me 
to take up against the wishes of my colleagues in the Senate, 
but it is a matter of necessity. There are certain clerks and 
members of the committee that have worked night and day 
over it and spent most of last night upon it in order to get it 
ready. I think we ought to get it along, if possible, to-night, 
so that we may meet the exigencies of the House differing 
with us as to our amendments, and the conferences that will 
have to follow. ~ 

Mr, ASIIURST. If the Senator will yield to me, I desire to 
state that since reading the unanimous-consent agreement I 
am of opinion—and I think I should frankly say so—that the 
motion is an eligible métion under the peculiar wording of the 
agreement. It says: 


I wish to say a few words. 


Shall consider only conference reports, appropriation bills, and un- 
objected bills. 


I really believe—and I have never had any hesitancy In ex- 
pressing what I think—I really think the motion, therefore, is 
eligibie; but the appropriation bill would not be subject to the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. WARREN. I understood that the motif{ was within the 
rule; but, on the other hand, I am perfectly willing to with- 
draw it and allow the Senate to go on with the calendar if I 
may take up the appropriation bill later, and if I may have the 
attendance of Senators to take up the bill later on. 

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator mean later on to-night? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes, 

Mr. BORAH. Oh, well, if we are going to take it up to-night 
let us take it up now. 
Mr. BRANDEGER., 

Mr. WARREN. 
have me do. 

Mr. HEFLIN. If it will take only a little while, I think we 
had better take it up now. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, under the unanimous- 
consent agreement I do not think the Senator has to make any 
motion. All he has to db is to call up the bill. 

Mr. WARREN. I called it up, and an objection was made, 
and that is the reason why I made the motion; but I think 
the Senator is right. Really, the purpose of making the unani- 
mous-consent agreement, in the first instance was to permit tha 
consideration of appropriation bills and conference reports. 

Mr. President, I do not hear any particular opposition to tak- 
ing up the bill, and I therefore make the motion. The Senate 
can vote it down, if it desires, and I shall be perfectly satisfied 
either way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
House bill 9559. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9559) mak- 
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in certain appropria- 
tious for the fical year ending June 80, 1924, and prior fiscal 
years; to provide supplemental appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1925, and fer ether purposes, which had 
been reported from the Committee on Appropriations, with 
amendments. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask that the formal read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with, and that it be read for amend- 
ment, the amendments of the committee to be first considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming 
asks unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with, and that it be read for amendment, the com- 
mittee amendments to be first considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, that means, as I understand, 
that the bill must be read textually. We have had no chance 
to see it, and I shall insist that it be read textually—not merely 
a few words, but the entire bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senater from Wyoming? The Chair hears none, 


Yes; let us take it up now. 


I wish to do what the Senators wish to 


SALE OF MILK, CREAM, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT 


Mr. GLASS. Mr. President 

Mr. WARREN. I promised to yield to the Senator from 
Virginia. 

Mr. GLASS. I understood that the Senater from Wyoming 
would yield te me to ask unanimous consent to consider a bill 
on the ealendar. 

Mr. WARREN. 
on the calendar, 





I assumed that to be the next bill or two 





vs 





Swe. 
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Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 


the onsideration of Senate bill 28 iS, to recul 


‘ 


ate within the 
District of Columbia the sale of milk, cream, and certain milk 

products, and for other purposes. 
Mr. SMOOT. What is the calendar number? 
‘wr GLASS. It is Order of Business No. 540. 

» 

. 


rhe PRESIDING OFFICEI The Senator from Virginia 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 


ite bill 2808. Is there objection? 


There heing no objection, the Set 








Whole, proceeded to consider the bill 
Mr. GLASS Mr. President, I will explain that this fs the bill 
h was reached on the last day set apart for the consideration 
. Ie or the eale dor by un Oy ‘ ant It \\ su 1 
’ v rted by a sube nittee of the Cor ttee < the 
I ‘ a c% iml ae I ! sly nrre l by l Co! is 
s ers ¢ District id unanimously approved and reported 
he Distric Columbia Committee; | there wer , 
s li ‘ : ind those obj ons | e been f 
I pre nh amet nt in the nature of a substitute f the 
e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. H g < in the ] r) 
l s f ry will | the iendment in tl I re oO 
kk ING C ; It propo 1 to strike out 1] er 
1 { clause nd to insert in lieu thereof the following 
irom nal ter tne | s e this act n but pure, 
lesome milk, cream, or ice cream conforming to the definitions 
he ter ecified shall be produced in or shipped into the District of 
Colu 2 or held or offered for sale therein, and then only as herein- 
I t no person shall kee p or maintain a dairy or dairy farm 
thin the District of Columbia, er produce yr sale any milk or cream 


ring or send into said District for sale any milk, cream, or 
without a permit s to a from ; } ] Yieer f } 


I tring na tl only in c rd © with the tern of id nermit 


Said permit shall be for the ealendar vear only in which it is issued 


and shall be renewable annually on the Ist day of January of each 
! lar year thereafter Application for said permit shall be in 

‘ 1} a for prescribe iid health officer and shall be 
npanied by such detailed d ription of the dairy or dairy farm 

or other pla wher 1 milk, crea e cream are produeed, 
handled, stored, manufactured, sold, or offered for sale as the said 
J th officer may require, and shall be aceompanied by a certificate 





i by an official of the health department of the District of Columbia 
the United States Department of Agriculture, or some veterinarian 
authorized by the United States Department of Agriculture or the health 
department of the District of Columbia, detailed for the purpose, certi- 
fying that the cattle producing such milk or cream are physically sound, 





ar n the case of milk or cream held, offered for sale, or sold as such 
shall in addition be accompanied by a certificate signed by one of the 
officials aforesaid certifying the cattle producing such milk or cream 


have reacted negatively to the tuberculin test as preser 








head by the 
Bureau of Animal Industry, United States Department of Agriculture, 
wit 1 one year previous to the filing of the application: Provided, 
That a permit may be issued to a corporation, partnership, or mutual 
ass ation to ship milk and cream under the same conditions as the 
individual shipper: Provided further, That the health officer may accept 
the certification of a State or municipal health officer: And provided 
further, That final action on each application shall, if practicable, be 
taken within 50 days after the receipt of such application at the 
healt! dey irtment. 


. 8. That the bealth officer is hereby anthorized and empowered 
to suspend any permit issned under authority of this act whenever 
i s opinion the public ! Ith is endangered by the impurity or un- 





vlesomeness of the milk supply of any such farm, corporation, 


partnership, or mutual association, and such suspension shall remain 


iI r until such time as the said ealth officer is satisfied the dan 
t » longer ntinues: PP? ded, That wh« t permit is 
pended the health officer shall furnish in writing to the holder of 


aid permit his reasons for such suspension, and the dealer receiving 
such milk or cream shall also be promptly notified by the health 
officer of such suspension. 


s 4. That nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit tnter- 
Bl hipments of milk or cream into the District of Columbia for 
I facturing into ice cream: Provided, That such milk or im is 


produced or handled in accordance with the specifications of an au- 
theorized medical milk commission or a State board of health. 

Sec. 5. That failure or refusal on the part of any person holding a 
permit under authority of this act to permit the health officer of the 
Distriet of Columbia, or his duly appointed representative, to inspect 
the dairy, dairy farm, cattle, and all appurtenances of such dairy, 
dairy farm, or other places where said milk, cream, or ice cream are 
produced, stored, manufactured, handled, offered for sale, or sold may 








be deemed sufficient to suspend or voke such permit at the dis 
retion of said health officer 

ac. G& That the health Neer or s duly appointed representative 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to seize a 6 1, » m 
wh h ma in whe tion of the 1 rvis 3 f 3 act, be brought into 

LD »® ¢ f Columbia It own . - Vv , c or ica 

ee shall he t . , f I ; l ull 

vit 1 24 r rect r ; t 

af ¢ bia ' . : ' . 
Ss i } a ‘ ‘ “- , Ty ; ' 

rn o! } witt nT F 1 

i? I v l i a ¢ { i i 

4 lat ‘ : 

‘ I j >| 
h ! ‘ ' 
; 1 , ’ 
ne ’ oa t f { 1 " 

nt = 
~ i ‘ J 
' 
< 1 i 
: 
: the nu ‘ 4 t ly 
' » 4 r t ry? } } 
0 Mie Tr ~ ? ‘ r ) ’ 
< i ier ' hall at ti a 
erson 
wer t ‘ i A 
ft ‘ ded ; ) 
eral d i : } all « ‘ > 
keep ‘erd <« eT € 
ia y , +i 2 
e open to il ou by the it ! Lut r A 

S , ' 4 celive or ‘ ' 
his possession tent tt ‘ ¥ < ‘ t ‘ ! 
mi or econs icted milk ' re 4 ‘ d eam tlexs 

ver) n eRReL, pack er conta ‘ nl | ed mm ve iw 
to thre urel ‘ the exact nature of its tents 
. 

SI 11 That it shall be unlawful for any person or | ne ell 
offer for sale, or ha n their possession wit intent to sel within 
the District of Colum 1, milk or « m ? en f < less ft » 15 
days befere or 7 days ter parturition, nor shal ny st mi r 


cream be used in the manufacture of ice cream. 





Src. 12. That any person or persons holding a permit | red under 
authority of this act being afflicted, or any member of his family, hi ! 
help, or other person on said dairy farm being afflicted with a eo 
municable di se, or if he 3 re nt ect any euch commut le 
disease, shall report the same to the health officer of the LDistric if 
Columbia within 24 hours after becor ra re thereo! Wiliful vie 
lation of this section shall be deemed suth t cause for revocation of 
said } i 

Sex 13. That for the purpose and hin ¢ ming . 

“milk” shall be held to be the lacten) secretion obtained f » the 
complete milking of cows 

‘Cream ” ts that portion of the < h in fat which rise to the 

rface of the milk on i i srated fror t by eentrifugal 
force or otherwise, and shall contain not less than 20 per cent of butter 
fat and shall not be offered for sale or i unless and until it heen 
pasteurized under regulations prescribed the health officer, and I 
be free from pathogenic organisms and f r ¥ ib firt 

The term “ pasteurized” as used tr e act ! e held to ! 
the heating of milk or cream to a fe erature of not then 142 
and maintained at such temperature fo a period of not 4 ) 
minutes, then inrmediately coeled ft a tem re not re t " 
15° F. and maintained at not more tha temperat 

“Raw milk” milk produced fror vy sas determined by 
pl l t i d by a tuber test e within » year 

revi to tT ’ T re f t tl n ’ ] ‘ 

nation and t ‘ nlin test al 1 be : by an offictal of th th 
department f the Distri f (olu the T ted States Denartr + 
of Agriculture, or some ' ‘ mn ' ant? rized by the Wnited States 
Department « Agricultwre or ft health department of the District 
of Columbia, to ma ) exa at and tuber lin test; ar rid 
tuberculin test shall be repeated at least one tinre during each 
ceeding calendar year; and when reactors are found in any dairy 1 
lieeneed under this et, the tubereulir test shall be repeated semi 
wnnually thereafter until such time as tuberculosis is eradicated from 


the herd: Provided, That no cow or bull shall be added to any dairy 
berd licensed under this act until such cow or bull has first been 
physically examined and tuberenjin tested as hereinbefore provided. 
The farm on which the milk is produced shall rate not less than 80 
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Prosecutions hereunder shall be in the police court by the District of 
Columbia. 


Sec. 20. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the fore- 


| going be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


| 
} 


pe ent, the dairy from which ich milk is sold or distributed not 
} 90 per eent. and the vs producing the milk not less than 
my it on the rating cards in use at the t by the health de- 
District Columbia nd said milk shall not at any 

1 niain le tl er cent of butterfat nor less than 11.5 
I t of total solid hall it contain when delivered to the con- 
I t} i Oooo icteria per cuble centimeter total count, and | 

n b lli or ‘ pat enic organism shall be present in one 
ftieth ntitme 1 the milk all be free from all visible | 
Pasteurized milk’ is milk produced from healthy cows, as deter- | 
mined by the physica nation and tu ulin test as hereinbefore 
pr led fe LW \k Said milk shall be pasteurized under regula- 
ti ribed by the health officer. The milk immediately after 
bei pi irized shall be cooled to a temperature of not more than 
t ir maintal i to t least such temperature. The farm on 
which the milk wit 1 mu t rate not less than 70 per cent, the 
dairy fi Which said milk sold or distributed not less than 85 per 
nd tl 0 prod ing the milk not less than 90 per cent on the 

ratis cards in use at tl time by the health departmrent of the Dis 
let of Columbia It shall not contain less than 3.5 per cent of butter- 
fat or 11.5 per cent total solids; nor shall it contain when delivered 
to the consumer more than 50,000 bacteria total count per cubic centi- 
I ‘ and be free from colon bacilli and other pathogenic organisms 
and all visible dirt No such milk shall be pasteurized more than one 

tite 

‘Certified milk” is milk produced and handled in accordance with 
specifications of an authorized medical milk commission and must be | 


labeled according to the 
to the product. <A of the articles 
of certification must be filled in the health department of the District of 
Columbia and be approved by the health officer of said District. 


quality of the copy necessary 


Reconstructed milk’ or “ cream” means milk or cream which has 
been concentrated or dried in any manner and subsequently ¢estered to 
a liquid stats 

“ Skimmed milk” is that part of milk from which the fat has been 


partly or entirely 
millik 
(tee 
teurized 


and shall contain not 
of fat. 


removed 


of solids, inclusive 


cream ’’ means 
milk, milk sweetened with to 
added food gelatin, vegetable gum, 
or other thickener, with or without wholesome flavoring extract, fruits, 


cream, or of 


wholesome 


product 
pure, 


sugar, 


which has been 


nuts, cocoa, chocolate, eggs, cake, candy, or confeetions, and which 
contains not less than 8 per cent, by weight, of milk (butter) fat. 
Sec, 14. That no person in the District of Columbia shall handle, 


sell, offer for sale, or have in his possession with intent to sell, any 


milk, cream, or ice cream which does not comply with the definitions 
hereinbefore specified, and all bottles, cans, vessels, or other containers 
in which said milk offered 
plainly and legibly the grade of 
which is contained 


SEC, 
act to be pasteurized shall be done under regulations to be pre- 
scribed by the health ofticer of the District of Columbia and open to the 
sup: 3 health officer. 


ot 
Sx 


or cream is sold 


printed 
therein. 


have 
cream 


shall 
or 


sale 


milk 


for 
the 


or 


thereon 


this 
rvision said 
» 16. That any person who shall molest, hinder, or in any manner 
prevent said health officer or his duly appointed agent from performing 
any duty imposed upon him or them by 
be deemed guilty of violating the provisions of said act and be liable to 
the penalty 
. eas rson or persons receiving a permit to ship milk 
or cream into the District of Columbia from any creamery or receiving 


preseribed therefor. 


SEC That every px 


the frozen product or mixture made from pas- | 


specifications of the commission which certifies | 


Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, I suggest that the Senator from 


New York [Mr. CopeELtaANnb], who has great familiarity with 
the subject matter of the bill, briefly state the nature of it. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I wish to say that I have 
a number of objections to this bill from constituents in my 
|; State who ship large quantities of cream and milk. I do 
not know what these changes are. For the present I shall 
have to object for that reason. 

Mr. COPELAND. I hope the Senator will withhold his 
objection for a moment. 

Mr. LENROOT, I will. 


Mr. COPELAND. We have met all the objections of the 
milk and cream shippers from the State of Wisconsin, from 
Minnesota, and from Pennsylvania. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President—— 
Mr. COPELAND. And from Ohio. 
Mr. WILLIS. The Senator will remember that I stated to 


him certain objections that were made by the milk producers 
in my State. 
Mr. COPELAND. 
Mr. WILLIS. 
have been met? 
Mr. COPELAND. 


Yes, 
Does the Senator think that those objections 


I will say to the Senator from Ohio and 


to the Senator from Wisconsin, as well as to the Senators 
from Minnesota and Pennsylvania, that all those objections 


have been met, and the shippers are entirely satisfied, with 


| Just one exception, which I want to mention now. 


' 
less than 9 per cent 





15. That the pasteurization of all milk or cream required under | 


I ask leave to present an amendment to page 9, line 9, in- 
serting the word “now” between “cards” and “in,” and to 
strike out the last three words, so that it will read: 


On the rating cards now in use— 


And so forth. With that amendment, Mr. President, this bill 
meets every objection. Furthermore, if it is enforced, it will 
give the city of Washington the highest grade of milk of any 
city in the werld. 


Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 


York yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. I wish to inquire specifically whether the 
amendments now proposed eliminate the disqualification of a 


| shipper because he may happen to be engaged in furnishing un- 
| certified milk to some of his customers, while furnishing certi- 
| fied milk to others? 


Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, section 17 originally con- 


| tained language which made impossible the thing mentioned by 
| the Senator from Pennsylvania; but with the elimination of the 
| first half of that section the objection has been met, and that 


the provisions of this act shall | 


or | 


station aforesaid shall keep posted at all times in such creamery 
receiving station the names of all persons licensed under this act who 
are delivering milk or cream at any such creamery or receiving station, | 


and shall keep a record of all milk and cream received and furnish from | 


time to time a sworn statement giving such information relative thereto 
as the said health officer may require. The health officer of the District 
of Columbia shall have power by regulation to inelude other places than 
creameries or receiving stations, under the provisions of this section, 
from time to time as may be necessary in his judgment. 

Sec, 18. That no person in the District of Columbia licensed under 
this act shall receive any milk or cream from any source until he shall 


have first ascertained from the health department that the person from 


whom such milk is obtained holds a license from the health officer of 
suid District to send milk or cream into the District of Columbia. 
Sec. 19. That any person or persons violating any of the provisions 


of this act, or of any of the regulations promulgated hereunder, shall, 
on conviction, be punished for the first offense by a fine of not more 
than $10, for the second offense by a fine of not more than $50, and for 
any subsequent offenses within one year a fine of not more than $500, 
or by imprisonment in the workhouse for not more than 30 days, or by 
both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court, and in 
addition any license issued under authority of this act may be revoked. 


milk ean be shipped. 
Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, upon 
have been given, [ withdraw the objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection is withdrawn, 
The question is on the amendment, in the nature of a substi- 


the assurances that 


tute, offered by the Senator from Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to regulate 
within the District of Columbia the sale of milk, cream, and 
ice cream, and for other purposes,” 


JOHN F. MALLEY 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts (for Mr. Caraway), from 
the Committee on Claims, to which was referred the bill (S. 
2714) for the relief of John F. Malley, reported it with amend- 


ments and submitted a report (No. 773) thereon. 


AMENDMENT OF BANKRUPTCY LAWS 


Mr. WALSH of Montana, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill (S. 1649) to amend an 


act entitled “An act to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ruptey throughout the United States,” approved July 1, 1898, 
and acts amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto, re- 
ported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 774) 
thereon. 








CONGRESSI 











MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
. 1 ive from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. Ohaffee, 
‘ t lerks, announced that the House further insisted on 
j endn to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1 to 
t b HW. R. S839) making appropriations for the government 
: D> ict of Colombia and other aetivities chargeable in 
Ww or in part agaimst the 1 nues of such District for the 
f r ending June 1925, and for other purposes; still 
r insisted on its disagreement to the amendments of the 
6 mbered 2 to 167, inclusive, to the said bill; agreed to 
‘ | ference and that Mr. Davis of Minnesota, Mr. 
] M ATADDEN Ir. Ayres, and Mr. Pyrns of Tennessee 
\ ted managers on the part of the House at the fur- 
t nierence, 
FICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS 
] as in Committee of the Who resumed con- 
s of the bill (H. R. 9559) making appropriations to 
ienci n certain appropriat s for the fiscal year 
y e 20, 1924, and r fiscal 1 s, to provide sup 
il appropriations for the fiscal ye: ling June 80, 1925, 
q rr oTnet pury OSes 
PRESIDING OFFICER (M I n the « r) 
Secretary will read the bill 
pri ) erk proceeded to re: 
HARRISON. Mr. Presider inquiry. 
¥ eTe al i ‘ th } comm ts si ld 
] rst considered? 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. There was 
Vir. HARRISON. Reserving the right to object, may I ask 
1 Senator from Wyoming if he has any objection to an 
ndment that was considered by the committee to increase 
e amount of the a] ypriation by $10,000 for the naval 
s ; industry? 
Ir. WARREN. I shall be ad if the Senator will repeat his 
ment Mv attention was diverted 
‘ir. HARRISON. I desire to have incorporated in the bill 
mendment that carries $10,000 for general expenses under 
the Burenu of Chemistry for enabling the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to carry into effect the provisions of the act of March 
eo, 1923 
Mr. WARREN. Let me say that I know what the item is, 
but we are working under a unanimous-consent agreement that 


we shall 


all first consider the amendments of the committee. 

ir. HARRISON. I wnderstand; but I just want to know, 
before vy proceed with this unanimous-consent agreement, if 
the Senator is going to raise any objection to the amendment 
when I propose it. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator will have a perfect right to 
offer the amendment just as soon as we finish the consideration 
oft the committee smendments 


The 


firs 


The 


PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will 
amendment of the committee. 

first amendment of the Committee 
at the top of page 2, to insert: 


state the 


on Appropriations 

Was, 
SENATS 

additional amount to pay John G. Holland, jr., for services 

tant clerk to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys during 

investigation of leases upon naval oil reserves, $25 


For as 

ass 

th 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 


® « 


2, after line 5, to insert: 

For additional amonnt to pay Ernest K. Hil for services as assistant 
clerk to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys during the 
vestigation of leases upon naval ofl reserves, $250. 


in- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 


of the 


9 


2, after line 9, to insert: 


For additional salary Postmaster of the fiscal 


1924, $860. 


Senate, year 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 11, to insert: 


For payment to Albert Reid for expert services rendered by him to 


the Senate Committee on Finance dvring the Sixty-eighth Congress, 
first session, in eompiling, editing, and indexing hearings, special ré 


perts, ana bills relating to the revenue act ef 1924 and the World War 
adjusted conmensation act, $125. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after Tine 17, to insert: 
lo pay 

the 

Cor 


Alexander K. Meek fer extra and expert services rendered te 
Committee on Pensions during the first session of the Sixty-eighth 
an assistant clerk to said committee, by detail from the 
Bureau of Pensions, $1,200. 


The amendment was acreed to. 


izress AS 
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The next amendment was, on pice after lime 22, to it : 
or 1 lar s items « lustve 
e amendment as agi 1 te 
The next « t was, 2 | , to 
| 7" 1 nt ¢t , T Rose T { ‘ \- 
e- ! 1 ft ( 8 
I ! vert < the ¢ n 
lu22 « P ) n iS e i us, $50 
1") y 3 1 3 
. ; , 
the ‘ on ige 4 p i, t 
Iz . 
e | l 
7 : . 
ry Are y war © i t 
The m t was ert ] \ | 
t Mo lf nrs ¢ I . ql ‘ ! ! e { 
motor-propel ) t ‘ ‘ , 1 . 
‘earrving at dl . 
in 1G ! \ ‘ n f ‘ er € 
) s of ne “sx ernment, FO 5 miuke ft p ih 
I ) 750 wn f f } 
Battle Mom s Cor asin \ > 1924. 7 
Oo Sixty-eighth | Ss s } by or } 
han< rey i opel im of ) elled g 
vel es that may fur 1} t - y of V ther 
! 4 ‘ f ‘ 
Bi i t ‘ 
The amen nt Ww ‘ eed to 
The next LryyMe ent \ 1" t ' “TDistrict ¢ 
Col 1 Pul ‘ on p » 3, to rt 
For additional amount 1 for 5 of adminis 
tr 1 sur ff f ' ! i at , 
of i the public ls duriy th fi l r ending 3 ) 
1925, includis two first assistant superintendent I » chief « 
an er, 14 ': Provided, That tl m nd th mrmount 
ci Hy appropriated in the District of Colum appropriation t tor 
the fiscal vear 1925, fe laries of oflicers eachere rinn ttend- 
nee office longevity pay, and allewance to principals are au d 
to e consolidated and treated was one amo it for the payment of 
salaries of admi tré e and pervisory officer teachers, librariane, 
and attendar off rs in such numbers nd at such rates of compen- 
sation as shall be authorized by law for said fiecal year: Provided fur- 
ther, That the eppropriation for Americanigation wo for the fixcal 
ar 1925 is hereby reduced by the sum of $1,800, which sum is hereby 
autherized to be transferred te and made a part of the foregoing con- 
solidated amount. 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page S, after line 2], to insert: 
For additional amount fer salaries of employees of the commrnity 
center department of the public schools for the fiscal year 1925, 
$3,400, to be paid wholly eut ef the revenues of the District of Colum- 
bia: Provided, That in addition to this sum, the appropriation con- 
tained in the District of Col ia appropriation act for the fisral 
year 1925 is made available for the payment of the salaries of one 
general director, two general secretaries ind se n full-time 1- 
munity secretaries, at such rates of compensation as shall be aufh« i 
by lew for said fiscal year, and for the payment of compensa if 
other employees, other than janitors, incleilir part-tim " mit 
secretaries, at sue rates of pay as shall be fixed by the Board of 
Education: Provided further, That not more than 85 per cent of the 
total amount appropriated for the comn ity cent department for 
the fiscal year ending June 39, 1925, s1 l expended for salaries 
of employees 
The amendment was reed te 
The next amend it was, on page 14, after bine 9, to insert: 


MEDICAL CITARTTTES 





For care and treatment of indigent patica under contract to hea 
made by the Board of ¢ irities with ft following institutions and 
fer not to exceed the following amounts, respectively 

Central Dispensary and Emerger Iiospital: Fiscal year 1922, 
$2,991.15; fiscal year 1925, $8,503.40 

Eastern Dispensary and Casualty Hospital: Fiscal year 1922, 
$878.85"; fiscal year 1925, $6,236.15 


The amendment was agreed ta, 
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The next 
Board for 
to insert: 


amendment 
Vocational 


heading ‘“ Federal 
19, after line 8, 


was, under the 
Education,” on page 


To extend to the Territory of 
1920 (41 


Hawali the benefits of the act 
Stat. p. 735), im accordance with the 
provisions of the act entitled “An act to extend the provisions of 
ertain laws to the Territory of Hawali,” approved March 10, 1924, 
fiscal year 1925, $5,000 


approved June 2, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the heading “ Department 
of Commerce, Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce,” 
on page 24, after line 17, to insert: 


The Secretary of Commerce is authorized and directed to pay, 

, e . . . 
out of 3 current appropriation for the Bureau of Foreign and 
Domestic Commerce, the amount of any official checks not ex- 


ceeding the sum of $1,000 drawn in the fiscal year 1924 by James 
W Royer, jr., 


which for any 


special disbursing agent at Constantinople, Turkey, 
reason can not be paid from the officers’ credit 
balance with the Treasurer of the United States: Provided, That 
the amount of any payments made hereunder shall not be held to 


relieve the disbursing officer issuing such checks, nor the sureties 
on his bond, from responsibility or liability to the United States. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading 
partment,” ou page 26, after line 21, to insert: 


*Tnterior De- 


GENERAL LAND OFFICHR 

Relmbursement to State of Utah: To reimburse the State of Utah, 
as provided in the act of Congress approved August 18, 1804, for moneys 
ndvanced by said State to the United States on April 12, 1922, August 
12, 1922, and November 138, 1922, to secure the survey of lands granted 
to said State, $50,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the heading “ Interior De- 
partment, Bureau of Indian Affairs,” on page 27, after line 9, 
to insert: 

For rebuilding dairy and horse barns at Carson City Indian School, 
Carson City, Nev., fiscal years 1924 and 1925, $7,560. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Reclamation | 


Service,” on page 29, after line 8, to insert: 


For all expenditures authorized by the act of June 17, 1902 (32 
Stat. p. 388), and acts amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto, 
known as the reclamation law and all other acts under which ex- 
penditures from said fund are authorized, ineluding salaries in the 
District of Columbia and elsewhere; examination of estimates for 
appropriations in the field; refunds for overcollections hereafter re- 
ceived on account of water-right charges, rentals, and deposits for 
other purposes; printing and binding, not exceeding $15,000; purchase, 
maintenance, and operation of horse-drawn or motor-propelled passen- 
ger-carrying vehicles; payment of danrages caused to the owners of 
lands or private property of any kind by reason of the operations 
of the United States, its officers or employees, in the survey, con- 
struction, operation, or maintenance of irrigation works, and which 
may be compromised by agreement between the claimant and the 
Secretary of the Interlor; and payment for official telephone service 
in the field hereafter incurred in case of official telephones installed 
in private houses when authorized under regulations established by 
the Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 31, to insert: 

North Platte irrigation project, Nebraska and Wyoming: For con- 
tinued investigations, commencement of construction of the Guernsey 
Reservoir, and incidental operations, $800,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 4, to insert: 

Spanish Springs trrigation project, Nevada: For continued investi- 


gations, commencement of construction, and incidental 
$200,000, 


operations, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the language, line 8 down to 
and including line 20, ought to be in italics, as the items in- 
cluded therein are all committee amendments. 

The FRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be 
stated. 

The Reaptna CrerK. On page 31, at the beginning of line 8, 
it is proposed to insert: 

Salt Lake Basin irrigation project, Utah: For continued investiga- 
tions, continuation of construction, and incidental operations, $1,500,- 
000. 


The amendment was agreed to, 





—— eee 


Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, has the amendment begin- 
ning in line 5, on page 31, been agreed to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment has been 
agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to say to the Senator from Nevada 
that there is a complication in reference to that time; but 
I have endeavored to do what the Senator from Nevada would 
desire to be done and what I should desire to be done in a 
similar case. When the fact-finding commission reported in 


| reference to this matter they reported in favor of an appropria- 
| tion of $800,000 for the Spanish Springs irrigation project in 


Nevada, as they reported in favor of an appropriation of 
$2,500,000 for the preceding item, but they also reported that 
this year they could only use $200,000; and that was the esti- 
mate that came from the Budget Bureau. 

I thought perhaps it would suit the Senators from Nevada 
better—and the Committee on Appropriations concurred in that 
opinion—to have a smaller amount, which would be unassail- 
able, rather than to appropriate the larger sum. Of course, 
however, if that is not satisfactory, I shall not resist if the 
Senator from Nevada moves to increase the appropriation to 
SS00,000. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I remember that when the 
bill making appropriations for the Interior Department was 
under consideration there was under discussion before the com- 
mittee, if I am not mistaken, the items for the North Platte, 
the Spanish Springs, the Salt Lake Basin irrigation, the 
Owyhee, and the Warm Springs (Vale) irrigation projects. 

Mr. WARREN. I think there was a bill introduced in the 
House in reference to those items, but not in the Senate. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I notice here that Salt Lake Basin irriga- 
tion project, in Utah, has an appropriation of $1,500,000; that 
the Owyhee project, in Oregon, has an appropriation of 
$1,250,000; that the Warm Spring (Vale) irrigation project, in 
Oregon, has an appropriation of $250,000; and that the Yakima 
irrigation project, in Washington, has an appropriation of 
$1,500,000. 


Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator desire that the amount of 


the appropriation for the Spanish Springs irrigation project, in 


Nevada, shall be increased from $200,000 to S800,000? 

Mr. PITTMAN. I desire that the appropriation for that pur- 
pose shall be increased to $800,000. 

Mr. WARREN. An amendment to that effect would be an 
amendment to the committee amendment, and would be in 
order. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I offer that amendment. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Nevada yield to his colleague? 

Mr. PITTMAN. T shall yield after the amendment which 
I have offered shall have been stated. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I have an amendment pending 
before the Senate increasing the amount of this appropriation 
to $800,000. 

Mr. PITTMAN. The amendment which my colleague desires 
to offer is possibly the one which I have just offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To what amendment is the 
junior Senator from Nevada referring? 

Mr. ODDIE. I am referring to the amendment which I 
presented on May 20 last, and which was printed. 

Mr. PITTMAN. The amendment which I offer is exactly 
the same proposition which my colleague has pending. He has 
offered a bill in the nature of an amendment to be offered when 
this bill came up. It is immaterial, however, whether the 
junior Senator from Nevada offers the amendment or I offer it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
the amendment must be offered at this time. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I have just moved an amendment to in- 
crease the item on page 31, beginning in line 5, from $200,000 
to $800,000. 

Mr. WARREN. Being a committee amendment, it is, of 
course, open to amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the com- 
mittee amendment was agreed to will have to be reconsidered. 

Mr. WARREN. That may, of course, be done. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the vote 
whereby the committee amendment was agreed to may be 
reconsidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. The vote whereby the committee amend- 
ment on page 31, from line 5 to line 7, was agreed to is recon- 
sidered. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President 

Mr. PITTMAN. I move to amend the committee amendment 


Does the Senator from 





on page 31, line 7, by striking out “$200,000” and inserting 
in lieu thereof “ $800,000.” 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment offered by 
committee amendment. 

The Reapinc CrerK. On page $1, line 7, it 
strike out “ $200,000” and to insert 


The Secretary will state the 
the senior Senator from Nevada to the 


is proposed to 
* $800,000.” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Spanish Springs trrigation project, Nevada: 
commencement of 


For continued investiga 


tions, construction, and incidental operations, 


SSO O00, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the amendment 


The question is on agreeing 
to the committee amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is upon 
agreeing to the committee amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 31, after line 
10, to insert: 


Owyhee irrigation project, For continued investigations, 


incidental 


Oregon: 


commencement of construction, and operations, $1,250,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment wis, on page 31, after line 13, to insert: 


Warm Springs (Vale) irrigation project, Oregon: For continued in 


vestigations and for first payment toward purchase of an interest in 


the Warm Springs Reservoir, $250,000; 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 17, to insert: 


Yakima irrigation project, Washington: For continued investigations, 


commencement of construction of the Kittitas unit, and incidental 
operations, $1,500,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 20, to insert: 


BUREAU OF MINES 


For the development of oil shale, including construction of ne« 


essary 
plant, purchase, lease, or condemnation of necessary land for erection 
of plant; purchase or mining of shale, operation of plant, and for all 


necessary technical 


and 
Columbia and elsewhere, to remain avail- 


$90,000, 


expenses incident thereto, including clerical 


assistance in the District of 
able until June 30, 1925, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the heading “ Judicial— 
Marshals, District Attorneys, Clerks. and Other Expenses of 
United States Courts,” on page 36, line 13, after the figures 


“$1,000,” to insert a comma and “to be available also for one 
set of Federal Reporter and Digests thereof,” so as to read: 

For 1924, $1,000, to be available also for one set of Federal Reporter 
and Digests thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the heading “ Department of 
Labor—Bureau of Immizrgtion,” 
10, to strike out “ $75,000” and to insert “ $100,000,” so as to 
read: 

The amount which may be expended for personal services in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia from the appropriation “ Expenses of regulating im- 


migration, 1925,”" is hereby increased from $50,000 to $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading “ Navy Depart- 
ment,” on page 41, after line 21, to insert: 


Damage claims: To pay claims for damages to or losses of privately 
owned property adjusted and determined by the Navy Department, 
under the provisions of the act entitled “An act to provide a method 
for the settlement of against the Government of the 
United States in sums not exceeding $1,000 in any one case,” approved 
December 28, 1922, as fully set forth in House Documents Nos. 258, 
261, and 275, reported to Congress at its present session, $11,379.10. 


claims arising 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 18, to insert: 


Harbor, Hawali: For necessary costs and ex 
penses of condemnation proceedings authorized by the act approved 
June 28, 1921 (42 Stat. L. 
acquisition by the United States of private rights of fishery in and 
about Pearl Harbor, Territory of Hawaii,” fiscal years 1924 and 1925, 
$5,000. 


Fishery rights, Pearl 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the heading “ State Depart- 
ment,” on page 48, line 13, before the word “ conference,” to 
strike out “nineteenth” and to insert “ twenty-third,” and in 
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on page 38, at the end of line | 


LO679 





line 16, before the word conference,” to strike out “ nine 
teenth” and to insert 
graph read: 





“twenty-third so as to make the jx 


Twenty-third conference of the Interpartiamentary Uni : For t 
t e of defray x S W ut 
\ in the 1 ted Stat i t e twent i f 
1 Interparlian t y Union, t be } n Washi } 10 t e 
expended under s r and regulat S as t S vy of S 
muiy preseribe rie in the Dist ig Col ia or «¢ \ 
en printiz id ! travel ind s 8 ce expenses 
standing the provisions of any other act), and such other expenses 
n he necessary, $50,000, as authes red publ res tior PI ed 
May 1 1924, to remain avallabk ntil December Ll, 1925, 

The amendment was agreed to 

‘I ie umencdiment vas, under ft eading “ Treas ir) |? 
partment,” on page 50, after line 4, to insert: 

( CE OF THI ARY 
I payment t e in the A 
s | led \ 11Oer f ‘ ‘ l i f t 
y s that f \ 

I 1924, $281.95 5 

For 1925,-$2,300 

The amendment was agreed t 

The next amendment was, under thi ibhead Inter: 
Revenue Service,” on page 51, after lin to insert 

Refundi neom nder title 12 « evel e< 1924: | 
t fur g tar juired by title 12 the revenue act 1924 
approved June 2, 1 roviding ran allowance by edit or ré i 
of 25 cent of the tax imposed | parts 1 and 2 title 2 
th r n i Lyell ‘ 1in ava ble until Jur » 19 
$16,140,000 

The amendmet: was ugreed to 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 54, to insert: 

SUPPRES col ERFEI ( D OTHER RIM} 

For expenses incurred in supp counterfeiting and h 
crimes, inel ng the me objects specified under this head 1 he 
act making appropriations for the Treasury Department for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1923, $756.62 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, under the heading “ War Depart 
ment,” on page 57, after line 14, to insert: 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to pay out of ant 
current appropriation for the War Department the amount of ar off 
cial checks, not exceeding the im of $20,000, drawn in the fiseal year 
1924 by the military attaché at Santiago, Chile, and cashed by foreien 
banks or foreign branches of American banks, which for any reason n 
not be paid from the officer’s credit balance with the Treasurer of he 


United States 
under 


Provided, That the amount of any payments made here- 


shall be charged to the officer drawing such checks 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 58, to 


Ae 


inser 


Control of floods: For preliminary examinations and surveys with a 


view to the control of floods in accordance with the provisions of t 
May 31, 1924, fiscal 1924 and 1925, as folk 
Branch of the Susquehanna River, Pa. and N. ¥ 

and Monongahela Rivers, $25,000; 
$5,000: in all, $58,000 


act approved 
North 


legheny 


years 
Ss O00 \ 


Puyallup River, Wasb 


| The amendment was agreed to 


| The next amendment was, under the heading “ Judgments, 
| United States courts,” on page 58, at the end of line 18, to in 
crease the appropriation for the payment of final judgments and 
decrees, etc., under the Department of Labor, from $328.75 to 
$10,340.66. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 19, to 
insert: 
| Under the Treasury Department, $1,701.64, 


67), entitled “An act to provide for the | 


| The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 
words “in all,” to strike out “ $6,224.12” 
| 937.67,” so as to read: 


21, after the 
and to insert “ 


Under the War Department, $412.25: in all, $17,937.67 
with such additional sum as may be necessary to pay interest on the 
respective judgments at the rate of 4 per cent from the date thereof 
until the time this appropriation its made. 


together 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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next amendment was, under the heading “ Judgments, 
mrt « ms,”’ on Puge 60, after line 11, to insert: 
dgments rendered by the Court of Claims and 
ngress during the pr nt session in Senate Document 
Iw: 
1 r @ endent O — 
{ d States Food Adminietration, $6,564.52; 
lnder the I $810,851.29; 
l r the 4 I nt, $181,364.99; 
In r y Li irtm t $489,522.79; 
$1,497 303.4 tovethet with such additional sum as may be 
yt inte t on tain of the judgments at the legal rate 
‘re specified in said judgments. None of the 
paid until the 1 of appeal 
‘ i to 
h pag 4, aft 16, to in- 
ayers 
tl! ' i} fol ing cl ! rt 1 to be 
\ ng O und I ri ) t} alances 
1 to ‘ rplus nd under the 
ict of e 20, 1874, and under appro- 
I nent eing for the service of the 
1 4 an rs unless otherwi tated, and which 
it ( und section 2 of the act of July ' 
Senate Dk ment N 156, reported te Con- 
t ‘ is appropriated as ] 
INDKI NT OFFICES 
I lari 1 ex] Rall 1 Labor Board, $27.78 
I Int { Comr ree (omy ssion 0 nts 
nd | ry \ rans’ B au 5.01, 
\ ins’ | 1 ( ‘ 
I ARTMI OF AGRECT RE 
I I B of Plant Industry, $484.7 
I ex] es, Fores Service So ¢ 
Fo neral expenses, Rureau of Animal Industry, § 
Fo 1 ex States Relations Service, $5 
For pure! ‘ da ribution of valuable seeds, $421.04. 
DEI "MENT OF COMM 
| ‘ cor ion, Department of Commerce, 22 cents, 
For general expense Lighthouse Service, $311.78 
] a ( lighthouse vessels, $2.25. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTHRIOR 
For operating mine-rescue cars,-Bureau of Mine $14.40. 
; dustry mong Indians, $1.18 
For water supply for steck and increasing grazing range on un- 
ad in 1 lands, $2,001.80 
lor support of Sioux of different tribes, subsistence and civilization, 
uth Dakota, $58.88. 
For In ! hool, Rapid City, S. Dak., scheol building and assembly 
l S100 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
lor fees of Jurors, United States courts, $101.40 
lor fees of witnesses, United States courts, $34.50 
I supplies for United States courts, $10.16 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
For national security and defense, Department of Labor, 69 cents. 
For War Pmergency Employment Service, $26.01. 
NAVY DEPARTMENT 
] pay, miscellaneous, $246.04 
For maintennnce, Quartermaster’s Department, Marine Corps, $1.66. 
For transportation, Burean of Navigation, $416.62. 
Vor pay of the Navy, $295.84. 
| freight, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, $287/52. 
] Medical Department, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, $8,169.95. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATD 
r salaries of secretaries, Diplomatic Service, $901.85. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT 
For collecting the revenue from customs, $49.60 
For refur x internal-revenue collections, $20.92. 
For ilecting the war revenue, $1,147.50. 
Fer Coast Guard, $1,135.32. 
Por pay of other employees, Public Health Service, $1.83. 
For freight, transportation, etc., Public Health Service, ‘$1.80. 
For pay of persennel.and maintenance ef hospitals, Public Health 
rvice, $3.01. 


For furniture and repairs of same dor public buildings, $6.50. 
, WAR DEPARTMPNT 

Establishment, $1,326.35. 

nal Corps, $6.33. 

$66,854.48. 


For increase of 
For incr e of 
For Air Service, 


compensation, Military 
aviation, Si 


Army, 


For arming, equipping, and training the National Guard, $197.59. 

For armament of fortifications, $706.15. 

For armament of fortifications, Panama Canal, $145.75. 

For seacoast batteries, Panama Canal, $669.55. 

For fire control at fortifications, $4.98. 

For Ordnance Service, $248.77. 

For replacing ordnance and ordnance stores, $60.45 

For quartermaster supplies, equipment, etc., Reserve Officers’ 
ing Corps, $9.61. 

For chemical warfare service, Army, $32,710.51, 

For commercial telephone service at coast artillery posts, $459.41. 

For Watervliet Arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., $51.90. 

For barracks and quarters, $128.84. 

Por general appropriations, Quartermaster Corps, $13,059.04, 





Traln- 


For pay, ete., of the Army, $95,614.84, 

I supplies, services, and transportation, Quartermaster Corps, $21,- 
894.85 

For disposition of remains of officers, soldiers, and civil employees, 
$193.45. 

POST OFFICE DPPARTMENT 

For city delivery carriers, $925.91. 

For clerks, first and second class post offices, $401.62 

For indemnities, domestic mail, $35.71 

For indemnities, international mail, $725.11, 

For railroad transportation, $11,637.52. 

For rent, light, and fuel, $66.67. 

For vehicle service, $60.96. 

Total, audited claims, section 8, $267,040.25, together with such 


additional sum, due to increase im rate cf exchange, as may be neces- 
sary to pay in foreign as specified in certificate of 
settlement of the General Accounting Office, No. 029325 


claim currency 


The amendment 
The next 
sectic 


was agreed to. 
ment wus, on page 
m number frem 38 to 4. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. This completes the com- 
mittee »mendm« The bill is still before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I have several committee 
amendments to offer yet. 

I am instructed by the committee to offer the 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Wyoming. 

The Reaptne Creek. On page 19, after lime 14, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 


1 “> 


iment 4a, 


line 14, to change the 


pro 


amendment 


For cooperative vocational rehabilitation of persons disabled in 
industry, fiscal year 1925, $854,000. 
For the purpose of making studies, investigations, and reperts 


regarding the vocational rehabilitation of disabled persons and their 
place a gainful occupations and for the administra- 
tive expenses of said board incident to performing the duties imposed 
by the act of June 2, 1920 (41 Stat. p. 735), as amended, including 
salaries of snch assistants, experts, clerks, and other employees, in the 
District of Columbia or elsewhere as the board may deem necessary, 
actual traveling and other necessary expenses incurred by the mem- 
bers of the board and by fts employees, under its orders, including 
attendance at meetings of e(ucational associations and other organi- 
zations, rent and equipment of offices in the District of Colimbia and 
elsewhere, purchase of books of reference, law books, and periodicals, 
stationery, typewriters and exchange thereof, miscellaneous supplies, 
postage on foreign mail, printing and binding te be done at the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, and all other necessary expenses, fiscal year 
1925, $75,000. 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like some explanation 
of that amendment, because the bill which was passed the 
other day, as I understand, carries an appropriation. 

Mr. WARREN. That was simply an authorization. This 
is the appropriation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment offered by the Senator from Wyoming. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 





ments in s te or 


desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 


The Reaping CLERK. 


On page 31, after line 20, it is praposed 
to insert: 


There is hereby established in the Department of the Interior a 
bureau of reclamation, and there shall be a director of the said 
bureau who shall be thoroughly equipped for the duties of said office 
by technical education and experience and who sball be appointed 


by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
and who shall receive a salary of $10,000 per annum, and there shall 
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also be in the said bureau such experts and other employees, to be 


appointed subject to the civil service laws and regulations, as may 
be required to carry out the purposes of the reclam tion act of June 
17, 1902 (32 Stat. p. 388), and acts amendatory thereof or supple 
mentary thereto, in accordance with the appropriations made from 
time to time by Congress for such purposes, 





The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 





The READING CrLeeK. On page 72, after line 13, it is proposed 
to insert the following: 

Sec. 4. On and after July, 1924, when not otherwise provided 
aw, heads of executive departments and other Government estal 


lishments 


re authorized to prescribe per diem rates of allowance, not 





exceeding $5, in lieu of subsistence, to persons engaged in field work 
or traveling on official business away from their designated posts of 


duty, or there shall be paid to such persons their actual expenses of 


subsistence not exceeding $5 per day while so engaged or traveling; 

it neither a per diem allowance in lieu of subsistence nor actual 
expenses of subsistence shall be paid to any person in any ranch of 
the public service of the United States unless absent from his desig 
nated post of duty and then only for the period of time actually 
red in the discharge of official duties. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The READING CLERK. On page 22, after line 21, it is proposed 
to insert: 

BURBAU OF CHEMISTRY 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the provi- 
sions of the act of March 3, 1923, entitled “An act establishing stand 
ard grades of naval stores, preventing deception in transactions in 
naval stores, regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes,’ $10,000, 
to remain available until June 30, 1925. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The Reaping CrerK. On page 72, after line 13, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Szc.5. Subsection A. That when used in this section— 

(a) The word “Secretary” means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) The words “reclamation law” mean the act of June 17, 1902 
(32 Stat. p. 388), and all acts amendatory thereof or supplementary 
thereto. 

(c) The words “reclamation fund” mean the fund provided by 
the reclamation law. ° 

(d) The word “project” means a Federal irrigation project au- 
thorized by the reclamation law. 

(e) The words “ division of a project’? mean a substantial irrigable 
area of a project designated as a division by order of the Secretary 

Subsection B. That no new project or new division of the project 
shall be approved for construction or estimates submitted therefor by 
the Secretary until information in detail shall be secured by him con 
cerning the water supply, the encineering features, the cost of con- 
struction, land prices, and the probable cost of development, and 
shall have made a finding in writing that it is feasible, that it is 
adaptable for actual settlement and farm homes, and that it will 
probably return the cost thereof to the United States 

Subsection C, That the Secretary is hereby authorized, 


under regu- 
lations to be promulgated by him, to require of each applicant, includ 
ing preference right ex-service men for entry to public lands on 
a project, such qualifications as to industry, experience, character, and 
eapital as in his opinion are necessary to give reasonable 
of suecess by the prospective settler. The Secretary is 


assurance 
authorized to 
appoint boards in part composed of private citizens to assist 
termining such qualifications. 

Subsection D. That the irrigable lands of each new project and new 
division of a project hereafter approved shall be classified by the Sex 
retary with respect to their power, under a proper agricultural program, 
to support a family and pay water charges, and the Secretary is author- 
ized to fix different construction charges against different classes of 
land under the same project for the purpose of equitably apportioning 
the total construction cost so that all lands may as far as practicable 
bear the burden of such cost according to their productive value. 

Subsection E. That hereafter the Secretary shall as to each irrigable 
acre of land in each new project, or a new division of a project, issue 
two public notices relating to construction charges. The first public 


in de- 


4 


noti shall be issued when the |] ad s for aettis as 
ul the construction charge per irr on r} 

notice shall be issued when i +} @ « e ‘ 
cultural development ft} . 4 
warrant the « mence : ' ? 

iction charge rhe se 1 dat ‘ 
I ments will begir t : 
I lic notiee, which dat } not re 
‘ the s ° 

» s tion F I f r } ' + . 
be 1 1 iv n , etell 
of t land led { . z 

y i ’ 

o | t vel 3 ‘ ' ¢ 
calendar years f I for ] 1 if 
10 irs t iwallabl fe ¢ a i 
or 8&8 livision ft of f ti y } } land : 
as found y ti Seer I ; i ‘ Q 
is to the an t of any nstally hall a 
annual payments hall continue wt | ¥ , 
against each unit is paid rhe &S etary is aut r ! ‘ 
to amend any ex ing contract for a prote om te mt ao ft ' 
will provide for payment f the nstruction har ther 1 i 
accordance with the provisions of t ; section or for tl deferment 
of such construction charges for a pe 1 of three years from tl . 
proval of this section, or both 

Subsection G. That whenever two-thirds of the Irrigable ar ae 
any project, or division of a project, shall be covered by water tobe 
contracts between the water users and the United States, said project 
shall be required, as a condition precedent to recelving the benefits of 


this section, to take over, through a legally 


igh a 


association or irrigation district, the care, 


organized water ers’ 


operation, and nraintenance 


of all or any part of the project works, subject to such rule and 
regulations as the Secretary may prescril and thereafter the United 
States, in its relations to said project, shall deal with a water users’ 
association or irrigation district, and when the water users assume 
control of a project, the operation and maintenance charges for the 


year then current shall be covered into the construction account 
to be repaid as part of the construction repayments 


Subsection H. That the penalty of 1 per cent per month against 


| delinquent accounts, provided in section 8 and section 6 of the act 


of August 13, 1914 (38 Stat. p. 686), is hereby reduced to one-half 
of 1 per cent per month, as to all installments which may hereafter 
become due 

Subsection I. That whenever the water users take over the care, 
operation, and maintenan« of a project or a division of a project 
the total accumulated net profits, as determined by the Secretary, 
derived from the operation of project power plants, leasing of project 
zyrazing and farm lands, and the sale or use of town sites shall 


f he 
credited to the construction charge of the project, or a division thereof, 
and thereafter the net profits from such sources may be used by the 
water users to be credited annually, first, on account of project con- 


struction charge; second, on account of project operation and main 


tenance charge: and, third, as the water users may direct No di 
tribution to individual water users shall be made out of any such 
profits before all obligations to the Government shall 


paid 


have been fully 


Subsection J. That all moneys or profits as determined by the See- 


retary heretofore or hereafter derived from the sale or rental of sur- 
plus water under the Warren Act of February 21, 1911 (36 Stat. 
p. 925), or from the connection of a new project with an existi 
project shall be credited to the project or division of the project to 
which the construction cost has been charged 

Subsection K. That on each existing pre t where, in the opinion 
of the Secretary, it appears that on account of lack of fertili i 
the soil, an inadequate water supply, or other physical ises, settlers 
are unable to pay construction costs, or whenever it aj irs th the 
cost of any reclamation project by reason of error or mistake or 
for any cause has been apportioned or charged upon a smaller area 
of land than the total area of land under said project, the Secretary 
is authorized to undertake a comprehensive and detailed survey to 
ascertain all pertinent facts, and report in each case the result of 


such survey to the Congress, with his recommendations: Provided, 


That the cost and expense f each such survey shall be charged to 


the appropriation for the project on account of which the same is 


made, but shall not be charged as a part of the construction or opera- 


tion and maintenance cost payable by the water users 
project. 


under the 


Subsection L. That in any adjustment of water charges as provided 
in this section all due and unpaid charges to the United States oth 
on account of construction and on account of operation and mainte- 
nance, including interest and penalties, shall be added in each case to 
the total obligation of the water user, and the new total thus estab- 
lished shall then be the construction charge against the land in ques 
tion, 





10682 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 





JUNE 5 





ibgection M, That every entryman or assignee on a project oul Mr. McKBELLAR. Mr. President, while this amendment is 





be mnade by the Secretary through the Bureau of Reclamation to ob- 


tain necessary information to determime how arld and semi-arid, swamp, 
nnd cut-over timberlands may best be developed, 


the records of the Civil War veterans. 
To furnish the Information needed for the payment of a bonus to 
Union Army veterans, such as Congress has provided for veterans of 


unit not yet patented, which unit shall be found by the Secretary to | pending I have no objection to it, but I desire to call the atten- 
¢ insuli it to support a family and pay water charges, shall have | tiom of the Senate to two items in this bill—on page 05 an item 
11 ipon application to exchange his entry for another farm unit | of $3,600,000, appropriated for the administrative expenses of 
of ‘ ublic land on the same or another project located in the the World War adjusted compensation act, and on page 21 
fait tate, in which event all instalments of construction charges | the sum of $1,188,500 for the administrative expenses of the 
{ pald on account of the relinquished farm unit shall be | Veterans’ Bureau in carrying out the same act. 
on account of the new farm unit taken in exchange: Provided, | I call attention to the testimony of Gen. P. C. Harris, the 
‘ n al for the same farm unit under the ex- | former The Adjutant General of the Army, who said in hig 
of ection, only one of whem Is an ex-service | { mony that $1,200,000 was an adequate sum for the adminis- 
buat uti f January 21, 1922 (42 Stat, n of this act. I have no doubt that the Budget has re- 
i i ave a preference in making such ex-/ ported these two very large sums; and it seems, in view of that 
testimony, to be very, very much more than was at that time 
3 providing for new projects an@ | testified to as being necessary by The Adjutant General of the 
] 1 requ hat all é main- | Army. In addition to that, General Lord, who ts the head of 
in advance, In each re the the Budget Bureau, said at that time that {t would not amount 
" of a project or divis f a project | to re than $1 a head, and that included every expense of 
to t N isers the c¢ uct i the -, every kind or description. 
i nten li >in adi Phat whe er I just want to call attention again to the extravagance of the 
‘ is under th at adjust- | Budget Bureau and the utter worthlessness of that bureau, as 
ue | p le that theredfter all operation and main-! jt seems to me. I do not belfeve that we ought to depend 
l we j in ivance, upon it. 
nm O tt cost and expense after Jun ), 1925, of the in that connection, I desire at this time to offer a published 
! ington, Ly « f the Bureau of Reclamation in the | [Interview with General Harris on the subject of the expense, 
, | ior, and the cost and expense of general in- | snq ask unanimous consent that it may be printed in the 
! horized by the Seeretary, shall | Rtpcorp. 
me » the general rectamation fund and shall not be charged | T}ie PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
art ‘ ruction or operation and maintenance cost pay- | ordered. 
d y th iter users under the projec The matter referred to is as follows: 
) l Phat ror in t I ) {f the Secretary, a 
: meine i on +: of sv kind over 1 land is required Commenting upon the magnitude of the task of furnishing Informa- 
a ‘ ‘ a pl t the retary may serve the same | tion from the records of the War Department for the payment of the 
1 « a by ing 1 t} General Land Off and in | POnus, Maj. Gen. P. C, Harris, formerly The Adjutant General of the 
’ > e local 1d office copies of a instrument giving a Army, who has recently returned from a two-year trip abroad, says 
a ion the right of way or easement and notice that the | te World War veterans may be thankful that the Army discarded the 
on sag ed to the United States for Federal irrigation pur- | old bimonthly muster roll when ft did. 
poss under this section, in which event entry for such land and If the use of the muster roll, which contained the records of the 
the itent issued therefer shall be subject to the right of way or | S0ldlers as reported to the War Department, had continued throughout 
ea it described in such imstrument; and reference to each | the war and the perfod of demobilization, the records of the War 
BLL instrument shall be made in the apprepriate tract beoks and | Department, General Harris says, would have been in a worse state of 
also in the natent. } confusion than after the Civil War, for there were twice as many 
Nia il Re Q. That where real property or any interest theremm | 4merfean soldiers in the World War as there were in the Federal 
heretofore has been, or hereafier shall be, donated and conveyed | S¢Tvice during the Civil War, and the number of separate organizations 
to the United States for use in connection with a project, and the | that would have submitted muster rolls in the World War was ap- 
Secretary decides not to utilize the donation, he is authorized with- | PToximately as large as the aggregate number in service during all the 
out charge to reconvey such property or any part thereof to the | wars in which the United States has participated. 
donating grantor, or to the heirs, successors, or assigns of such | 0 July 8, 1889, 24 years after the close of the Civil War, there 
grantor. | remained on hand in The Adjutant General's Office 40,654 unanswered 
Subsection KR. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated | requests from the Pensian Office and other governmental agencies, 
from the general Treasury the sum of $100,000 for investigations to | and nearly 30 years after that war over 800 clerks were employed upon 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I desire to offer 
umendments to the pending amendment. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous 
that this may be passed by temporarily, 
that we may dispose of some other amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LENROOT. 
I send to the desk. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
offers an amendment, which 

Che READING CLERK. 


one or two 
consent 


amendment order 


in 


object ion? 


The 
Mr. President, I offer the amendment which 


The Senator from Wisconsin 
will be stated. 


On page 34, after line 22, it is proposed 





to insert as a separate paragraph the following: 

Appropriations for salaries, fees, and expenses of marshals for the 

ir 1 +, and thereafter, shall be available for advances to be 

I l ed Stat marshals when authorized or approved by the 
Att ey ( I he provistons of section 3648 of the Revised Stat- 
u to the tr ’ notwithstanding. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, L should like to understand from 
the Senater the purpose of that. 


Mr. LENROO'! This amendment was brought 
tion of the committee by the Attorney General; but, 
lative in its nature, the committee could not act upen it. 

1 will the Senator from Utah that the purpose of the 
amendment is this: The Comptroller General has recently held 
that the practice prevailing of marshals advancing funds to 
deputy marshals fer long trips is not permitted under the law, 


heing legis- 


SAV to 


and they are new compelled to advance their own funds. A 
deputy marshal getting $1,200 a vear has not the money 
te to spend, and this is to take care of that situation and 
that is all 


to the atten- | 


the World War, would have been practically impossible until 30 years 
after the close of the Civil War. 

By substituting daily reports of changes for the old bimonthly muster 
roll, and by intreducing other radical reforms in the record-keeping 
system of the Army General Harris was able to begin, a few months 
after the troops were demobilized, preparation of statements of service of 
the World War veterans for the adjutants general of the several States, 
something that was never even attempted after any previous war. 

This undertaking was far greater in magnitude than that now con- 
fronting The Adjutant General’s Office, as the tndividual records of 
the soldiers are now assembled in jackets or envelopes and considerably 
more information was furnished on the statements of service than will 
be needed for the payment of the bonus, 

Anticipating that Congress would eventually pass a bonus law Gen- 
eral Harris, while preparing the statements of serviee for the adjutants 
general of the States, copled on the outside of the jackets or envelopes 
containing the records of the soldiers all the information that will be 
| needed in the normal case for the payment of the bonus. This fore- 
thought will greatly facilitate the work now and will save the Govern- 
ment millions of dollars. 

Contrasting the World War records with the almost chaotic condl- 
tion of the records of the Civil War for several years after the close of 
that war, General Harris called attention to the fact that on March 31, 
1922, when he turned over The Adjutant General's Office to his suc- 
cessor, there was on hand, in that branch of the office which bandles 
all for information from the records of soldiers of the World 
War, actually less than one day's output, and among the cases on hand 
was only one that had been reeeived priar to March 21, of was more 
than 10 days old, 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like some explanation of 


requests 


these items by the committee, because the statement which was 
| made before the Committee on Finance when the bonus bill wag 
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hefore tha ‘ \ the ect that the expenses w ] | The Reaprne Cur O 
L exce i >i LAK rut e numbde 1 € yees W . 
not in any eve exceed 2,000. Now, as the Senator from Ten- | 1 ‘ 
nessee indicates, the appropriations carried here for this pt f ‘ = 
pose ‘ to t or four million dollars, and the Senator | . . 
did ot call attention to the fact that $450, pad tional 
proj ted to e N: vy Department for clerical se ces In the | 
District of Columbia in connection with furnis : records in | fr. REED of Pen nia. J ) ‘ 
t 1dminis n ¢ t i e 
r. McKELI % I thir ere are al ther s In the | ©XM* t 
1 or this i and i am quoting om the st v of I I ‘ i a { | 
( 1H S given < pa 113 of the hear s of 1922 i 
I » the gr conti ‘ General Har sa careful, Y ] 
I ent busin in who directed that offi Bia ly nk ist ih | \ ; ead 
t] hese ap ( lat ive been made by direction | ! é of re ‘ i 
of the Bureau of the Budget are extravagant nd no mubt | t ! g g ra ‘ ‘ , 
‘ ) g gr \ s ind L feit that it w vy duty to cali the I Au ls pend a é 
i r to the atte 1 OL the - ite att { | ‘ 
fr. KING. It looks as if there has been 1 assault M ING i t m I yl 
upon the Tre yy thousands of pe ns s jobs, and l { ! ) ‘ . Ov 
1 it Those in ol i tion now seem deter! rie O £Zive Ds Ca i \ \ i an ch } ‘ 
t ybody who : 8 ed fr ( 
M McKELLAR. I do not know whether it he differ- M REED i I 1 e to admit 
« etween ]022 n heir a presidential year and 1924 being a | I ho reiut uith I ed to the Bureau of 
pre I Cal I I 1 y elie Airy « [ \ i e 
PI LNI j ( t The « f on ie us el I el 
t amendm Mr. KING t w knovV y in 
fhe amet wa reed to ‘ sed OOO S100, 000 | hie nitte 
NI ING I would 1 to inquire « the iirman of the Mr. R D of Per i \ oO ] e no knowl ‘ 
( e agg ite a t appropriated fo he clerieal | but the nan undoubtedly « { 
( nistering this act for the coming year. If Mr. KING. I should ‘ ‘ planation, aft ‘ 
( not in it, | propose to stril out some ¢ exp! " I i Liread 
l t an « lal ) In order t ‘ t Mr. WARREN I will h - i ivin } lr its 
" explanation, on page 21, lir 1 I move to amend by | wait until ‘ fin bitte miment eat 
striking t the f I $1,188,500” and inserting in lieu| l icle t se I Nebraska |Mr. Nouris] 
ther ** $750,900.” could offer an am iment to it 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania Will the Senator agree to sus Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Will not the Senator withhold 
pend action on that amendment for a moment? that request until the amendment I have offered, and which 
Mr. KING. Certainly is pending, has been acted upon 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania l offer the amendment whicl Mr. WARREN Certainly I will withhold my suggestien 
] end to the desk. T PRESIDENT pro tempore, Lt question is upon arree- 
M KING I withdraw my amendment temporarily, to ac ing to the amendment offered by the Senator from Pennsyl 
commodate the Senator from Pennsylvania | Vi 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senator from Tenn The amendment wa rreed to 
sylvania offers the following amendment, which the clerk will Mr. LADD Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment, 
read. which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Reaping Creak. On page 21, after line 24, the Senator The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
from Pennsylvania moves to insert the following: amendment. 
For additional hospital and out-patient dispensary facilities for pa The Reaping CLERK. On page 3, after line 3, insert as a 
tients of the United States Veterans’ Bureau and facilities for a per- | *®P4rate paragraph the lodowing 
manent national training school, at a cost not exceeding $350,000, | JOINT COMA ne TO! . ATR NORTH) ACTI I >» GRA 
for the blind who are beneficiaries of the United States Veterans’ | . 
Bureau, by purchase and remodeling or extension of existing plans, : pone OFS a committee created by s on 3 of _ 
aud by construction on sites now owned by the Government or on sites FenOlUtan Os | mIEty-eg Congress, entitled “ Joint resoluti - 
to be acquired by purchase, condemnation, gift, or otherwise, such veterelensetape ; Anterior to wi old his apt al of the 
hospitals and out-patient dispensary facilities, to include the necessary _ . = % —_ e t gt > ane oraee pu 
buildings and auxiliary structures, mechanical equipment, approach | ” i — — choi wei P ae, OOS ne, ane and 
work, roads, and trackage facilities leading thereto; and also to pro- | ~ ee * ; 

: 1 with the inquir e joint I tte may deer r rev 
vide accommodation for officers, nurses, and attending pe ees and $50,000, to remain avail! e until June 30, 192 | 
nise to provide proper and suitable recreational centers, $6,850,000, : 
to be immediately available and to remain available until expended. The amendment was agreed to. 

That not to exceed 8 per cent of this sum shall be available for the | Mr. WARREN. Now 1 desire to have the committee amend 
employment in the District of Columbia and in the field of necessary | ment which was laid aside acted upon 

t cal and clerical assistants at the customary rates ef compensa Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, to the committee amendment I 
tion, exclusively to aid in the preparation of the plans and specifica want to offer two amendments that are agreeable to the chair- 


tions for the projects authorized herein and for the supervision of | man. On page 4, in line 1, of the committee amendment, after 
the executi thereof, and for traveling expenses and field-office equip the word “project,” 1 move to insert 


he wort hereafter 
ment and supplies in connection therewith approved.” 
The amendment was agreed to. Che PRESIDENT pro tempor Che Secretary will state the 
Mr. CURTIS. I offer the following amendment. nendmen t. a ot 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. he Secretary will state Phe READING CLERK. On pag ine Io, the Senator from 


the amendment. Nebraska moves to strike out the word “ hereafter,” and on line 


— : >» after tl word “ proj ’ where it anpear he secon : 
The Reaping CrerK. On page 37, at the end of line 2, the 16, after project,” where it appears the second time 


‘ _ . . > Ves insert he rorcde ** reafter . oxi 7 
Senator from Kansas moves to add the following: he moves to insert the words “hereafter approved. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Provided, That said bridge shall | pen to use by the public under Mr. NORRIS L offer another amendment to the same com- 


such rules and regulations as prescribed by the Attorney General. mittee amendment. On page 13, line 7, after the word “ arid,” 


The amendment was agreed to. I move to insert the word “semiarid” and a comma. 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I offer the following amend- | The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 
ment. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- | ing to the amendment offered by the Senator from Wyoming 
vania offers a further amendment, which the Secretary will | as amended. 


© 


state The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
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Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
wie adment 

The Reaping Crerk. The Senator moves, on page 31, after 
Hne 20, to insert the following: 

YUMA IRRIGATION PROJECT, ARIZONA 

Che sum of $200,000, f operation and maintenance and completion 
f nati of t igation system required to furnish water to ail 
of 1 irviga nds in part 1 of the Mesa division, otherwise known as 
the First Mesa Unit of the Yuma Auxiliary Project, authorized by the 
act of January 25, 1917 ’ Stat. p. 868), as amended by the act of 
February 11, 1918 (40 Stat. p. 457): Provided, That all moneys re- 
ceed vy the United States In payment of land and water rights in said 
part 1 of the Mesa division, beginning one year from the date this act 
becomes effective hall be covered into the reclamation fund until the 

m advanced fron aid fund hereunder is fully paid: Provided fur- 
thre that the purchase price of land and water rights hereafter sold in 
tid part 1 of the Mesa division shall be paid to the United States in 10 
equal jostallments, the fir of which’shall be due and payable at the 
date of the purchase, and the remaining installments annually there 
ifts with interest on deferred installments at the rate of 6 per cent 
jer annua, pavable annually; and the Secretary of the Interior is au- 
th zo, at any time within one year from the date this act becomes 
effective, to amend any existing uncompleted contract for the purchase 
of nd and water rights so that the aggregate amount of principal and 
interest remaining unpaid under such contract may be paid In 10 equal 
Installments in accordance with the conditions of this proviso, begin- 
bing with the date of amendatory contract ind provided further, That 
land and wa rights in said part 1 of the Mesa division heretofore or 
hereafter offered at public sale under said act of January 25, 1917, and 
not disposed of at such public sale may he sold later at private sale at 
not less than $25 per acre for the land and at $200 per acre for the 
water right, and a corporation may purebase land and water rights at 
any such sale, either public or private, and receive patent therefor. 

That there is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury 


of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $597,088, 


or so much thereof as may be necessary, to reimburse landowners re- 
siding on the Yuma project, Arizona-California, for all moneys they 
have heretofore paid into the United States Reclamation Service for the 
operation and maintenance of the “Colorado River front work and levee 


system of said project 
Th the 
Treasury of the United States 


it re is also hereby appropriated, out of in the 


not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be placed to the 
credit of the United Reclamation 
the direction of the Secret iry of the 


Any moneys 


States Service and expended under 


Interior for the purpose of paving 


the operation and maintenance costs of said Colorado River front work 
and levee system on sald Yuma project, Arizona-California, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and an additional sum of $100,000 
per annum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the operation 
and maintenance of said Colorado River front work and levee system, 
it being hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to assume 
the obligation of caring for said river front work and levee system on 
said Yuma project, Arizonn-California, and not to have the same 
charged to said project as any part of constructing or maintaining the 
reclamation work of said Yuma project, Arizona-California, 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, the Yuma Mesa is a “ divi- 
sion” of the Yuma (Ariz.-Calif.) reclamation project, author- 


ized by special act of Congress approved on January 25, 1917. 

Under the terms of this aet the Secretary of the Interior was 
authorized to designate certain lands on the Yuma Mesa as an 
wfuxiliary to the Yuma _ (Ariz.-Calif.) reclamation project. 
Under this authority Secretary Lane aside 6.400 acres for 
this auxiliary project. This acreage was then subdivided 
“farm units” of from 5 to 20 acres each, and in accord with 
the special act these “farm units” were offered for sale at 
public auction on December 10, 1917. The terms of this auction 
sale were 10 per cent cash on day of sale, 15 per cent addi- 
tional within 60 days thereafter if the sale was approved by 
the Secretary of the Interior, and the remaining 75 per cent 
divided into three equal annual payments of 25 per cent each, 
with 6 per cent interest on deferred payments 

By 
appraised at $25 per acre, with an additional $200 per acre esti- 
mated for the construction costs, making the minimum bid on 
these lands $225 per acre. The lands sold at the publie auction 
averaged $230 per acre, and the auction was considered such a 
success that the construction of the auxiliary project was begun 
in October, 1920. 

The special act required that the project should be con- 
structed wholly with funds derived from the sale of these lands 
and water-right appurtenances. Not one cent of Government 


set 
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into | 


an order issued by Secretary Lane all these lands were | 
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Up to the present time about $700,000 has heen 
amendment provides for an appropriation, out of the reclama- 
tion funds, of $200,000 for the completion of this meritorions 
project, all of which is to be repaid into the Treasury within 19 
years, with interest at 6 per cent 

When the lands were sold at public auction the country 
was in its most prosperous condition It did not seem pos- 
sible that any one of the purchasers of these Yuma Mesa lands 


spent. M: 


eo 


could fail to meet his payments as they became due and pay- 
able. But, Uke all the balance of the country, the readjust- 
ment period struck Yuma, and the people who had purchased 
these lands found themselves sorely oppressed, Many of them 
were compelled to default in their payments. Some few of 
them surrendered their holdings after having made one or 
more payments. But the great bulk of the purchasers held 
their Jands and have made such payments as circumstances 
permitted. Many of them are in arrears. Unless this legista- 
tion is enacted the Yuma Mesa auxiliary project is bound to 
be written down as a failure. The limited acreage that has 


been planted to grapefruit and oranges can not possibly pay 


the operation and maintenance charges of the entire project, 
but with my amendment in effeet there is no doubt but that 
the Yuma Mesa auxiliary project will become one of the 
garden spots of the world. 

Under the terms of this amendment the Seeretary of the 
Interior is authorized to readjust the payments now due anid 
extend these payments over a period of 10 years, with 6 pet 


cent on deferred paymeuts. This will give all those who noy 
are in arrears a chance to pay for their lands, put them in a 
high state of cultivation, and repay the Government ever 
cent advanced under the amendment, 


This is the only reclamation project tn the United States that 


has been inaugurated by the Government, consisting wholly of 


Government lands, that has never had even 1 cent advanced by 
the Government. It seems only fair and reasonable to these 
purchasers that they should be given this aid. If will enable 
them to complete the payments now due. It will enable them 


to hold their homes, many of whom have invested their last 
dollar in these frostless lands. If will instill in them new life, 
new hope, new ambitions, and in the last analysis make them 


happy and prosperous; but without the aid seught by this 
amendment, the Yuma Mesa auxiliary project must of neces 
sity, as testified by the fact finders’ report, prove a dismal 
failure. 
For your further information IT will say that: 
Purchasers owning 1,385 acres, have paid 100 per cent_..--..---~ 121! 
Purchasers owning 740 acres, have paid 75 per cent  _.--- a 
Purchasers owning 875 acres, have paid 50 per cent is 4 
Purchasers owning 1,645 acres, have paid 25 per cent... jn ae 
The Government owns 1,755 acres within this project that 


were not sold at the public auction, or that have been turned 
back to the Government since the sale and are now subjeet to 
resale, The provision in my amendment permitting the Ser- 
retary of the Interior to sell these lands at either public or 
private sale is an excellent provision, and should by all means 
be retained in the amendment, as is also the provision permit- 
ting the Secretary to advertise these lands for sale 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, permit me to state the con- 
dition to the Senator from Arizona. The amendment he offers 
does not have the backing of the faet finding commission, and 
unfortunately the money is not in the fund to cover it. 

Mr. CAMERON. I beg to differ with the Senator from Wyo- 
mine. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator allow me to finish what I 
have to say? If the Senator wishes to put the matter in and 
let it go to conference, it will surely meet with the opposition 
I have atready spoken of, namely, they will claim that they 
could go only as far as the money they have warrants, and in 
accordance with the recommendations that have been made, al- 
though others will follow later on, of course. 

Mr. CAMERON, Mr. President, on page 160 of the report of 
the fact finding commission I find the following: 


was constructed 


on 


This division under the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved January 1917, known as “An act to provide for 
an auxiliary reclamation preject in connection with the Yuma project 
in Arizona” (39 Stat. 868). The drastic provisions of this act are 
impossible of fulfillment, and only a few of the settlers have been able 
to meet their contracts. They, too, will soon fail, as the charge for wate 
will bankrupt them. 

The committee recommends that an early study made by the 
Bureau of Reclamation of this division, with a view to making recom 
mendations to Congress for financial relief or the disposal 


ha 


> , 
of tue 


funds has ever been used in the construction of this project, | division if adequate relief is not feastble 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing 





to the amenament. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I offer an amendment, 
. h I send to the desk 
r PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amenuilit { 
e Reaprne CLERK. On page 23, after line 14, the Senator 
I rida moves to add the following: 
I » the Secreta of Acriculture to provide means for the it 
gation. control, and eradication of the blight known as “ nail head ” 


rust, SLO,OHU. 


Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator from Florida offer that 
amendment? 

Mr. TRAMMELL ‘That is an amendment TF have proposed 
I will very much appreciate it if the Senator will all it to go 
to conference. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I offer the following amend 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The Reaping CLERK The Senator from Pennsylvania moves 


to insert on page 3, after line 3, the following: 
For additional compensation to messenger at card door, $200 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, on page 31, lines 5, 6, : 
committee amendment as amended has been agreed to 
amendment was offered by me on May 20, providing for an ap- 
propriation of $800,000 for Spanish Springs, and was referre 
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation and ordered 
to be printed, which was done. It was reported to the Senate 
by the Senator from Oregon |[Mr. McNary], the chairman of 
that committee, on May 26. That amendment has already been 
agreed to as an amendment to the committee amendment. It 
was my intention to offer it when the committee amendments 
were disposed of. I present a statement regarding the project, 
which I hope will be considered by the conferees, and I ask 
that it may be printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, It will be 
printed in the Recorp. 

The statement is as follows: 


A pressing enrergency exists with respect to additional water storage 
on the Newlands project. Severe water shortage under the Truckeo 
al has been suffered during the last 10 years, and is particularly 
this year, in consequence of which the settlers under this canal 








will lose, at the very lowest calcniation, one-half of their entire crop of 
alfalfa, and where they have cantaloupes and potatoes will in many 
eases lose all. Where conditions so serious as this have obtained for 
many years, it is peor business and a waste of money to fail to go 
ahead with this development for the protection of the Government and 
the water users. 

The Reclamation Service has been unable to secure storage in Lake 
Tahoe on account of the determined opposition of the State of Cali 
fornia and landowners around the rim of Lake Tahoe. This opposition 
has made it utterly impossible to so adjust these property rights as to 
secure sufficient storage for lands under the Truckee Canal. When 
the Reclamation Service had exhausted its efforts to secure this sterage 
and failed, it was then definitely decided to recommend the construction 
of the Spanish Springs Reservoir, and preliminary steps to that end 
were immediately begun. 





From the foregoing it will be seen that there ists a definite obli 
gation on the part of the United States Government to the water 
user This obligation is strengthened by the further fact that before 


a definite decision had been reached with respect to locating a storage 
reservoir the Government had actually sold to the water users under 
the Truckee Canal 7,000 acres of water rights, for which insufficient 
water storage had been provided. Under these circumstances it is not 
reasonable for the Government to cause any further delay in pro- 
viding this storage; neither is it practicable nor feasible to build a 
reservoir to take care of only 7,000 acres. Engineers are agreed that 
the only proper solution of this problem is to provide storage for irri- 
gating the 7,000 acres of land already under cultivation, and to make 
provision for the irrigation of sufficient additional land to insure the 
reduction of the acre cost to the minimeam. 

Preliminary steps for the construction of the Spanish Springs Res- 
ervoir have already been taken. This action was the result of definfte 
recommendations heretofore made by the Reclamation Service for the 
construction of this reservoir, and also the recommendation of enzi- 
neers appointed by the Secretary of Agriculture. The above recom- 
mendations have also been greatly strengthened by the recent recom- 
mendation of the Fact Finding Commission, appointed by the Sec- 


retary of the Interior, which st: ‘ rended 
@ reservoir at Spanish Spring 
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Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, I desire to offer the amendment 
whieh I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment w he 
Stated. 

The Reapine Crerk. On page 42, after line 24, Insert the 
following: ; 

To reimburse the New York Shipbuilding Cerporation for extra and 
unforeseen expenses fneu 1 in tl I ef t tric of 
the U. 8S. 8S. Jdaho by reason of an iner of wages paid | . ] 
company pursuant to order of the Macy Board, $871,808 

Mr. EDGE. That item has already heen recommende 
the Navy Department, and in a report from Mr. berrer, cha 
man of the Naval Affairs Committee of the Flowse, has been 


recommended and is included ii 
ably not be reached. I would li 
eo to conference, 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I make the point of order 
against the amendment It is not estimated for It is a 


a bill there which will prob 
e very much to have the item 


l 
I 
i 


that is presented by the party building the ship, who has fel- 
tilled] the eontract, and now wants the amount of money in 
addition to the amount named in the contract It may be right 


and may be proper at some time, but we have no proof before 
us. The gentleman who represents the eoncern had a tal vith 
me twice within the last week, but he had nothing te offer ex 
cept that they had lost the money and that we ought to pa 
this sum. 

Mr. EDGE. The Senator will ogree that the Heonse Naval 
Committee, who have investigated the item, ha¥e reeommended it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
to hear an argument upon the point of order, and the point of 
order is sustained. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry 
Under the unanimous-consent agreement does not the Senate 
automatically recess at 112 e’eloek’ It is now TL oe’ cloek 

‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the Senate does not autematieally recess at It o'elock 
under the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to say to the Senator that we ar 
almost through with the bill, and I hope thers vill be no oblee- 
tion to proceeding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair owght to observe 
for the ruling just made that in its opinion ft 
unanimous-consent agreement was a lIimitation upon what 
should be done during the hours from 8 to 11 o'clock 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am not satisfied that the Chair is wrong 
about it; I am rather Inclined to think that he is right; but I 
| hope that we may adjourn very soon 


The Chair does not desire 


as a reason 
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Mir. HARRIS. Mr. President, on page 15, beginning with line 
‘4, I move to amend by striking out lines 24 and 25, and on 
page 16 lines 1 to 11, inclusive. 

the PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading clerk will 
state the amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia. 

The READING CLERK, On page 15, strike out lines 24 and 25, 
and on page 16, Tines 1 to 11, inclusive, as follows: 


For construction and development work in Potomac Park on the 

st shore of the tidal basin to provide public bathing facilities, 
nd for the maintenance thereof, $50,000, to remain available until 
June 30, 1925: Provided, That the unexpended balance of the ap- 
propriation of $25,000 contained in the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation act for the fiseal year 1923 for the construction of a 
bathing beach and bathhouse for the eolored population of the city, 
continued and made available during the fiscal year 1924 by the 
District of Columbia appropriation act for the fiscal year 1924, is 
further continued and made available during the fiscal year 1925 
for the construction and maintenance of said bathing beach and 


bathhouse 


Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia. 
|Wutting the question.] The noes seem to have it. The 
imendment is rejected. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President. I call for the yeas 
and nays. I had the tloor and was trying to get the at- 
tention of the Chair. I am not going to let this amendment 
xo in that way. I ask for the veas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Missouri 
demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I think the Senate 
ought to know exactly what they are voting on. What I 
say is no warfare upon the colored people. I think if they 
need a bathing beach they ought to have it. I do not believe 
that there ought to be a beach of that kind in close proximity 
to the bathing beach that is now established, and IT understand 
that to be the purpose of the appropriation. If it is not the 
purpose of the appropriation, then we do not need it at all, 
because there is already a bathing beach. TI think the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia ought to be adopted. 

Mr. WARREN. T suppose the Senator understands that it 
is the House text that the Senator from Georgia is proposing 
to strike out? It is not an amendment presented by the 
Senate committee. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Yes; I understand it is not an 


The Chair construes the agreement to mean that between 
the hours of 8 and 11 only such bills shall be considered, but 
it does not construe it as requiring either an adjournment or a 
recess at 11 o'clock, because neither an adjournment nor a 
recess is provided for at 11 o'clock. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Georgia. The Senator from Missouri {[Mr. Reep] has 
asked for the yeas and nays, and the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, T agree with what the Sen 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Reep] has said. I am willing for the 
negroes to have a bathing place on the river, but I do not think 
that the Congress ought to have that place in the tidal basin, 
the same body of water where the white people go in swim- 
ming. If I understand the proposition, it is that the white 
people would bathe at a certain point in the tidal basin and 
the negroes across the little body of water, in sight of the 
other bathing beach. The Congress ought not to adopt such a 
provision as that. There ought not to be anything done to 
bring about friction between the races. If we permit the 
negroes to have a place somewhere else on the river to go in 
swimming, that would be better all around, but I am opposed 
to any such provision as this, and the Congress ought not to 
appropriate one cent to provide a place in sight of the other 
bathing place for such a purpose. I can not believe that a dozen 
Senators will vote for this proposition 

It is best for both races to have the two bathing places en- 
tirely separate and distinct—that is, out of sight of each other. 

Let the whites have their bathing beach at one place and let 
the negroes have theirs at another place some distance away. 
Such an urrangement will be to the best interest of both races. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, as I understand it, these bath- 
ing beaches will not be close enough together to interfere. I 
have an idea that they will be from half a mile to a mile apart 
I am told by Senators sitting near me that they are three- 
quarters of a mile apart. L know the basin down there very 
well, because the original plan for putting a bathing beach there 
came about to quite an extent through efforts that I made for 
two or three years in order to establish it. 

I would not have the bathing beaches near each other where 
the people could perhaps intermingle. It is proposed, as I under- 
stand it, to put the bathing beach for the colored people on a 
different side even from the inlet to the tidal basin, where the 
present bathing beach is located, so that they will be on opposite 


| sides of the coming in of the water. They will be in sight of 


amendment on the part of the Senate committee. T am _ wil- | 


ling to stand here and discuss it for some time. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state the 
inquiry . 

Mr. KING. As I interpret the unanimous-consent agreement 
under which we are operating to-night, automatically at 11 
o'clock it is the duty of the Chair to announce a recess. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Chair has already ruled on that 
question. 

Mr. KING. I know the Chair just indicated to the Senator 
from Tennessee a contrary view, but I submit, with all respect 
to the ruling of the distinguished occupant of the chair, that 
a different interpretation is the correct one. I ask in a parlia- 
mentary way for a parliamentary ruling. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I submitted the unanimous- 
consent request for the night session, as I did on the occasion 
two weeks ago. In the request previously submitted it was 
provided that at the hour of 11 o’clock the Senate should ad- 
journ or recess. In the request for the present unanimous- 
consent agreement I left that out because it is se near the end 
of the session that I was afraid there might be some appro- 
priation bills or conference reports which we could take up 
after 11 o’clock, and therefore I did not incorporate in the re- 
quest the suggestion that we should recess or adjourn at 11 
o'clock, 

Mr. KING. If that is the way the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment reads, then I am in error. My understanding was that it 
was the same agreement that we entered into on the previotis 
occasion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is quite willing to 
explain his view with regard to the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment. It provides as follows: 


That when the Senate concludes its business on Thursday afternoon, 
June 5, 1924, it take a recess until 8 o'clock p. m., and at the evening 
session from 8 to 11 p. m. the Senate shall consider only conference 
reports, appropriation bills, and unobjected bills on the calendar. 


each other because one can see across the tidal basin. I do not 
understand that that is necessarily an objection to having both 
located on the tidal basin. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Sena- 
tor a question? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I ask the Senator if he does not know that 
the bathing beach for the white people at the tidal basin is 
located on the east side of the basin? 

Mr. NORRIS. No; the beach for the white people is on the 
south side. 

Mr. HEFLIN. It is the southeastern side, and it is proposed 
to yeit the colored bathing beach just across from it, in full 
view. 

Mr. NORRIS. It will be three-quarters of a mile away, but 
you can look across the water and see the other bathing beach 
It will be in sight, it is true, but, at the distance they would be 
apart I doubt whether one could tell a colored man from a 
white man. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays have 
been ordered, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called.) I have a genetal 
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop]. I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Greene] 
and vote “nay.” 

Mr. PHIPPS (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Drar], which 
I transfer to the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCormick] 
and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). I transfer 
my pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr] 
to the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. RANspELL] and vote 
“ vea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. KING. I have a pair with the senior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Wetver}]. Has that Senator voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That Senator has not voted. 
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Mir. KING Not 
withhold my vote. 


Mr. SMITH. I 


knowing how he would vote if present, I 


transfer my pair with the 


senator 


South Dakota [Mr. Srertine] to the Senator from Arkansas 
IM ‘ARAWAY] and vote “ yea.” 

SIMMONS. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator 
from Oklaboma [Mr. Harrerp] to the junior Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. NEELY] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GLASS. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator 


Connecticut [Mr. McLEAN] to the junior 
Ih fersey [Mr. Epwarps] and vote “ yea. 

Mr. BAYARD. I transfer my pair with the 
m Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] to the junior 
farviand —[Mr. Bruce] and vote “ yea.” 


senator trom 


junior Senator 
Senator from 


Mir. CURTIS. I am requested to announce the following 
he iunior Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. Ernst] with the 
senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY]; 
fhe senior Senator from West Virginia |Mr. Ertxins] with 
the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OQwen]: and 
junior Senator from Maine [Mr. Frernatp] with the 


Rerilor 


Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 


» result 


JONES]. 
was announced—yeas 18, nays 35, as 


YEAS—I18 


tollows: 


\ , (zlass Overman Smith 
; i Harris Reed, Mo Swanson 
; ssard lleflin Robinson lramme! 
I er MeKellat Sheppard 


Mayteld Simmons 
NAYS—35 
Acla Kdge Moses Spe er 
Ball (iooding Norbeck Stuntield 
Crookhart Hale Norris Wadsworth 
Bursum Howell Onidie Walsh, Mass 
Cameron Johnson, Minn. lepper Walsh, Mount 
Cappet Jones, Wash hipps Warren 
Copeland Lenroot Shipstead Watson 
Cummins Lodge Shertridge Willis 
Curtis MeNary “moot 
NOT VOTING—423 
RBeorah Ernst Rendrick Ralston 
randegee Fernald Keres Ransdell 
Bru Ferris King Reed, Pa, 
Caraway Fess Ladd Shields 
Colt Frazier La Follette Stanley 
Couzens Gerry McCormick Stephens 
Dale Greene McKinley Sterling 
Dial Harreld McLeatr Underwood 
Dill Harrison Neely Weller 
Kidwoards Jobnson, Calif, Owen Wheeler 
Wikios Jones, N. Mex, Pittman 


So the amendment of Mr. Harris was rejected. 
Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I will make my remarks on 


I will briefly state the amendment. 
The Colorado River at times is the second largest river in 
the United States, and at all times it is the third largest river 


in the United States. It drains an area of 252,000 square 
miles, It flows through or touches seven States. Under the 
iunw of 1902 the United States Reclamation Service built the 


Yuma project, Arizona-California. The landowners on that are 
paying their assessments and payments to the Government. It 
is a worthy, practicable, and going project; but on the lower 
California side the Government treats the Colorado River as a 
navigable stream, and built at Government expense a levee on 
the west side of the river costing $1,000,000. That levee, of 
course, threw great volumes of water, with a cutting edge like 
a giant with steel claws cuts, onto the farms of the landowners 
on the east side of the river, as the Arizona line extends farther 
south than does the California line, and for a distance it is 
Mexico on the one side of the river and Arizona on the other 
side 

The Government having treated the river at that point as a 
navigable stream and having spent $1,000,000 in revetting the 
west bank and thereby throwing the waters against the land of 
these farmers they were obliged to pay several hundred thou- 
sand dollars in order to safeguard their own farms. 

My distinguished former colleague, the late Senator Marcus 
A. Smith, whose memory we revere, called this matter to the 
attention of the Senate 10 years ago. The then Senator from 
New York, Mr. Root, who sat about where the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Epee] now sits, when my then colleague at 
that time had no more than finished stating his case, Mr. Root 
rose and said, “You may be assured that this Government 
understands the situation and will do justice, and I suggest to 
you, Senator Smith, that you postpone the proposition at this 
time, as it will be properly cared for later.” Ten years have gone, 
the farmers there are paying to the Government the amount of 
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ima project, and it is unjus 


the construction cost of the Y { 
atrociously unjust and unfair 


the huge sum of money that 


» require them to pay 
Was necessary to be immediately 


it 1s 


spent in order to revet the banks of the river, and had tl 
farmers not paid this sum, $10,000,000 or $12,000,000 would 
have been lost to the Government, 

This matter has been in abeyance for 10 \y s, wa ig 
a body of scientific men, fair men, to investigate it I por 
ent Secretary of the Interior appointed a ta Hnding commis 
sion. This fact-finding commission investigated it The fact 
finding commission was composed of men who are emine 
finunce, eminent in science and other walks of life rl 


sat for months, investigated this matter, and came una 
to the conclusion that such an item ought not to be charged 
against those farmers. The Secretary of the Interior also hold 


the view that those farmers ought not to be required to p 
that item. 
It would be as if when the mighty Mississippi defies the pur 


law of man and rushes over upon the adjacent 
require the farmers on the banks of the 
the levees. 

Now I 


ference, 


farms we would 
Mississippi to pay 


ask that my 
and that the 
Director of the Budget, 


amendment be adopted 
call on General 
call upon the Secretary of the 


anda fo to con 
Lord, the 
luterior ; 


conferees 


and if they or either of them object to this item, I have at 
least done my duty. I therefore ask my friend, the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] to let my amendment, which I 
will now have read at the desk, go to conference; and I ask 


him, as I know he will, not only as a matter of courtesy but 
as a matter of duty, to call upon the Secretary of the Interio: 


call upon the Budget Director, call upon the fact-finding com- 
mission for the facts. 

Now I ask that the amendment may be read. It is simply in 
conformity with the report of the fact-finding commission 
On that fact-finding commission I think Mr. Elwood Mead, 


who is now the Director of the Bureau of Reclamation, served 
and he investigated the matter. He and all of the other Inte- 
rior Department officials are in favor of it. I think the Gov 
ernment should be honest with its citizens; and when a great 
injustice like this has been done it ought to be corrected at the 
earliest possible time. I ask that 


the amendment may now be 
read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state 
the amendment. 
The ReADING CLerk, At the proper place in the bill it is 
proposed to insert the following: 
That there is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Trs 


| 
| 
| of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the 
| 


the amendment which I intend to offer as compact as possible. | oy so much thereof as may be 


sum of S507 OSS, 


necessary, to reimburse 


landowners resid 
ing on Yuma project, Arizona-California, for all 


I nited States 


moneys they have here 


tofore paid into the Reclamation Service for the operation 


and maintenance of the Colorado River front work and levee system o 
sald project 

See, 2. That there is also hereby appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, t! 
sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be placed 
to the credit of the United States Reclamation Service and expended 


under the direction of the Secret iry of the Interior for the 


purpose of 


paying the operation and maintenance coS8ts of said Colorado River 
front work and levee system on said Yuma project, Arizona-California, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and an additional sum of 


$100,000 per annum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the 


operation and maintenance of sald Colorado River front work and levee 
| system, it being hereby declared to be the policy of the United States 
|} to assume the obligation of caring for said river front work nad le 


system on said Yuma Arizona-California, and 
same charged to said project as any part of constructing or m 


the 


project, not to have the 
tintaining 


Yuma project, Arizona-California, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
to the amendment offered by 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. 


reclamation work of 


said 


The question is on agreeing 
the Senator from Arizona. 
President, I 


wish to address myself to 
the amendment for a moment I am friend of the 
Senator from Arizona and he is so good a friend of mine that 
I am afraid it would put me in a position where I might lose 
| his friendship if I should allow the amendment to go in the 
bill, because I do not think we would have a ghost of a show 
of getting it through the House of Representatives. I am serry 
that is the situation: but I think it should be in a separate 
bill and be, perhaps, in somewhat different form I am in sym 


So good au 


pathy with the Senator, but the fact-finding commission has 
net brought it to our attention, nor has the Bureau of the 


' Budget. 
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Mr. ASHURST 
me one remark, I wish to say that as to lesing my friendship 
the Senator can not do that, becawse what he would do would 
he what-he believed to be his duty, and no man will ever suffer 
In my esteem when he does what he thinks is his duty; but I do 

uggest and urge that in order that this amendment may have 
more Consideration that it be agreed to and go to conference. 
1 am convinced that ultimately justice will be done; but it 
ought to be done speedily, for Justice delayed is justice denied. 
Will not the Senator therefore permit it to go to conferenee, 


call for the Director of the Budget and call for the Secretary 


of the Interior and get their opinion on the same? 
The fact-finding commission suggested that a_ tripartite 
agreement be mace, under which the Federal Government 


would pay a third, the State of Arizona would pay a third, 
and possibly the State of California would pay a third of the 
levee work up to $100,000. I think it would be a just thing 
to do, 

The amendment is subject to a point of erder, in my judg- 
ment, but the Senater has generously withheld that point of 
order, and TI think his generosity will preclude his making 
it I hope that he will allow the amendment to go to eon- 
ference, 

Mir. WARREN. The amendment is subject to a point of 
order If, however, the Senator wishes to have a vote of the 
Senate on it, I will not make the point of order but will let 
it go to a vote. 

Mr. ASHURST. I thank the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without 
amendment is agrreed to. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. 
which I send to the desk. 

Mr. KING. Mr. 
recess until to-morrow at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I have the floor, and have 
offered an amendment. 

Mr. KING. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. I 
think there was a misunderstanding about the last vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the point of order? 

Mr. LODGE. I think there was a misunderstanding about 
the last vote whieh ought to be corrected. or else I misunder- 
stood what the Chair said. I do not understand that 
amendment was put in the bill. IT refer to the Ashurst amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I hope I shall not feel a 
dagger thrust from my learned friend from New England. I 
bey that the Senator withhold any suggestion along that line. 

Mr. LODGE. Well, Mr. President, if the amendment has 
been put in I will not disturb it. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Reapine Crerk. After line 24, on page 54, it is proposed 
to insert . 


objection, the 


President, I offer the amendment 


That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appropriated 
for the objects hereinafter expressed, namely: 

(a) For Increase in the limit of cost ef construction of those certain 
public buildings, heretofore authorized by Congress to be constructed 
and for which appropriations were made, referred to in Senate Docu- 
ment No, 2S, Sixty-eighth Songress, first session, $14,860,780, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

(b) For the construction ef public bulldings on those certain sites, 
heretofore for the construction of which buildings no appro- 
were made, referred to in Senate Document No. 28, Sixty- 
first session, $23,557,500, or so much thereof as may 


acquired, 
priations 
eighth Congress, 
be necessary. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I shall be compelled to make | 


a peint of erder against that amendment. 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tained. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I ask unanimous consent to have in- 
serted in the Recorp a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to the chairman of the committee. in which the bill con- 
taining this item is referred to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


It is new legisla- 


The point of order is sus- 


Without objection, it is 


TREASURY D®PARTMENT, 
Washington, May 17, 2}. 
The CHAIRMAN, COMMI?TTRE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
United States Senate. 
Sin: Reference is made to your recent request for a report on 
Senate bill 2882, for increase in the limit of cost of certain public 


l’resident, I move that the Senate take a | 


that | 


———< 


Mr. President, if the Senator will indulge | buildings heretofore authorized, and for which appropriations were 


made, referred to in Senate Document No. 28, in total amount $15,- 
130,780; and for construction of public buildings, on sites heretofore 
acquired, for which buildings no approprtations were made, referred 
to in said document, in amount $23,557,500. 

Detailed information in regard to the projects in the two sections 
of the bill was transmitted to Congress fn letter of January 24, 1924 
(printed as S. Doe. Ne. 28), a copy of which is attached to this 
report and made a part thereof. 

It has been found possible to award contracts for buildings at cer- 
tain of the places of the type and construction described in the last 
paragraph of the said letter, and furnishing the minimum accommo- 
dations possible under the legislation. This reduces the total amount 
required under section (a) of the bill to $14,860,780. 

The passage of this bill would permit the construction of those 
buildings authorized and limits of cost fixed under act of March 4, 
1913, which, on account of the fnereased cost of labor and materials, 
erected within such limits. The completion of these 
projects and the erection of Federal buildings in many places where 
sites only have been authorized would be a substantial help in reliev- 
ing the congestion in the Postal Service. 

In connection with the foregoing you are advised that the depart- 
ment is informed that the appropriations contemplated by this bill 
are in conflict with the financial program of the President. 

Respectfully, 


can not now bt 


A. W. MELLON, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing- 
ton offers an amendment, which will be stated. 


The Reaping CLexk. On page 52, after line 4, it is proposed 
to insert: 


No money appropriated for the enforcement ef the prohibition, nar- 
cotic, or customs laws shall be expended for the hire of automobiles, 
boats, or other similar conveyances in any locality whenever there are 
automobiles, boats, or similar conveyances in the custody of the law 
forfeited to the United States under the penal laws, which, in the 
judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury, are suitable for use in the 
enforcement of such laws, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized to acquire upon payment of lien and costs as provided by 
law such forfeited automobiles, boats, or other eenveyances as in his 
discretion mray be suitable or requisite for such purposes, and to ex- 
pend such sums from the appropriation made for the enforcement of 
such laws for the maintenance and operation for official use of sueh 
automobiles, boats, or other conveyances, and a report shall be sub- 
mitted to Congress each year in the Budget of all sums thus expended. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Sénator from Washington. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, what is the amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary has just read 
the amendment. Does the Senator desire it to be read again? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Yes; I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment again. 

The reading clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, what is the object 
of the amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The purpose is simply this, 
Mr. President: Under the law now automobiles found violating 
the narcotic laws, the drug laws, the prohibition laws, and 
so forth, are forfeited to the United States. This amendment 
simply makes those automobiles available for use, ff the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury finds that they are necessary, instead 
of putting them up and selling them at public auction. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Does it not go further than that? 
Does it not only make them avaijjable but provides that they 
must be used to the exclusion of anything else? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. No; only in the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury whenever they are needed. In 
other words, he does not have to buy automobiles if there are 
any available. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. That is all right, but I think the 
amendment goes further than that. 

Mr. JONES of Washington, No; I think not, 
the amendment before me. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, I make the point of 
order that this is legislation on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It is a limitation on the ap- 
propriation. Ft provides that none of the moneys appropriated 
shall be used fer certain purposes if these vehicles are avail- 
able. It means saving money for the Government. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. For what purpose? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. For any purpose. 


The Secretary will read the 


I have not 
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“4 M BROUSSARD, Do they not use that money to buy } Mr. WARREN. Has the Senator an amendment prepared 
ae evidence? Mr. JONES of New Mevyico. [I have the amendment prepared 
a Mr. JONES of Washington. Oh, no On page $1 of the bill [ move to insert a new parag 
4 Mr. BROUSSARD. Did they not expend last year $255,000 | follows: 
- » buv evidence? . : 
Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not know. This amend- Carlsbad project, New Mexico: 1 ere , y 
" secure adaditiodal teasible s rag S lOO 000 
ment does not affect that : 
Vr. BROUSSARD. For what purpose do vou want to save oe a 
t money ? Mr. WARREN If the Senator w ecluce i S000), f 
Mr. JONES of Washington None of the money will be used | will not obiect to it 
for buving automobiles if these others are available Mr. JONES of New Mevxico. IT make the reduction to S50.000 
: Mr. BROUSSARD, Well, tet them buy automobiles | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
the PRESIDENT pro tempore, What is the point of order | Mexico offers an amendment, whieh will be stated 
made by the Senator from Louisiana? | The READING CLERK On page 31, after the amendment het 
Mr. BROUSSARD. That the amendment is legishition on an | tofore agreed to, it is proposed to insert the follow y Wo} 
appropriation biil p — . uN . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Plainly, the amendment is | aah Sd _— : - es . 
not germane to the present bill. In the opinion of the Chair | *““ re se 2s a 
it is also general legislation ee 
Mr. JONES of Washington The question of germnimeness, | The PRESIDENT pro tempore The ques ion is on the ame ] 
nider the rules, should be submitted to the Senate. The rules | ment of the Senator from New Mexico. [Putting the question 
so proy idle, by the sound the noes seem to have it 
Mr. BROUSSARD. The Chair, I understood, ruled alse that Mr. JONES of New Mexico I eall for a division. Mr. Presi 
the amendment was out of order as being legislation. deut I hope Senator Will understand hat is beer wit 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order was not | on I realize that there has been a great deal of conversutio 
made that the amendment wus not germane. That was simply in the Chamber I ask for a division lhe chairman of tl 
the observation of the Chair. The Chair sustains the point of | committee has accepted the amendment 
order On a division, the amendment was agreed to 
\Ir. JONES of New Mexico Mr. President, I did not know Mr. JONES of Washington Mr. President, Lt appeal t 
until this evening that any attempt would be made to make | Senator from Louisiana to withdraw his point of orde) ) 
ippropriations for reclamation projects upon this bill: and it the amendment which T offered. and to which he made a poin 
s highly important, if anything of this sort is to be done at all, | of order a moment ago 
that something should be done for the Carlsbad project in New I know his views, but I also feel that he does not desive to 
Mexico. |} put the Government to any unnecessary expense, and that he 
Mr. WARREN Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me | would be glad to have instruments that are taken in the viola 
for a moment, those that have gone in are those that the fact tion of the law used to save the Government the expenditur 
finding commission put before the Congress to have appro- | of money 
printed for, and some of them went before the Budget Un- | The amendment which T propose simply does this Under 
doubtedly the project of which the Senator speaks was taken | the law as it is now, automobiles take n connection 
up for examination: but these were the most pressing ones and violations of the law covering prohibition, trade in narceti 
the ones most likely to respond quickly. Furthermore, they | and so forth, are forfeited to the Government They con not 
absorbed all of the funds that at that time or even up to the be used by the Government, however, ir iw enforcement We 


present time could be devoted to that purpose, because we have | need many of these instruments 


of enforcement, but these auto 
4 to take the funds that come into this reservoir, as it may be | mobiles must be put up and sold at publie auction, and the 
: called, to provide all of these appropriations: but money is result is that they are bought in by the folntors of th vy at 
coming in new even faster than usual on account of the oil | a nominal sum 
: royalties, and this project no doubt will come in its time all Where the automobiles have been forfeited to the Government 
J right purstiant to nw, the amendment would illow the Covernmen! 
i Mr. JONES of New Mexico Mr. President, 1 desire. if | may to make use of them in the enforcement of the law. 
4 to have the attention of Senators for just a few moments. Mr. KING Mr. President, there is very much merit in the 
& The Fact Finding Commission has made a very exhaustive re position of the Senator, but I suggest to him that he will en 
port regarding the Carltsbad project in New Mexico and makes | counter in this matter the same objection which has been 
a the positive statement that additional storage must be provided | eucountered with respect to the distribution of war surplu 
2 or the project in a short time must be abandoned. The Fact | supplies. The experience has been in many of the States that 
% Finding Commission recommends that an expert engineering | every little engineer and many of the employees in the road 
4 survey shall be made in order to procure additional storage for | department have had cars and other material from the War 
; that project. The recommendation is made, and [ could give | Department where they did not need them 
somewhat in detail the kind of an engineering survey that must If the provision could be surrounded by proper protection ) 
be made in order to secure this storage. that the number used by the prohibition department would 
i should like to ask for a very modest appropriation so that | limited to only those that were indispensably necessat it 
that engineering survey may proceed: and I hope there will be | would be one thing: but if all these cars are taken and turned 


no objection to an appropriation of S100,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, for doing that engineering work which the 


over to the employees of the Government in the prohibition 
department, there will be hundreds of thousands of dollars o 








Fact Finding Commission recommends. expense every year in repairs and in the purchase of gusolit 
Mr. WARREN. Of course, $100,000 is a very large amount | and other accessories in connection with the operation of the 
for a survey of that kind. There is alrendy in the bill $25,000 | cars 
or $50,000 in one case and $145,000 in another for the very Mr. JONES of Washington Under the te s of t mien 
4 surveys the Senator speaks of: and then the whole fund is open | ment, this would be entirely within the cont ind under 
3 to that. anyway. I think the project will be provided for in | the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury himselt Le 
that way. |} must make rules and regulations, and he must mtrol I «deo 





Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Of course, that may be true I | hope the Senator from Louisiana, in the interest of economy 
i think it is unfortunate that this matter should come up for | in the interest of the Governmen vill withdraw his poi: 
consideration in the Senate at suelh a time as this | of order. 
a Mr. WARREN. ‘The Senator is an honored member of the | Mr. BROUSSARD Mav I ask the Senator from Wuashinet 
Committee on Appropriations, and [ am sorry that he was not | What economy it would mean to the Government fimaily, at tl 
, able to be there, end of the yvear’? 
4 Mr. JONES of New Mexico. This proposal, however, is en- Mr. JONES of Washington A very great deal, because t 
tirely new to me Government now purchases automobiles to aid the officers in 
¥ Mr. WARREN \ creat deal of this is new because it is the | the enforcement of the law They do not purchase nearly as 
a last clean-up, and many of these things came down under date | many as they need. and we could save practically i} thee 
of June 4 from the Budget Bureau. T hope the Senator will | money by making use of these automobiles, which really belong 
a net undertake to put anything of that kind in the bill now. to us, because they are confiscated under the law 
2 Mr. JONES of New Mexico. May 1 ask the Senator to let Mr. BROUSSARD, Will the Senator tell us how many auto 
this item go into the bill, and we ean take it up in conference; | mobiles the prohibition enforcement department of the United 





and if it is net necessary, it can go out? | States owns now? 
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Mr, JONES of Washington, I do not know how many they 


Ir, BROUSSARD. Do they not have enough? 

Mr. JONES of Washington No; they do not. 

Ir. BROUSSARD. liow does the Senator know that? 

ir. JONES of Washington. I know that in my own locality 
they have not. TI do not know how many they own throughout 
the country, but I do know that in my locality they do not have 
anything like the number they should have. 


Mr. BROUSSARD. Does the Senator from Washington know | 


that last year the enforcement department spent $250,000 to 
buy evidence, and in many cases induced men to go into the 
liquor traflic in order to get evidence? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not know about that, but 
even granting it, for the sake of argument, that has nothing to 
al ith The Proposition 

Mr. BROUSSARD, If you saved all, it would be expended, 
would it not? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think not. , 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I think so. I insist upon the point of 
order, When the Senator is through, I may say a word. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I am through. I made my 
#)jeul to the Senator in the interest of economy to the Gov- 
erhineut 

ir, WARREN. Mr. President, just a moment. It fis the 
ustom in the House, in the case of election contests, to pay a 
certain sum to those engaged in the contests. It seems that one 
of the Members of the House who is entitled to $2,000 has not 
been provided Tor, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
oters a further amendment, which will be read. 

Mir, WARREN. L want to state what it is, beeause I have 
het authority from the chairman of the committee in the House, 
but one of the members of the committee who is acquainted 
With the matter has presented it, and I ask the indulgence of 
the Senate to accepe it until we can see in the morning whether 
t is all right. 

The PRESLDEN'T pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
proposed amendment. 

The Reaping Crernk. On page 3, after line 24, insert: 


i 


For payment to John Gorman for expenses incurred as contestant 
in contested-election case of Gorman against Buckley, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. McNARY. I offer the following amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state 
the amendment. 

The Reaping Cierk. On page 3, after line 3, insert: 

For additional salary of J. Mark Trice, stenographer in charge of 
furniture aceounts and records, $250. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further 
amendment as in Committee of the Whole the bill will be 
reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

‘rhe bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PROMOTION OF VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, I enter a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the conference report on House bill 5478, to 
amend sections 1, 3, and 6 of an act entitled “ An act to provide 
for the promotion of vocational rehabilitation of persons dis- 
abled in industry or otherwise and their return to civil em- 
ployment,” was agreed to, and I move that the President be re- 
quested to return the bill, which has been forwarded to him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider 
will be entered. The Senator from Utah moves that the Presi- 
dent be requested to return the bill to the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JAMES B. PORTER 


Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of House bill 3477, for the 
relief of James B. Porter. It involves $152. It has been passed 
on favorably by the Post Office Department, and is recom- 
mended for passage. It covers damage done through the opera- 
tor of a Government truck. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as fol- 
lows: 
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Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $152.73, in full settlement 
against the Government, to James B. Porter, of Kansas City, Me., for 
damage to his property by a United States mail truck. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Vv. E. SCHERMERHORN AND OTHERS 


Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 6049, for the relief of V. E. Schermer- 


| horn, E. C. Caley, G. W. Campbell, and Philip Hudspeth. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 


| the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as 


| follows: 





eae ee EU EE UEEEE NESSES 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to V. E. Schermerhorn, IY. 
Cc. Caley, G. W. Campbell, and Philip Hudspeth, their heirs, executors, 
administrators, or assigns, the following sums: V. E. Schermerhorn, 
2,767.45; E. C, Caley, $192; G. W. Campbell, $16; and Philip Hud- 
speth, $134, for the destruction on October 15, 1908, of their property 
by fire which occurred on the Fort Riley (Kans.) Military Reserva- 
tion, while Battery A, Sixth Field Artillery, was engaged in target 
practice, near the northern boundary, and which spread to and caused 
serious damage to privately owned farms adjoining the reservation ; 
and the sum of $5,109.45 is hereby appropriated for said purpose 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 11 o'clock 
and 55 minutes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 
6, 1924, at 12 o'clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS 


Drecutive nominations received by the Senate June 5 (legista- 
tive day of June $3), 1924 


CoLLEcTOR or CUSTOMS 


Thomas P. Gable, of Santa Fe, N. Mex., to be collector of 
eustoms for customs collection district No. 24, with headquar- 
ters at El Paso, Tex., to fill an existing vacancy. 


Post Masters 
ALASKA 


Marttn Conway to be postmaster at Skagway, Alaska, in 
place of Martin Conway. MIncumbent’s commission expired 
June 4, 1924. 

Charles W. Carter to be postmaster at Juneau, Alaska, in 
place of Z. M. Bradford. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
4, 1924. 

ARIZONA 

Raymond W. Still to be postmaster at Tempe, Ariz, in place 

of H. BE. Laird. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1924. 


CONNECTICUT 


George BE. Dickinson to be postmaster at Rockville, Conn., in 
place of George Forster. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
5, 1924. ‘ 

George L. Rockwell to be postmaster at Ridgefield, Conn., in 
place of W. S. Gilbert. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
5, 1924. 

Robert D. Bristol to be postmaster at Guilford, Conn.. in 
place of E. B. Sullivan. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
5, 1924. 

IDAHO 

Robert R. Coon to be postmaster at Emmett, Idaho, in place 

of 8. D. Riggs. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1914. 


ILLINOIS 


Vera M. Carlson to be postmaster at. Woodhull, LIL, in piace 
of C. E. Carlson. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 
1924. 

Fred Frazier to be postmaster at Viola, IIL, in place of Grove 
Harrison. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1924. 

John Gukeisen to be postmaster at Kenilworth, UL, in place 
of W. T. Robinson, deceased. 

Charles Jackson to be postmaster at Joy, IL, in place of 
R. L. Downing. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 1$24. 

Rufus Denton to be postmaster at Carthage, LL., in place of 
E. R. Boswell, deceased, 
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INDIANA 

George P. Crabtree to be postmaster at Clay Gity, Ind, in 
place of G. C, Luther. IJncumbent’s commission expired June 
5. 1924. 

IOWA 

Esther Y. Walster to be postmaster at Marble Rock, Iowa, 
in place of KE. Y. Walster. Incumbent’s commission expired 
Aucust 5, 1923. 

Gilbert Jones to be postmaster at Hawkeye, Iowa: in place 
of A. B. Peters. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1924. 

Elizabeth Summers to be postmaster at Fort Atkinson, Iowa, 
in place of A. J. Schreiber. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 5, 1924. 

Charles A. Norris to be postmaster at Eldora, Iowa, in place 
of Kk. S. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 
1924. 

Zene CC. Thornburg to be postmaster at Des Moines, Iowa, in 
place of G. A. Huffman. Inecumbent’s commission expired April 
28, 1924. 

KANSAS 

Clara G. MeNulty to be postmaster at Stockton, Kans., in 
place of J. Q. Adams. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
4, 1924. 

George H. Leisenring to be postmaster at Ellis, Kans., in 
place of Alexander Niernberger. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 4, 1924. 

KENTUCKY 

William J. Deboe to be postmaster at Marion, Ky., in place 
of Jesse Olive, removed. 

MAINE 

Lawrence A. Brown to be postmaster at Brunswick, Me., 
in place of L. G. Elder. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
5, 1924. 

MARYLAND 

William B. Cutshall to be postmaster at Woodsboro, Md., in 
place of O. 8. Barrick. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
4, 1924. 

Grace Rowe to be postmaster at Emmitsburg, Md., in place 
of R. C. Foreman. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 
1924. 

MINNESOTA 

Zenas V. Johnston to be postmaster at Atwater, Minn., in 
place of Oliver Erickson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 5, 1924. 

MISSOURI 

George R. Hendricks to be postmaster at Rutledge, Mo., in 
place of D. J. Buford. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
5, 1924. 

Albert L. Brady to be postmaster at Oran, Mo., in place of 
IL. P. Driskill. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1924. 
NEBRASKA 
George H. Holdeman to be postmaster at York, Nebr., in 
place of C. F. Gilbert. Incumbent’s commission expired June 

4, 1924, 

Henry D. Grady to be postmaster at O’Neil, Nebr., in place 
of Mz H. MeCarthy. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 
1924. 

Clarence J. Davis to be postmaster at Maxwell, Nebr., in 
place of C. H. Kuhns. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
9, 1924. 

J. Lyndon Thornton to be postmaster at Fairbury, Nebr., in 
place of Daniel Kavanaugh. Incumbent’s commis: on expired 
June 4, 1924. 

William C. Coupland to be postmaster at Elgin, Nebr., in 
place of W. A. Nyrop. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
4, 1924. 

NEW JERSEY 

David Tumen to be postmaster at Atlantic Highlands, N. J., 

in place of C. R, Grover, resigned. 
OREGON 

Leila A. Phelps to be postmaster at Hermiston, Oreg., in place 

of C. H. Skinner. Incumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1924. 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Boies M. Boyer to be postmaster at Weissport, Pa., in place 
of G. D. Arner. Incumbent’s commission expires June 5, 1924. 

Thomas M. Brown to be postmaster at Glen Rock, Pa., in 
place of H. A. Koller. Incumbent’s commission expires June 5, 
1924, 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Annie H. Goblet to be postmaster at Mount Pleasant, S, C.,, 

in place of H. E. Dawson, resigned. 
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Leland K. Stoddard to be postmaster at Parker, 8. Dak., in 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 


TENNESSEE 
Bessie P. Downing to be postmaster at South Pittsburg, Tenn., 
in place of B. P. Downing. 


Incumbent's commission expired 
May 28, 1024. 


CONFIRMATIONS 
ms confirmed by the Nenate 
lative day Oo] June $), 1924 


Exec itive nominat June 5 (le x 


SPECIAL COUNSEI 
William C. Morrow to be special counsel, employed to prose- 
cute proceedings to assert and establish the title of the United 
States to sections 16 and 36, township 30 south, range 23 east, 
Mount Diablo meridian, within the exterior limits of naval 
reserve No. 1 in the State of California, and to prosecute any 
suit or suits ancillary thereto or necessary or desirable, under 
the provisions of Public Resolution No. 6, approved February 
21, 1924, compensation to be paid from the appropriation pro- 
vided by Public Resolution No. 8, approved February 27, 1924. 
DIPLOMATIC SERVICE 
SECRETARY OF EMBASSY OR LEGATION, CLASS 1 
John Van A. MacMurray. 
CONSULAR SERVICE 
To be consul general of class 2 
Julius G. Lay. 
lo he consul generals of class 8 
Homer M. Byington. 
Tracy Lay 
Clarence E. 


William Dawson. 

Nelson T. Johnson, 

Roger Culver Tredwell. 
To be consul generals of class 

W. Stanley Hollis. 

George S. Messersmith. Wesley Frost 

Addison KE. Southard, George BK. Chamberlin. 

Louis G. Dreyfus, jr Hzra M. Lawton. 

Clarence Carrigan Lewis W. Haskell 

Theodore Jaeckel. Arminius T. Haeberle. 

Edwin L. Neville Kly Kk. Palmer. 

Mahlon Fay Perkins. Charles S. Winana, 

John A. Gamon. Arthur C. Frost. 

Philip Holland. Charles M. Hathaway, jr. 

Thomas D. Bowman 


Gauss, 


4 
Henry P. Starrett. 


To be consuls of class 4 
Carol H. Foster 
Thomas M. Wilson. 
Coert du Bois. 
Lowell C, Pinkerton. 
S. Pinkney Tuck. 


Charles R. Cameron. 
George C, Hanson. 
David B. Macgowan. 
Frank Anderson Henry. 
Elliott Verne Richardson. 
To be consul of class 7 

Robert F. Kelley, 
EXAMINER IN CHIer or PATENT OFFICE 
Webster S. Ruckman. 

POSTMASTERS 

ALABAMA 

James P, Aaron, Camp Hill. 
Ira C. Chapman, Deatsville, 
Oscar Sheffield, Pine Hill. 

CALIFORNIA 
John H. B. Speer, Delano. 
Flora H. Vaughn, Earlimart. 
Charles H. Coffey, jr., Gonzales. 
Felix B. La Crosse, Half Moon Bay. 
Marion W. Bessom, Lawndale. 
William C. Werry, Palo Alto. 
George W. Nygren, Parlier. 
Louis P. Miller, Rio Vista. 
Ernest R. Rhymes, Sanitarium. 
Chauncey P. Wright, San Pedro. 
Earle R. Hawley, Stockton. 
Alfred Gourdier, Torra 
Clyde W. Holbrook, Venice. 
William Braucht, Whittier. 

COLORADO 

Edna A. Gates, Sedgwick. 


nce, 





CON NECTICUT 
Anna C, Tucker, Sandy Hook. 
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HAWAII 
Joseph Herrscher, Hana. 
Antone Silva, Hawi. 
William ID. MeKillop, Kealakekua, 
Alice J. Brown, Paia. 


Joseph IF. Xavier, Puunene. ° 
William K. Kelii, Wahiawa. 
IDAHO 


Oral Avery, Clarkia 
James K, Hood, Fernwood, 
INDIANA 
Charles A. Baker, Knox. 
ernest C. Hefner, Roanoke. 
Charles Nicholson, Wheatland. 
IOWA 
Albert A. Emigh, Atlantie. 
Harry Aitken, Cleartield. 
Charles H. Thomas, Creston. 
Joseph M. Jacobs, Delta, 
Mary hk. Coy, Farragut. 
Harvey 8S. Powers, lowa Falls, 
Oscar W. Bryant, Lorimor. 
Kdward C. Reindl, Manly. 
Cora B. Alberty, Thornton. 
Marion H. Barnes, Wapello. 


IAUISTANA 
Robert A. Giddens, Coushatta. 
Aimie B. Garrett, New Roads. 
James N. Coan, Sicily Island. 
esther kX. Harlan, Swartz. 
MAINE 
Vernon H. Lowell, Bowdoinham. 
Krancis L. Talbot. East Machias. 
John W. Knapp, Stratton. 
MASSACHUSETTS 
James J. Murtaugh, Hopkinton. 
Everett W. Carpenter, Palmer. 
MICHIGAN 
J. Gail Show, Elsie. 
James LB. Haskins, Howard City. 
Howard L. Barber, Merrill. 
Howard L. Vaughan, Ovid. 
MINNESOTA 
Ernest A. Schilling, Cottonwood. 
Harold R. Portmann, Currie. 
Raymond P. Erickson, Franklin. 
George E. Van Buren, Le Roy. 
John O. Backman, Mabel. 
Norman L. Swanson, Moose Lake, 
MISSOURI 
Alma Brennecke, Irondale. 
Harry H. Forman, Shelbyville. 
Lester C. Boyles, Urich. 
MONTANA 
Ray R. Porter, Neihart. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 
John H. Falvey, Henniker. 
NEW YORK 
Samuel EF. G. Harris, Brushton. 
Clinton H. Card, Fredonia, 
NORTH CAROLINA 
Martin J. McFadyen, Aberdeen. 
Frank Dudgeon, Pinehurst. 
John N. Powell, Southern Pines, 
OHIO 
Harry S. MeKean, Arlington. 
Charles E. Spiers, Atwater. 
Bertram Allen Bell, Genoa. 
George H. Maxwell, Lexington. 
William A. Ray, Mount Sterling. 
Richard Gilson, Steubenville. 
Ernest H. Ruffner, Williamsburg. 
OREGON 
Fitzhugh G. Lee, Junction City. 
William C. Foster, Tillamook, 


PENNSYLVANIA 
Nelson O. Smith, Blawnox. 
William M. Overholt, Mount Pleasant. 
Spencer M, Lloyd, Republic. 
Ella Lawrence, Roulette. 
Clive S. Burteh, Tioga. 
Walter D. Lewis, Ulysses. 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
John W. Coverdale, Elk Point. 
Francis Smidt, Freeman. 
Leroy F. Lemert, Spencer. 
Howard R. Mortenson, Viborg. 
VERMONT 
Lester K, Oakes, Stowe. 
VIRGINIA 
Virginia T. Quick, Falls Church. 
WASHINGTON 
James R. Patterson, Malden. 
Trygve Lien, Stanwood. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Trourspay, June 5, 1924 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Rev. William B. Waller, D. D., of Washington, D. C., offered 
the following prayer: 


Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, look with favor upon us 
| at this time, we humbly beseech Thee. We come in the name 
| of the Man of Nazareth who spake as never man spake, reveal- 
ing unto us God the all-wise, all-righteous, all-loving Father, 
and who says to us and to all men: “ One is your Master and 
all ye are brethren.” May Thy blessing rest richly upon our 
President and all with him in authority. We beseech Thee 
especially for Thy blessing upon Congress now assembled. May 
they be guided by the spirit of wisdom in all their deliberations. 
| May they be workers together with God in building up His 
| kingdom of justice and righteousness and brotherly kindness 
| on the earth. So hasten the time when the kingdoms of this 
| world may become the kingdom of our Lord and of His Christ 
and He shall reign forever and ever. In His name we pray. 
Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

PURCHASE OF SILVER UNDER THE PITTMAN ACT—REREFERENCE 

Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, I move that the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures be discharged from further 
consideration of the bill (S. 2917) directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to complete purchases of silver under the act of 
April 23, 1918, commonly known as the Pittman Act. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk will report the motion of Mr. McFAppEN. 

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion is not de 
batable. 

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may proceed for five minutes on this matter. 

The SPEAKER. Would it not be fair to have five minutes 
on a side? 

Mr. VESTAL. That is correct, and I make that request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that there be five minutes of debate on a side, 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. McFappEN], who makes the motion, is 
entitled to speak first. 

Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
this is a bill directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
carry out the terms of the so-called Pittman Act. The Pitt- 
man Act is an act that was passed during the war and was 
made to appear as necessary by a situation which developed 
in India, whereby silver was necessary to be sent by England, 
or by the United States to India, and in accordance with 
the act which was passed, the Treasury was authorized to 
sell to England the silver contained in some 350,000,000 
silver dollars, at $1 per ounce, that were in the Public 
Treasury, Under the terms of the act, the Treasury was 
























































lt AER 


gia te 


RTA bi on 











1924 





also authorized to reimburse itself from time to time by 
the repurchase of a like amount of silver that was sold to 


England at $1 an ounce, which was the same price at which | 


the silver dollars were sold, the purpose being to replenish 
what silver was taken from the Public Treasury. The Treas- 
ury proceeded un ler that law. but it is now claimed by the 
silver producers of the country that the Treasury under 
the repurchase clause of that law has not purchased some 
14.000,000 ounces of silver which they should have purchased. 
The whole subject involved in this legislation is whether or 
not that purchase should be made, whether or not the Treas- 
ury has complied with the terms of the law. The particular 
matter before the House this morning is simply a rereference 
of that bill from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures to the Committee on Banking and Currency. I 
might say, for the benefit of the Members of the House, 
that the original Pittman Act was handled by the Commiitee 
on Banking and Currency. e 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McFADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not 
goes, but if the bill passes, it 
$5,000,000 to the silver 
all there is to it. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McFADDEN. In a moment. I might say to the gentle- 
man that the whole question involved is whether or not the 
‘Treasury has complied with the law which was passed. If the 
Congress saw fit to pass a bill which is a subsidy to the silver 
miners, it is no reason why now the Congress should repudiate 
its action, and it will be the duty of the committee to look into 
the matter and determine whether or not that is the case. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McFADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. As to the committee to which it should 
go, T call the attention of the gentleman to the fact that the 
bill deals with the currency directly, because as each dollar of 
silver is coined we retire a dollar of Federal reserve bank 
notes, which were issued in lien of that, and there is this num- 
ber of millions of dollars of Federal reserve bank notes left 
outstanding because of this depletion of the currency by the 
sale of this silver. 

Mr. McFADDEN. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 


committee this bill 
paying a subsidy of 
country, and that is 


care to which 
will be 
miners of the 


The gentleman is correct. 
It deals directly with the question of the 


Federal reserve bank notes. 
Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McFADDEN. Yes. 
Mr. SNELL. Poes the gentleman expect that he will he 


able to get this out 
session? 

Mr. McFADDEN. 
of the House. 

Mr. SNELL. As far as the committee is concerned, they are 
going to act on this right away? 

Mr. McFADDEN, Nothing bas been decided about that. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I 
do not know whether a mistake was made when the Pittman 
bill was enacted into law, and I do not know whether the refer- 
ence of that bill to the Committee on Banking and Currency 
was a proper reference at that time or not, but this bill, S. 
2917, which has been passed by the Senate, has been referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures and has 
to do entirely with the coinage of silver. If there is any com- 
mittee that has jurisdiction of this bill, it is the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and, in my judgment, it was 
rightfully referred to this committee, and the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures objects to having this bill taken 
from it at this time and referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

The Committee on Banking and Currency is a large committee. 
The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures is a small 
committee. It bas jurisdiction of this matter and ought to have 
a right to consider this bill. I do net care to go into the merits 
of this bill at this time, but we have more than $501,919,769 
worth of silver stored up in the Treasury and outstanding silver 
certificates of only $406,898,667. If this bill were passed at 


of the committee before the close of this 


That is a matter that is up to the leaders 


this time it would pay, as the gentleman from Illinois has well | 


said, a bonus of something like $5,000,000 out of the Treasury 
of the United States to the mine owners of this country. That 
is what it means. 

Mr. STENGLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VESTAL, I will be glad to do so. 


Mr. 








STENGLE. I 
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want to information Can th 
gentleman tell us what the ma of Pi -day? 

Mr. MADDEN lifty-three 

Mr. STENGLED That is what IL thor t; and e difference 
between 53 eents and $1 would go to somebody? 

Mr. VESTAL Five million d irs over and aboy what 
would cost to buy this silver V « the That is 
what it would mean by this bill 1 I hope the \ s of th 
House will vote down the mo lL leave in the 
committee, where it rightfully be! and we ll go into the 
merits of this bill and report 1 to t Llouse [Ap- 
piause | 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the mot f the gen- 
tleman from FP Ss) a 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a divis 

The House divided; and there were ves 54, noes 79 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vot e ground 
that no quorum voted, and T make the point of order that there 
iS ho quorum pre Sone 

The SPEAKER Che Chair thinks there is no quorum present, 
‘he Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will 

‘ing in absent mbers, and the Clerk will call the roll 

rhe question was taken; and there were- 237, nays 
129, not voting 67, as follows: 

YEAS 7 
Acl man DD I isav Ss 
Aldric] I \ Linthi } Salme 
Allen Drive Lozi Sander Tex 
Allgood l in Luce Samdlin 
Almon I Mon Met seott 
(rnold Pavt Mel e la 
Acwel er McVadden Shatlenberger 
Aver Fisher McKenzie Shreve 
Bachal i hit rald Mek cown Simons 
Bankhead I’re h MeLaughlin, Mich.Sinclair 
rkley Fulbright Mel auchlin, Nebr. Sinnott 
Fulmer McNulty sites 
7 ( l I Mc Revnolds Smith 
i (;ardner, Iud. Me Swain Sinithwick 
Bh N. ¥ Giarner, Tex McSweeney Stalker 
I k lex, (, tt | n Mac(iregor Steavall 
Rian (;arrett, Tex Magee, N. Y. Stedman 
B I (i e Major, Ii Stevenson 
Bowling (lilbert Mansfield Strong, Kana 
Bo (soldshboro i Martina Strong, P 
Boylan (rrie Mead Summers, Wash, 
B Ga Phares Miller, [il. Sumners, Tex. 
Bre N. J. llarrison Milligan Swank 
BR e, Wis. llastings Minahan Swoet 
Bre ning lLlawes Montague Swing 
Buchanan Ilawl Mooney Tacue 
Buckley Hayden Moore, Va. ‘Taylor, Colo 
Bulwinkl Till, Ala Morris lavier, W. Va. 
Burdick I Wash Morrow ‘Thomas, Ky 
Busb Hooker Nelson, Me rhomas, Okla. 
Byrns, Tenn Howard, N (Connell, N. Y. ‘Thompson 
Campbell ud ton O'Connell, R.I Tillman 
Canfiel Ifudspeth ©’ Connor, N. ¥ "Tilsen 
Cathnon tiull, Morton D, O'Sullivan "lim berlake 
Carew lHiumphreys Oldfield Lucker 
Carter J obstein on Ala T ! 
( istopherson James Oliver, N, Y¥. 
Claney Jeffers Paig 
Clarke, N, ¥. Johnson, Ky. Park. Ga 
Cleary Johnson, 8. Dak. Parks, A 
Collier Johneon, Tex Pecry 
Colton Johnson, Wash, lou 
Connally, Tex, Johnson, W. Va. Prall 
Connery Jon Quis 
Cook Kearns Ragon 
Cooper, Ohio Kendall Ruiney Weiler 
Corning Kent Raker Williams, Mich, 
Crisp Kerr tankin Williams, Tex. 
Crol Kiess Rathbone Williamson 
Crosser Kincheloe Raybura Wilson, Ind, 
Crowther Kindred Bee Wilsen, La 
Cullen King Reed, Ark, Wingo 
Cummings lanham Reid, Ul Winter 
Dave) Laukford Richards Wolf 
Davis, Tenn, Larsen, Ga. Roach Woodrum 
Deal Lazaro Robinson, Iowa Wricht 
Dempsey Lea, Calif. Robsion, Ky. Wyant 
Dickinson, Mo, Leatherwood Rom jue 
Dickstein Leavitt RK 
Doughton Lee, Ga. Rubey 
NAYS—129 
Andrew Clague Faust Grifia 
Anthony Cole. lowa Fleetwood Hadley 
sacon Connolly, Pa. Foster Haugen 
Barbour Cooper, Wis. Freat Hersey 
Reers Cramton Freeman Hickey 
Begg Dallinger Frothingham Hill, Ma 
Blaaton Davis, Minn, Wuiler Hoch 
Boyce Ven iso Funk Holaday 
Briggs Dickinson, Iowa Garber Hudson 
Brumm lrowell Gibsen Hull, lowa 
Bur tness Dyer Gifford Hull, William B, 
Burton Elliott Graham, Il. Keller 
| Butler Evans, lowa Graham, Pa Kells 
Cable Fairchild Green, Iowa Ketcham 
' Chindblom Pairiieid Greene, Mass. Kopp ° 
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Kurtz Morehead Schneider Vestal 
K vale Morgan Seger Vineent, Mich. 
LaGuardia Murphy Sherwood Voigt 
Lampert Nelson, Wis Snell Wainwright 
Lineberger Newton, Minn. Snyder Ward, N.C. 
Longworth Newton, Mo. Speaks Welsh 
Lowrey Nolan Spearing Wertz 
Madden Parker Sproul, Il White, Kans, 
Mawee, Pa. Perkins Sproul, Kans. Williams, Ill, 
Manlove Porlman Stengle Winslow 
Mapes Philliy Stephens Wood 
Merritt Porte! Swoope Woodruff 
Michener Ka ver Taber Wurzbach 
Miller, Wash, Ransley Temple Yates 
Mills Reed, N.Y Tinkham Young 
Moore, Ga k rs, Mass Treadway 
Moore, Ohio Sanders, Ind. Underhill 
Moores, Ind. Sanders, N. Y¥. Vare 

NOT VOTING—67 
Abernethy Iedimonds Lilly Reed, W. Va. 
Andersen lish Little Rogers, N. H. 
eck Fredericks Logan Rosenbloom 
Serger ree Lyon Schafer 
toler (Geran McLeod Schall 


Sears, Nebr. 
Sullivan 
Taylor, Tenn, 


MacLafferty 
Major, Mo. 
Michaelson 


sritten Greenwood 


| 
] 
rund, Ohio Glatfeller 
J 
Lyrnes, 8. C. Ilammet 


Casey Hloward, Okla. Moore, Ill. Thatcher 
Cellet liuli, Tenn Morin Tincher 
Clark, Fla. Jost Mudd Ward, N. Y¥. 
Cole, Ohio Kahn O'trien Watson 
Collin Knutson O'Connor, La. Wefald 
Curry Kunz Patterson White, Me. 
Darrow Langley Peavey Wilson, Miss, 
Dominick Larson, Minn, Purnell Zihlman 
Dram Lehibach Quayle 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. Kahn with Mr. Clark of Florida. 

Mr. Boies with Mr. Abernethy. 

Mr. Curry with Mr. Wilson of Mississippi. 
Mr. Patterson with Mr. Drane. 

Mr. White of Maine with Mr. Byrnes of South Carolina, 
Mr. Fish with Mr. Howard of Oklahoma. 

Mr. Ward of New York with Mr. Jost. 

Mr. Moore of Illinois with Mr. O’Brien. 

Mr. Anderson with Mr. Kunz, 

Mr. Little with Mr. Lilly. 

Mr. Mudd with Mr. Rogers of New Hampshire. 
Mr. Cole of Ohio with Mr. Sullivan. 

Mr. Michaelson with Mr. Quayle. 

Mr. Morin with Mr. Logan. 

Mr. Brand of Ohio with Mr. Lyon. 

Mr. Fredericks with Mr. Glatfelter, 

Mr. Watson with Mr. Collins. 

Mr. Purnell with Mr. O'Connor of Louisiana. 
Mr. Thatcher with Mr. Major of Missouri. 
Mr. Darrow with Mr. Hull of Tennessee. 

Mr. Free with Mr. Greenwood. 

Mr. McLeod with Mr. Hammer. 

Mr. Zihlman with Mr. Casey. 

Mr. MacLafferty with Mr. Dominick. 

Mr. Lehlbach with Mr. Geran. 

Mr. Britten with Mr. Celler. 

Mr. Knutson with Mr. Wefald. 

Mr. Taylor of Tennessee with Mr. Berger. 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded, 
THE WOMEN OF MISSISSIPPI 


Mr. HILL of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by placing therein 
the address of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] 
on the women of Mississippi, delivered before the Mississippi 
Society of Washington, D. C., on Friday evening, May 9, 1924. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks by printing a speech de- 
livered by Mr. Rankin of Mississippi. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HILL of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted 
me I extend my remarks by placing in the Recorp the beautiful 
address of the eloquent and distinguished gentleman from 
Mississippi, Hon. JoHn E. RANKIN, on The Women of Missis- 
sippi, delivered to the Mississippi Society of Washington, D. C., 
on Friday evening, May 9, 1924: 

Tue WOMEN OF MISSISSIPPI 
SPEECH OF HON, JOHN Ff. RANKIN, MEMBER OF CONGRESS FROM MISSIS- 

SIPPI, DELIVERED BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPI SOCIETY IN WASHINGTON, 

D. C., ON FRIDAY NIGHT, MAY 9, 1924 

Mr. RANKIN. Ladies and gentlemen, the chairman admonishes me that 
my time is limited to five minutes, which I am sure will be as grati- 
fying to you as it is to me. I am especially pleased to be placed 
under the “ five-minute rule” just at this time, for the reason that I 
have no speech “cut and dried” for this occasion. However, I am 
sure that by the time I have finished you will all agree that it has 
been dry enough. 

And ag for the time, I fear some of you, at least, if not all of you, 
will think this the longest five minutes you have ever suffered. You 
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may be like a certain Member of the House was on one occasion when 
an old hen-pecked Representative from the Middle West was making a 
speech in favor of taxing bachelors. He contended that we ought to 
tax them, if for no other reason, in order to make them marry, so 
they would live longer. He said married men lived longer than single 
ones. An old bachelor Member arose and said, ‘“* No; they don’t live 
any longer; it just seems longer.” So I fear my speech will seem to you 
much longer than it really is. 

I have been asked, or rather directed, to talk on the “ Women of 


| Mississippi,” the most fascinating subject that could be assigned to a 


man from that great State. I regret my inability to do justice to the 
subject, even if I had time for ample preparation, but if I had the 
ability to handle it properly and were thus suddenly called upon I 
would need the presence of mind once displayed by a certain ex-Con- 
gressman when he was confronted with an usual emergency. He said 
that back during the old days before national prohibition he attended 
a meeting of his friends * downtown,” which lasted until 3 or 4 o'clock 
in the morning. eAfter the meeting broke up he managed to get home 
the best he could, slipped off his shoes at the door, and thought he 
would get in bed without waking his wife up. She had a little dog, 
of which she was very fond, but which was always jumping up on the 
bed, the chairs, and the sofa, much to her annoyance. The ex- 
statesman said he got in bed and was just settling down and con- 
gratulating himself on his success when his wife roused up. She got 
about half awake, when she put her hand on his head and thought he 
was the little dog. She shook him and said, “ Get out of here, Fido.” 
In telling of the incident later, he said, “ You know, I just did have 
presence of mind enough to lick her hand, and she dozed off to sleep.” 

It is always interesting to me to hear people talk about the great 
men from Mississippi. They tell of the eloquent Prentiss, of whom it 
was once said that he could speak the thought of poetry with the 
inspiration of oratory and in the tones of music. They refer with pride 
to the immortal Jefferson Davis, who, as Bishop Galloway once said, 
necds no monument save the indestructible substance of his own great- 
ness to commend him to the consideration of all coming ages. They 
mention with reverence the names of L. Q. C. Lamar and James Z, 


| George, who, with the assistance of other great leaders of the South, 
' wrested that section from negro rule, and placed forever the standard 


of white supremacy above the capitol of every Southern State. They 


| glory in the achievements of E. C. Walthall, whose fame will live as 


| clouds. 


sr SSS 


long as Lookout Mountain lifts its historic crest above the passing 
And other names, too numerous to be mentioned, occupy high 
places in the hearts and minds of the people of our State, But they 
have contributed no more to the greatness and glory of that proud 
Commonwealth than have the women of Mississippi. 

When the early pioneer in that territory went forth to battle with 
the savages, and all the attending adversities of the new country, his 
wife shared in his dangers and his hardships, inspired him in the strug- 
gle, and kept alive the fires of religious fervor and patriotic devotion; 
and when the dark clouds of civil war hovered over our country, she 
responded to every patriotic call, and endured with uncomplaining 
loyalty all the hardships of the strife. Of all the valor manifested in 
all of the wars of all time, none surpasses that exhibited by the women 
of the South, who suffered all the sorrows, the anguish, and the out- 
rages of modern warfare, And when the war was over, and the ragged 
Confederate veterans went back to their devastated homes, they found 
in the rich reward of Southern womanhood, unsullied by the blasts, a 
treasure greater than all the hordes of hostages or all the captured 
spoils of ruthless war. 

Like the women of old, those of Mississippi were last at the foot 
of the Cross and first at the Resurrection. In 1867, when the coun- 
try was yet rife with bitterness and hatred, the women of Columbus, 
in the district which I have the honor to represent, while decorating 
the graves of the Confederate dead, decorated also with impartial 
hands the graves of the Federal dead. This deed of unprecedented 
magnanimity, under the circumstances, challenged the admiration of 
the world, and brought from the pen of the Hon. Francis Miles 
Finch, a distinguished northern jurist and poet, a little poem called 
“The Blue and the Gray,” that will live as long as the Stars and 
Stripes continue to float over a free people; as long as the sweet 
strains of old “ Dixie” shall stir the Southern heart with its “ sweet 
but melancholy pathos.” 

So great, indeed, has been the influence of the women of Mississippi 
upon her destiny and her progress that we have come to think of her 
as embodying their very characteristics. I love to imagine, that I 
can behold the genius of that proud State in the form of a beautiful 
woman as she moves on down the centuries, leaning, like a lovely 
maiden, upon the stalwart arm of the great Father of Waters; 


clothed in the richest raiment which the gifts of nature or the skill 
of man afford; crowned with a diadem of imperial victories, wherein 
glitter the glorious achievements of the historic past, or sparkle the 
names of her heroic men; smiling with a superabundance of agricul- 
tural productions; singing with a melody of thriving industries; gaz- 
ing with steadfast contentment into the ever-promising future; and 
holding in her royal] hand the olive branch of peace. 
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PROHIBITION 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks on prohibition. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Mr. Speaker,and gentlemen, in the present 
state of public intelligence no Member of Congress is justitied 
n arrogating to himself a greater wisdom than that which is 
contained in the people whom he was chosen to represent. As 
long as I continue to act for my people I shall always recognize 
prevailing public opinion in my district and aim to give it force 
whenever possible. 

I need not resort to conjecture to ascertain how my people 
stand on this issue. On the 7th day of November, 1922, the 
voters of the State of Illinois passed officially upon the modifi 
cation question. More than a million and one-half sovereign 
citizens of Illinois considered the question and subsequently 
recorded their preference through the ballot. The majority 
favoring a modification of the law was upward of 600,000. In 
mv distriet—the sixth congressional of Illinois—the vote was 
88.658 for modification as against 23,605 opposed. In the face 
of such definite instructions from the citizenry that [I represent 
I would be derelict in my obligation if I neglected this oppor- 
tunity to urge favorable action toward some form of modifica- 
tion of the Volstead law which will legalize the use of beer and 
light wines, 

In urging modification of the Volstead law I am fully aware 
of the services Congress should render the cause of temperance, 
but a law which can produce such results as the Volstead law 
is producing is not a law to consider with reference to its 
even more strict enforcement, but a law calling for reconsidera- 
tion, not for the destruction of practical temperance sentiment, 
but for the promotion of it. 

Volsteadism is an utter mistake. It has 
rather free and uncontrollable distribution of ardent 
which always have been the common, if not the exclusive, 
source of intemperance. I am certain that if legislation were 
employed which would induce the people to abandon the use 
of ardent spirits, the use of light wines and other fermented 
beverages might be safely left to the private judgment and 
personal responsibility of every individual and that through 
such. a policy the tide of drunkenness and lawlessness which 
is now threatening to engulf the nation would soon recede. 

There can be none of us who have reached middle age who 
‘an not recall the memory of friends and acquaintances who 
have fallen victims to the. dreadful appetite for strong drink. 
The national enforcement act was to correct all this, and yet 
as a result of its operation, whisky and high-proof alcoholic 
substitutes are more securely entrenched to-day than last year 
and will be more generally consumed next year than this year. 

We know that enforcement of the Volstead law in large 
sections of the country is a farce and a failure. We know that 
Volsteadism has fostered widespread corruption and has bred 
general contempt for law. We know that it has put a premium 
on hypocrisy. 

We know that while Volsteadism has outlawed beer, which 
was formerly the nourishing, harmless food and drink of mil- 
lions, that it has had no efficacy at all in the suppression of 
vicious strong liquors. Shall we meet the situation intelli- 
gently by correcting the error that has been made, or shall 
we continue on, playing the part of a Nation of hypocrites, pay- 
ing the price that sham and falsehood always exact from those 
who practice them. 

Practically the only argument made by the opponents of the 
bills to modify the Volstead Act to legalize the sale of bever- 
ages containing as much as 2.75 per cent of alcohol by weight 
was that such modification would reestablish the brewing in- 
dustry in the United States. 

The brewing industry—or what formerly was the brewing 


{After a pause.] The 


resulted in the | down the ages saving 
spirits | 
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industry—took no part in these hearings, either for or against | 


the bills. A great number of citizens, who never have had, 
and never expect to have, any connection, direct or indirect, 
with the brewing industry appeared before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee to urge the modification of the Volstead Act for the 
following reasons: 

(1) To promote temperance—something the 
has failed to accomplish. 

(2) To give to the people of the country a pure, mild stimu- 
lant, but nonintoxicating beverage, to alleviate discontent. 

(3) To aid in the enforcement of legislation to carry out 
the spirit of the eighteenth amendment by satisfying the peo- 
ple and thereby encouraging them to uphold law enforcement. 

(4) To check the great increase in alcoholic insanity and 
crimes of violence, resulting from the consumption of alcoholic 
beverages of impure and poisonous character. 
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(5) To restore respect for law and authority tn the United 
States, almost completely broken down by the present Voistead 
Act. 

(6) That the re-creation of a market for mild. nonintoxteat 
ing beer would demoralize the } t YY 
and ardent spirits and thus contril e substantially to e 
eradication of the corruption of gover ental ace ies all ” 
prevalent under existing conditions 

No one made an argument for or i defe the | w V 
because that was not, and should not have been, made an i 
in the movement to modify the prohibition law lloweve! a 
opponents of these bills apparently endeavored to attribute ii 


sorts of evils to the industry and credit it with no good what- 
soever., 

The first brewing plants in America were es 
principal purposes : 


(1) To promote 


stablished for two 


temperance by encouraging the use of very 


light alcoholic beverages generally considered by both manu- 
facturers and the public as nonintoxicating. 

(2) To create a market for the surplus grains produced on 
the farms. 


ven the Puritans of Massachusetts encouraged the brewing 
industry by free grants of land, exemption from taxes, and cost 
bonuses for quantity production—see Brewing in America, 


American Hneyeclopedia Many early American statesmen 
also enecournged the manufacture of light malt beverages to 
wean the country away from whisky, always plentiful and 


always easily made, 

Since such an outery was made against the brewing industry 
and so much evil attributed to it, it would seem to be an act of 
simple justice to state for this record that the world’s most 
beneficent discovery to mankind, a discovery 
tens of millions of lives and untold suffering, and will go on 
lives and eventually eradicate disease, 
was brought about through experiments on beer authorized and 
paid for by brewers. 


that has saved 


The discovery also made the surgeon's knife an instrument of 
merey—a great life-saving agency—instead of a deadly instru 
ment that sent SO per cent of its victims to their graves, 

The discovery brought forth by the brewers’ efforts to find 
out what would make beer wholesome and beneficial has given 
the world these blessings of inestimable value: 

(1) Good health; (2) pure food; (3) modern surgery and 
modern medical science; (4) knowledge of methods of sanita- 
tion that have eliminated many dangerous diseases and ren- 
dered immunity possible from practically all infectious disease. 

During the Great War, when there was such an outery against 
alcohol, Sir James Crichton Browne, M. D., LL. D., and F. RLS 
(Fellow of the Royal Surgeons), wrote an elaborate treatise on 
“What we owe to alcohol.” 

With reference to the beneficent part that beer has played 
in developing the greatest of all blessings to the human race, 
Sir James Crichton Browne said in his treatise: 


In connection with evolution, as [ have said, mankind owes much to 
alcohol, and in many subsidiary but still momentous matters it is under 
a deep debt of gratitude to it Of the assistance it has given to the 
industrial arts I need say nothing, but it is well we should bear in mind 
that it is alcohol we have to thank for the triumphant application of 
life-saving knowledge in preventive medicine and aseptic 
surgery 


and antiseptic 
These have been the direct outcome of Pasteur's studies on 
fermentation, undertaken at the instigation of brewers and distillers in 
France, who have thus proved to be, inadvertently, benefactors of the 
human race. It was his studies on beer that were the turning point in 
Pasteur’s career and led him straight to that study of infectious dis 
eases which has branched out so broadly and so beneficently. The con 
viction in Pasteur’s mind had always been that than 
analogy between the phenomena of fermentation and those of conta 
gious and infectious diseases of men and animals, 
the utmost caution he succeeded in demonstrating the role of micro- 
organisms in all of these, 


there was more 


and proceeding with 


It was Pasteur who proved the infectious character of the 
silkworm disease, which was wrecking the silk trade in France, 
and who was thus able to restore that trade to prosperity it 
was Pasteur who, by his study of anthrax, revealed the in- 
fective nature of that and discovered the protective 
treatment which has safeguarded millions of sheep and cattle 


disease 


against it. It was Pasteur who, by his further studies on 
chicken pox and swine fever, by his great discoveries with 
regard to immunity from infectious disease, through the 
attenuation of virus, and finally, by his study of hydro- 


phobia and its treatment, laid the foundation of all the amazing 
developments in preventive medicine and hygiene which we 
have witnessed during the last 40 years, 
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Aseptic and antiseptie surgery were the direct outcome of Pasteur’s 
t k. Io 1s64 Lister, of immortnl memory, became acquainted 
\ | te early re irches on the alcoholic lactic and butyric 
f in which the phenomena of fermrentation and putrefac- 
t iitely connected with the presence of microorganisms, 
mn x these with his own observations be was led to associate 
the iu Mmation and supy ion of open woul with the action of 
ri ! ints : without Thus inspired he entered 


upon these experiments and methods of treatment that have resulted 


in the tri i of | irgery. It is impossible to exaggerate 
the boon and t blessings that this bas conferred on mankind, that 
it is at th hour conferring on the wounded in the war, and tbis 
boon and | must be traced to the work done in M. Biol’s brewery 


{ nile millions will have to thank that work for their 
li 1 | and for exemption from suffering of an agonizing 
kind 

ut te this work at Lille, undertaken with the object of introducing 
imp: I ethods in brewing, distilling, vinegar, and wine making, we 
( nuch more than the huge obligation that antiseptic surgery lays 
ov us, for out of it have arisen directly or indirectly all the most 
important advances in modern medical seclence. To it must be 
n hed the abolition of that dread scourge puerperal fever, the de- 


tection of the germs of 


tuberele, cholera, typhoid fever, lockjaw, and 
Malta fever, the discovery of diphtheria antitoxin and of the protective 
treatment against cholera, typhoid fever, and plague, the elucidation 
of the true nature and mosquito origin of malaria and yellow fever, 
and finally the production of a remedy for the hidden plague. Was 
there ever such a record? Have all the philanthrouists together done 
as much fer poor human nature as this alcohol which is inveighed 
against as a diabolical invention? But for beer we might have been 
in a sorry pathological plight to-day, and yet the teetotalers would 
have us believe that in the invention of fermentation the Creator of 
the universe made a colossal mistake. 

The temerarious may, of course, suggest that had Pasteur never lived 
the tremendous discoveries I have mentioned would have come in some 
other way, or that bad Pasteur applied his chemical genius to the inves- 
tization of some other would still ultimately 
have arrived at them. There was not a vestige of approach to those 
discoveries in any quarter until he studied fermentation. Most scien- 
tific discoverers have had their progenitors or forerunners, but Pasteur 
is a Melchizedek amongst them and had no pioneer. He made an abso- 
lutely new departure, and bas himself traced back all his brilliant 
discoveries, step by step, to their starting point in his experimental 
inquiry into the maladies of beer in his laboratory at Lille. He smote 
the vat, and there flowed forth abundantly an ever broadening stream, 
pot of beer but of knowledge, for the healing of the nations. 

On Pasteur’s tomb mm the Pasteur Institute in Paris are inscribed in 
links in the unbroken chain of his 
achievements, including the Etudes sur le vin (Studies on Wine) and 
which immediately precede 
ihe reeord of his work on infectious diseases, vaccines, and hydrophobia. 
“Tf this country,” says Dr. Horace Brown, “ had been fortunate enough 
{o claim this illustrious man, can not we imagine the fanatical outcry 
which would have been raised had the words ‘ wine’ and ‘ beer’ ap- 
Our allies on the other side of the channel 
tuke a more sane and philosophical view of such things.” 

The enormous and still-growing expansion of our knowledge of the 
causes of disease which Pasteur’s discoveries bave brought us bas led 
to a revolution in treatment, but that has not displaced aleohol from 
its commanding position in the pharmacope@ia. It is still the most unl- 
versally employed and the most trusted of remedies, and as regards its 
therapeutic uses there is, I believe, more unanimity of opinion in the 
medical profession than many persons suppose or than might be inferred 
from the perusal of the newspaper discussions on the subject. There 
are in the medical, as in all professions, free lances whose maneuvers 
attract more attention than the steady advance of the main body, and 
some of these have every new and then thrown discredit on alcohol as 
a drug. Fashion in this, as in other matters, has been responsible for 
ups and downs, and the temporary popularity of certain medical practi- 
tioners who were for or against aleoho) hes led to its greater or less 
prominence in the consulting room and sick room for a period. But 
most sober-minded medical men to-day, however much they may differ 
as to the use of alcohol in health and in certain states of ill health, 
will, T believe, admit they would feel lost, lamed, and impotent if 
deprived of its ald. 


subject than brewing he 


due chronological order all the 


the Etudes sur le Biere (Studies on Beer), 


peared on this monument? 


I have introduced the facts showing that the brewing indus- 
try, and beer inadvertently, gave the world its mest beneficent 
seientific discovery merely in the interest of fairness. If the 
fact that some violations of the prohibition law are to be 
brought in here to prejudice you against the bills te legalize 
the manufacture, sale, and transportation of beverages con- 
tuining as much as 2.75 per cent of alcohol by weight, then it 
is perfectiy proper for you to consider the benefits to humanity 
thut have accrued from the experiments initiated and paid 
for by the brewers, and also their contribution to temperance 


| 
| 
| 


by substituting mild, healthful, and practically nonintoxicating 
beverages, even with the 4} per cent of alcohol of former days, 
for the ardent spirits. ‘ 

I have not attempted to answer all the extraneous argu- 
ments made against these bills but merely to answer some of the 
more important points brought up here to prejudice you and 
to influence public opinion. These bills should be considered 
strictly on their merits. You know that beverages containing 
as much as 2.75 per cent of alcohol by weight are not intoxi- 
cating, and are therefore legal under the Constitution. By en- 
acting a law depriving the people of as much of their rights as 
possible under the eighteenth amendment instead of giving the 
people the benefit of all the doubt the Voistead law has brought 
upon the country a condition that has produced most serious 
results. Others have covered these points, and it is not neces- 
sary for me to repeat them. 


MEMORIAL DAY ADDRESS 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
insert in the Recorp a speech delivered on May 30 by my col- 
league from Kentucky (Mr. Vinson], a Memorial Day speech. 

The SPEAKDR. The gentleman from Kentueky asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks by printing a Memorial Day 
address by his colleague [Mr. Vinson.] Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to leave granted me 
I extend my remarks by inserting an address by Mr. Vinson 
of Kentucky, delivered at Ashland, Ky., May 30, 1924, in 
memorial for veterans of all wars. 

The address is as follows: 

MEMORIAL DAY SPEECH OF MR. VINSON OF KENTUCKY 

My friends and countrymen, to-day is a day dedicated to memory. 
It is a day set apart upon which we should pull aside the thin veil of 
the past and permit memory, that most cherished and hallowed posses- 
sion of man, to hold full sway. It is a day set apart upon which a 
busy world shall pause and pay tribute to her honored dead. 

Originally established by Gen. John A. Logan in 1868, for decorating 
the graves of the fallen heroes of the Civil War, it has for many years 


| served this worthy purpose. 


The war between the brethers lies in the dim historic past. There 


; are few to gather at the graves of their comrades in that struggle and 


pay homage to their sacrifices and respect to their memory. The 
battle lines of both the blue and the gray grow thinner as time relent- 
lessly presses on, but it is good for us of a younger generation to see 
the wearers of the blue and the wearers of the gray joining in this 
ceremonial, It is not for this occasion to question the purpose of that 
conflict. Suffice it to say, each, serving an ideal, was right then; and 
each is Tight now. 

Recently I was privileged to view the room in which Robert E. 
Lee, then a wearer of the blue as a commissioned officer of high rank, 
wrestled with the problem which only he could solve, namely, whether 
he should bear arms for or against his mother State. Casting off the 
uniform of bine he clothed himself in the historic gray; and despite 
such action lived to find himself honored and respected by the Nation, 
which survived that conflict, as one of the first citizens of the land. 

At this point, permit me to pay homage to all who participated in 
that struggle, both the living and the dead. May those who have 
gone on before realize with what honor and reverence we cherish their 
memory. May those who yet remain with us, be permitted many, 
many times to be the honor guests at similar ceremonials; and when 
the God of Destiny—the Commander in Chief of the universal forces— 
issuing final orders, bids you enlist in His army im the skies, may you 
advise your comrades, whom you rejoin, that a werld power, made 
possible by your sacrifices, yet honors and reveres your memory. And, 
may that army of immortals never fail to hear in the heart beats of 
true Americans that truth spoken through the lips of Webster: 

“Liberty and Union, now and forever, one and inseparable.” 

For 30 years this day was observed as a memorial for the heroes 
of the Civil War, and then an added meaning was given to it. 

It is with the memory of a mere boy that I recall, in 1898, with what 
spirit “the boys” of our country responded to the call of the then 
President, Mr. McKinley. In that moment, the fast fading lines of 
color between blue and gray were forever erased and obliterated. 
“The boys” of the North, and “ the boys” of the South were thrown 
together, and became “ the boys” of America. They mixed, mingled, 
and fought the enemy side by side. The friendships, the kindnesses, 
the camaraderie of the camp, the loyalty for each other in battle, 
welded, as nothing else could, the various sections of our country 
into one harmonious whole. 

For the first time in our history as a Nation, our Army waged 
battle off the continent; for the first time in the history of the world, 
so far as I can learn, did a mighty nation—without ulterior purpose— 
rescue a people from misery and oppression. Outnumbered 10 to 1, 


our soldiers quickly reduced to subjection the mighty army of the 
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Spanish King; in short meter, the Navy met the test, and placed our 
flag In glory in destroying and capturing the navy of that proud power. 
In point of time, it was of short duration; in the consequence of re- 
sults it can not be estimated. 

Many of America’s best did not return; many of these heroes since 
have passed to the great beyond So 
century, our Nation has set apart 


for 25 years—a quarter of a 
this day as a memorial for those 
who served it well in those eventful days. 


Honor to these veterans, be they living or dead. Ofttimes it occurs 
that the speed with which they performed, the calm manner in 
vhich they braved the dangers of disease and battle, the patience with 
which they have suffered and endured, the modesty 


hibit in our every-day contact wit! 


to me 


which they ex- 
them, has, in the minds of some 
tended to minimize the accomplishments which crowned their military 
efforts. 

While it is unnecessary I bespeak this concourse of friends and true 
Americans to keep ever fresh in your minds the patriotic impulses which 
actuated young America in our war with Spain, be it ever mindful 
that “‘the boys” to-day are not as youthful and as spry in body as 
when they marched away to uphold Old Glory upon 
foreign soil. Be ever mindful that the ranks of these defenders of the 
flag are thinning, 
often 


they were 


and that taps, in their midst, is being heard more 
Forget not that they performed true service, and did the Job 
well 

Remember, my countrymen, that from their sacrifices to the danger 
of battle and the ravage of 
emerge from that conflict the 
oppres ed, 


| rmitted 


disease our country was permitted to 
victorious champion of the weak and the 
triumphant over a world power; but, greater than all that, 
to” emerge from that struggle a Nation united, America, 
forevermore 

The sands of time run on; the pages of history are turned. And 
we find a peace-loving Nation looking aghast at the flood of war turned 
loose upon Europe by a war-twad King. In the advance of civiliza 
tion it was thought that such a conflagration could never occur; that 
the enlightenment, education, and culture of this age would be sufficient 
catastrophe But the world did not reckon 
with the human nature of and the inordinate greed possessed by that 
militaristic Empire who for decades had nursed its children at the 
breast of war 

In 1914 the dogs of war were loosed. For three years the Kaiser 
respected our rights as a neutral, and we viewed from afar the horrors 
inflicted upon God-fearing people. The time came, 
warped brains directing the destiny of the German Empire to cast 
discretion to the winds and to draw us into the struggle at a time 
too late to permit of our powers upon the battle field being exerted 
against their victorious armies. They planned to have beaten the 
Allies into submission before our actual entry into battle, and then 
compelling us to bend the suppliant knee they would achieve their 
dream of years, and, in fact, be the conquerors of the world with all 
that such power would bring to them. 

Thus America was forced to wage war upon foreign soil, more than 
3,000 miles across deadly seas. Again America entered the lists upon the 
side of humanity in a war that rocked the world to its very foundation. 

Immediately upon its entrance into the conflict our Government 
proceeded in a businesslike manner. The youth of the land, in ac- 
cordance with law, was selected to form the armies that were to de- 
cide the future destiny of the world. How well the work was done, 
the world acclaims from the mountain tops. The unthought-of ability 
to marshal, train, equip, transport, present, and maintain soldiers 
upon the tired battle front in Europe in the short time required will 
ever remain the marvel of military preparation. American 
spirit, and ingenuity surpassed the expectation of the Hun. 

The effect of America’s entry to the worn soldiery of the allied 
forces was as Manna to the starving. Hope, ever present in the 
bosom of man, sprang up anew. The fire of patriotism, burned low 
because of physical exhaustion, flared into brighter flame. America, 
the land of the free and the home of the brave, was coming in their 
time of need. 


safeguard against such a 


however, in the 


energy, 


As long as civilization lasts history will record the effect, both 
physical and psychical, that the appearance of the American soldiers 
played upon the German Army. As long as time endures history will 
record the achievements of the American boys at Chateau-Thierry, 
Belleau Woods, St. Mihiel, Meuse, and the Argonne. These are only 
a few of the bloody spots where American heroism turned defeat 
into glorious victory. Flesh and blood could not stand against the 
onslaught of the spirited soldiers of America. 

But there was a price to pay. Sixty thousand of America’s finest 
paid the supreme sacrifice in battle. Sixty thousand, equally heroic, 
gave up life for country in combat with disease. Every nook and 
corner of our vast country felt the touch of the reaper in its harvest of 
heroes. Every portion of America to-day grieves the loss of a hero son. 

At this time it seems that the war was fought to no purpose, but, 
having implicit faith in the God of our Nation, I can not believe that 
the sacrifices of America’s sons will have been in vain. Mere man, with 
all his sophistry, can not withstand the purpose of God. In His own 
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time He will cause America to take her proper place in the councils of 
nations to the end that other such wars may b 

My countrymen, this is a day of memory 
brought to death tens of thousands of our 
the blessings of freedom 


e prevented 

Memory of the days that 
youths, that we might enjoy 
Freedom was involved in the World War 


conflict Just as much as it was involved in the War of 1776. The An 
can soldier, whether he sleeps in Flanders Field or 


ri 
lies in honor under 


his native soil or daily passes you on the streets, provided you with 


liberty The ex-service man of this « untry, offering himself, his all, to 
the service of bis country, is your creditor You are in his debt It is 
such a debt that can never be liquidated. And I state, irrespective of 


the words of any person, though he may oceupy position in high place 
that America is not ungrateful to the men who served the flag 
struggle. Gratitude Is part of my religion. Reverently do I say God 
forbid that this country for long should forget its obligatior its 
never-dying debt of gratitude to the boys who served the flag in the 
recent world conflict.” 


in this 


To forget would be to the living a blow against 
patriotism and love of country; to forget would be unpardonable to 


those who laid down their lives that “ government of the people, by the 
people, and for the people might not perish from the earth”; to forget 
would be a sacrilege to the most wonderful emotion emanating from 


God—mother love Phis country must not forget that for each wound 


inflicted and death resulting to the soldiers in this war there was in 
each instance another casualty in the home here These gold star 
mothers are living exhibits of the awful reach of the toll of wat They 


have suffered; they have 
sence of their boy 


sacrificed; they must always mourn the a 


(mly God Himself could measure the anguish in 
their hearts should this country for a moment forget 
Life is a strange process ; 


death is a complete mvystery I only hepe 


that in the silent realm of death they "may know 


with what humble 
reverence we pay homage and tribute to them 


adorn and bedeck the 
and keep for 


duty to the 


To-day is Decoration Day It is fit that we 
mounds that incased the mortal shape of our loved ones 
ever green their memory; but likewise we owe the same 
living To-day and every day wi 


hould decorate the lives of our 


soldiers, our parents, our family, our loved ones, in such manner as 
only love can show the way We should never fail to express our love, 
our gratitude, and pay them tribute for the sacrifices they have made 
for us We should never fail to do them honor, even as the word of 
God commands. We should do this to-day; to-morrow it may be a 


memory; and 
When the moving finger writes, 
And having writ, moves on. 
Nor all your piety and wit 
Can lure it back to cancel half a line, 
Nor all your tears wash out a word of It. 


ABANDON MENT OF PORTION OF PRESENT CHANNEL OF SOUTH BRANCH 
OF CHICAGO RIVER 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill S. 3188 and consider it, 
a similar House bill having been reported. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up a 
Senate bill, a similar House bill being on the calendar. The 
Clerk will report the Senate bill 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 3188) for the abandonment of a portion of the present chan- 
nel of the south branch of the Chicago River 

Whereas the city of Chicago has requested a permit of the Secretary 
of War to straighten the south branch of the Chicago River between 
West Polk Street and West Nineteenth Street in the city of Chicago 
as a part of a project which comprises the construction of a new 
channel and the abandonment of the old channel between said West 
Polk Street and said West Nineteenth Street, as shown on drawings 
transmitted by the city of Chicago to the Secretary of War in connec 
tion with the aforesaid request for a permit and which are on file in 
the office of the Secretary of War: and 

Whereas it is proposed to fill up and abandon a portion of the pres- 
ent channel of the south branch of the Chicago River between said 
streets as soon as said new 
Therefore 


channel shall have been constructed: 


Be it enacted, etc., That as soon as the city of Chicago, or any 
other governmental agency or any corporation thereunto duly author- 
ized by the Secretary of War, shall have constructed a new channel 
for the south branch of the Chicago River between West Polk Street 
and West Nineteenth Street in said city of Chicago, then, and in 
that event, so much of the present channel of the south branch of 
the Chicago River as shall be superseded and replaced by said new 
channel in accordance with the permit of the Secretary of War shall 
be discontinued and abandoned. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Did I understand the Speaker to say thet 
the House calendar? 

The SPEAKER. 


similer bill was on 


Yes. 
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The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. DENISON. I ask that a similar House bill lie upon the 
table 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.} The 
Chair hears none. 

CELEBRATION OF THE CENTENNIAL OF THE FIRST MEETING OF THE 
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL OF THE TERRITORY OF FLORIDA 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I call from the 
Speaker’s desk S. J. Res. 142, a similar resolution having been 
introduced by myself and reported out by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida calls up a 
Seuate joint resolution, a similar resolution having been re- 
perted. The Clerk will report the resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. J. Res. 142) previding for the United States Gov- 
ernment to have representation at the celebration of the centennial 
of the first meeting of the Legislative Council of the Territory of 
I lorida > 
Whereas the citizens of Tallahassee, Fla., the State capital, joined by 

the citizens of the entire State of Florida, are planning an appropriate 

celebration in November, 1924, of the centennial of the first meeting 
of the Legislative Connell of the Territory of Florida, said celebration 
to be held at Tallahassee ; and 

Whereas it is desirable and fitting that the United States Government 
should be represented on the occasion of the said celebration : Therefore 
be it 

Resolved, ete., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to name and appoint a representative of the United States 

Government to attend and participate in the celebration of the cen- 

tennial of the first meeting of the Legislative Council of the Territory 

of Mlorida, said celebration to be held at Tallahassee, Fla., the State 

capital, during the month of November, 1924. 


The Senate joint resolution was ordered to be read the third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr, Sears of Florida, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, a similar House bill 
will lie on the table. 

There was no objection 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Spegker, I call up a House 
dill with Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado calls up the 
House bill with Senate amendments. The Clerk will report the 
bill by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8104) granting 160 acres of land to the Western State 
College of Colorado at Gunnison, Colo., for the use of the Rocky Moun- 
tain biological station of said college. 


The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I move that the House concur 
{n the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested ; 

S. 2694. An act to enable the trustees of Howard University 
to develop an athletic field and gymnasium project, and for 
other purposes ; 

S. 8420. An act granting the consent of Congress to the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation by the Denver & Rio 
Grande Western Railroad Co., its successors and assigns, of 
a line of railroad across the southwesterly portion of the Fort 
Logan Military Reservation in the State of Colorado; and 

S. 8484. An act for the protection of the northern Pacific 
halibut fishery. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment joint resolution of the following title: 

H. J. Res. 194. Joint resolution to print as a House document 
the proceedings of the national eneampments of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, the United Spanish War Veterans, and 
the American Legion, for the use of the House and Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6941) granting pensions and in- 
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil 
War and certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and 
sailors of said war, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested. 


oe 


PRINTING REVISED ANNOTATED CONSTITUTION 


Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker, I move to take from the Speaker's 
table Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 16 and agree to the 
same. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls, 
up Senate Concurrent Resolution No 16, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate Concurrent Resolution 16 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That 5,000 additional copies of the revised annotated Constitution be 
printed for the use of the Congress, 1,500 copies for the Senate and 
3,500 copies for the House of Representatives, and that the Senate 
Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, authorized to employ 
a competent person to assist in bringing the same up to date, his 
compensation to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate: 
Provided, That the Public Printer shall print not more than 10,000 
additional copies of said revised annotated Constitution and offer the 
same for sale at the cost of printing and binding plus 10 per cent to 
persons who agree not to resell or distribute the same for profit. 

The SPEAKER. The question is om agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

STATUE OF SEQUOYAH 

Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged resolution 
from the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania presents 
a privileged resolution from the Committee on Printing, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ilouse Concurrent Resolution 28 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That there be printed and bound the proceedings in Congress, together 
with the preceedings at the unveiling in Statuary Hall, upon the 
acceptance of the statue of Sequoyah, presented by the State of Okla- 
homa, 5,000 copies, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate 
and 2,500 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the re- 
maining 1,500 copies shall be for the use and distribution of the Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress from the State of Oklahoma. 

The Joint Committee on Printing is hereby authorized to have the 
copy prepared for the Public Printer, who shall provide suitable illus- 
trations to be bound with the proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


TRAFFIC IN HABIT-FORMING DRUGS 

Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker, I present another privileged reso- 
lution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania presents 
another privileged resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 338 

Resolved, That certain reports and data submitted to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives relating to the 
traffic in habit-forming narcotic drugs be printed in the Puglish and 
French languages on parallel pages as a House document; and that 
2,300 additional copies be printed for the use of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 


The resolution was egreed to. 
s 


LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
one minute in which to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from L[llinois asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for one minyte. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MADDEN. It has been usual, Mr. Speaker, for the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and the ranking 
minority member of the committee to make statements at the 
end of each session of Congress, reviewing the financial work 
of the Congress, and it is my purpose to do that at the close 
of this session. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns} and myself have leave to file 
such statements as we may make after the close of the session. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. 
Speaker, does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Does not the gentleman think that 
unanimous consent might be asked now for general leave? 
For instance, in my own case—— 































































Mr MADDEN Yes; we wunt general consent for 10 days 
the Recorp, and 1 
ask BYRNS] and my) 


self may have unlimited time as long as the Recorp is being 


10 days for the Members of the House, for 
that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr 
printed 
Mr. GARRETT of 
Mr. HASTINGS. 
Mr. JOHNSON of 
ir. MADDEN. 


Tennessee T would like the Sime priv ileve 
When will be the last issue of the Recorp? 
Washington. In about 10 days. 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoncwortH] 


‘ 


and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garnett] also want 
opportunity to present their views on the work of the House 
under their leadership, and 1 ask that they be given that same 


riviiente 

, the SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that all Members of the House may have 10 days 
after adjournment in which to extend their remarks in the Rec- 
orp, and that the gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns] and the gentleman from Ohio [| Mr. 
LONGWORTH] and the gentleman from Tennessee [| Mr. GARRETT | 
may have unlimited time Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BANKHEAD Mr. Speaker, does that permission include 
the gentlemen's Own remarks? 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen’s own remarks 

Mr. BANKHEAD. And not outside propaganda and state- 
ments by other people? 

The SPEAKER. Only the gentlemen's own remarks. 

Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri. Does that give them the right 
to extend on any subject? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; on any subject. 

Mr. DYER. How many extensions can a Member put in? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would say one. 

Mr. WARD of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I had intended 
extending remarks on the child labor amendment. Is that in- 
cluded? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, this is without reference to 
leave to print already granted? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. DEAL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know if that would 
include appropriate tables in connection with remarks. I do 
not mean outside remarks, or anything of that kind. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not judge as to that. Each 
gentleman will be the judge of his own remarks. Is there objec- 
tion to the request of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappEeNn]? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
whether anybody would care to do otherwise: but it has been 
stated that each Member would probably be limited to one speech. 
There might be gentlemen who would want to discuss different 
subjects in different ways. I should not think that that would 
he a matter that would be abused, and I did not understand that 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAppen] limited his state- 
ment in that way. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that each Member 
ought to be allowed to insert a speech, and if on different sub- 
jects they might go in at once. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Leave has already been granted for ex- 
tensions, and if other Members want further extensions they can 
obtain permission ? 

The SPEAKER. 


BUREAU OF 


only 


Yes. 
PROHIBITION IN 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the amended bill H. R. 6645, No. 276 on the Union 
Calendar, to amend the national prohibition act, to provide for 
a bureau of prohibition in the Treasury Department, and to 
define its powers and duties, and to place its personnel under 
the civil service act. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT 


A bill (H. R. 6645) te amend the natitonal prohibition act to provide 
for a bureau of prohibition in the Treasury Department, and to de 
fine its powers and duties, and to place its personnel under the civil 
service act. 


Be it enacted, etc., That subdivision (3) of section 1 of Title II of 
the national prohibition act, approved October 28, 1919, is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

“(3) The word ‘ commissioner’ shall mean Commissioner of Prohibl- 
tion. There is hereby established in the Department of the Treasury a 
bureau to be designated the bureau of prohibition. In charge of this 
bureau, under the supervision of the Seeretary of the Treasury, shall 
be a commissioner of prohibition, who shall be appointed by the Presi- 
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dent and wh shall re iv £10 
annum 7 1 in ti  } 
shall be ted tf th I ] } 
advis y - bur 1 
m ? 00 per annum I ‘ 
section 1 ritle Ill, of this act ] ! ! 1} ta 
division of industrial alcohol 1 chemi a 
be a graduate chemist and a person knowled ind the 
manufacture, distribution nd ine 1 ws ‘ } ; a 
hol, v shall be apy 1 | ‘ i I 
of the Secretary of the Tre urv t r in : ry 
$7,500 per annum Such division of tndustrial al | nd 
shall administer the manufacture, distribution, sale iu ee ' 
and denatured alcohol for all nonbeverage ) hy 
as to insure an ample supply and promote t t f in s 
research and the development of lawful ad 
Sec. 2. Section 2 of the said national | hibit is 1 } 
amended to read as follows 
“Sec. 2. The Commissioner of Prohibittor his a net agents 
and inspectors, shall investigate and report * Int 3 f this act to 
the United States attorney for the district In which committed, wh 
is | ‘ ebar d with the duty of 7 secutht h off rs ect 
to tl direction of the Attorney ¢ ? il nm the f « r 
o t igainst the laws f the United S t and such Cor ; r 
of Prohibition, bis assistants, agent 1 tor ma N out 
warrants before United State mimissior ‘ ott ni 
ourts authorized to issue the same for t ipprehension of s I 
offenders. and mav. subject t th ontrol of the tid Un 1 1 
attorney, conduct the prosecution at the mmitting trial for the | 
pose f having fl ffenders held for th ction of a grand 
Section 1014 of the Revised Statutes of the United Stat t 
made prolicable in the enforcement of this act Officers mentioned in 
said section 1014 are authorized to issue search warrants under the 
limitations provided in Tithe XI of the act approved June 15, 1917." 
Sec. 2. Section 38 f the said nati 2} rohibition a¢ i , ) 
amended to read as follows 
Sec. 38. The Commissioner of Prohibition and the Attorney Gen 
eral of the Untted States are hereby espectively authorized to appoint 
and emp such assistants, expert clerks ind ther employs in 
the District Columbia or elsewhere, and t purchase such ipplies 
and equipment as they may deem necessary for the enfo ment of the 
provisions of this act, but such assistants xpert le 1d other 
employer in the Bureau of Prohibition shall be appointed under the 
rules and regulations prescribed by the circil service act Provided 
Phat a r six 1 itl from tl pas e of thi ict the incumbents 
of positions hereby ide subject to the competitive requirement of 
the civil service act may only be retained tn their respective positions 
as the result of their names being reached for certifi on under the 
competitive requirements of the civil-service rules unless they have 


been already appointed In the manner prescribed by the civil-service 
rules.” 
Sec. 4. Title If of the national pr 


by adding thereto new sections to stand as sections 40, 41, and 42, 


hibition act ia further ame 


and to read as follows: 
This bureeu shall have 
national prohibition act approved October 28 


“* Sey 4a) charge of the enforcement of the 


1919, the act supple 


mental to the national prohibition act, approved November 23, 1921, 


sections 838, 239, and 240 of the Criminal Code, the Reed amend 
ment of March 38, 1917, chapter 162, section 5 (39 Stat. L., p. 1069); 
the act of January 17, 1914 (88 Stat. L., p. 277); the act of Decem 
ber 17, 1914 (38 Stat. L., p. 785), as amended by the revenue act of 
1918, approved February 24, 1919, sections 1006, 1007, and 10908 of 
the act of February 24. 1919 (40 Stat. L., p. 1057) mnd any ther 
statutes of the United States similarly relating to ft) internal traf 
in narcotic chapters 2, 3, 4, 5, and 11 of Tithe XXXV of the Re 





vised Statutes and amendments thereto; ar other 


1! any 


tatutes or 
similarly prohibit, tax, 


parts of statutes to the extent to which they 
control, or regulate liquor and narcotics 

“ The same control 
aver the establishment and conduct of industrial aleohol plants and 
bonded 
plants, 


Commissioner of Prohibition shall exercise the 


warehouses, distilleries, wineries, breweries, dealcoholizing 
denaturing plants, cereal beverage factories, distillery ware- 
houses, general bonded warehouses, special bonded warehouses, bonded 
wine storerooms, and any other place where intoxicating liquor or 
cereal manufactured, produced, or kept, and the ap- 
pointment and control of gaugers, storekeepers, stor 
and other officers chi 


ments as is 


beverages are 
eeper-gaugers 
urged with duties connected with such establish 
conferred by law upon the Commissioner of Internal 


Revenue 


“The Bureau of Probibition shall be charged with the duty of 
determining all administrative penalties, proposed assessments, com 
promises, and adjustments relating to intoxicating liquors and nar- 
cotics, and all statutes of the United State which shall hereafter 


be enacted relating thereto. Al! moneys arising from such 
scssment, compromises, and adjustments, and taxes relating to the 


penalties, as 








' ond 
10700 
liguer traf r narcotics which are definitely fixed and regularly | 








imposed whether ccupaiional taxes or taxes on narcotics, distilled 
jirits, wines, fermented liquors, malt Hquors, cereal beverages, and 
othe cles covered by the narcotic and prohibition laws, or assess- 
m determined by the Commissioner of Prohibition and certified to 
tiv ectors of internal revenue by the Commissioner of Interna] 
Kevenu hall be collected by such collectors of internal revenue, | 
ind the returns of such taxable articles or occupations shall be made 
to the collectors of internal revenue of the districts wherein they 
‘ im‘ | 
Sec. 41. For the purpose of administration of such statutes the 
Commissioner of Vrohibition shall have all the administrative authority, | 
inclodin the authority to submit proposed assessments through the | 
Comurissiouer of Internal Revenue, to recommend abatements, refunds, 
und compromises, and to sue for penalties now conferred by existing 


law neluding Chapter IT of Tithe XXXV of the Revised Statutes, upon 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, for the purpose of administering 
uch statutes, said authority to be exercised by the Commissioner of 
Vrohibition with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. The 


Commissioner of Prohibition may issue such regulations as may be 
deemed necessary for the enforcement of the laws relating to intoxi- 
catiu iquer, narcotics, and cereal beverages, subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. The officers appointed by the Com- 
miissioner of Prohibition shall exercise such functions as may now be 
exercised by collectors of tuternal revenue, internal-revenue agents, 
or field officers acting under the direction of the Commissioner of 


Internal Revenue for the administration of the statutes relating to the | 
enforcement of the national prohibition act and all legislation passed | 
for hat purpose: Provided, however, That nothing herein shall be 
regarded as affecting the right of review in a court of equity, as 
provided in the national prohibition act, or as limiting the jurisdiction 
of the Attorney General of the United States or his subordinates under 
existing law: Provided, That the acceptance of all offers in commpro- | 
mise shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

“All collections resulting from offers in compromise, penalties, | 
and assessments determined under the direction of the Commissioner 
of Vrohibition shall be deposited to the credit of the Treasury of 
the United States through the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and 


accounted for under such rules as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

“Sec. 42. That there mray be transferred to the control of the 
Commissioner of Prohibition, such cmployees, equipment, and quarters 
now under the control of the Treasury Department as may within | 
*“) days after the passage of this act be designated by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 


“The appropriation for the enforcement of the narcotic and national 
prohibition acts, as provided in the act making appropriations tor | 
the ‘Treasury Department for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1924 
and 1925, and any unexpended balance from previous appropriations | 





reuraining available for such purposes are hereby made available for | 
expenditures under the direction of the Commissioner of Prohibition, 
Phere shall be transferred from the appropriation for salaries 
and expenses of collectors of internal revenue, as provided in said | 
Treasury Department appropriation act of 1924, such amount as in | 
the judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury is deemed necessary | 
| 





for the payment of salaries and traveling expenses of storekeeper- 
gaugers and gaugers, and for the employment of clerks to fill positions 
similar to the places now held by employees in collectors’ offices who 
are engaged upon distilled spirits and narcotic work, and from the 
appropriation for salaries, office of Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
as provided in said Treasury Department appropriation act, 1924, 
such amount as in the judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury is 
deemed necessary for the employment of clerks paid from that appro- 
priation who are now assigned to duties relating to the enforcement 
of laws with reference to intoxicating liquors, narcotics, and cereal 
beverages,”’ 


Mr. O'SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.| The Chair hears none. The 
gentleman from Michigan [{Mr. Cramton] is reeognized for 
20 minutes and the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. O’Sut- 
LIVAN] will be recognized for 20 minutes. 

COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENT 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I ask the gentleman from Michi- 
gan to accommodate me by permitting me to introduce a reso- 
lution for a committee assignment. 

Mr. CRAMTON, TI shall be glad to do so if I do not lose 
any of my rights, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas may ask unani- 
mous consent, 
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Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to present a resolution and have the same considered. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to present a resolution and have the same considered. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That CHarirs Browne of New Jersey be, and he is hereby, 
elected a member of the standing Committee of the House on Naval 
Affairs 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


| tion. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
BUREAU OF PROHIBITION IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT 


Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Speaker, I yield myself seven minutes. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Michigan is recog- 
nized for seven minutes. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr, Speaker, how is the 
time on this bill divided? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that the gentleman from 


| Michigan {[Mr. CramTon] would be recognized for 20 minutes 


and the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. O’SULLIVAN], who 
made the demand for a second, would also be recognized for 
20 minutes. 

Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Speaker, I will ask that I be permitted 
to proceed for about five minutes without interruption, so 
that I may give the Members, in as condensed form as possible. 
uw general outline of the situation, and then questions which I 
may not have covered I will be glad to answer if I can. 

The purposes of this bill are threefold. First, to relieve the 
Bureau of Internal Revenue from the task of enforcing na- 
tional prohibition; second, placing the entire jurisdiction of 
prohibition enforcement as a Federal proposition in a new 
burean, to be created in the Department of the Treasury, 
known as the Bureau of Prohibition: and third, to place the 
personnel of that new bureau under the civil service. 

The first thing accomplished, then, is the relief of the Bureau 
of Internal Revenue from a task that is interfering with the 
proper performance of its normal functions in connection with 
the tax laws. Second, to secure through this new bureau more 
effective enforcement of prohibition. The bill proposes that the 
new bureau shall have entire jurisdiction over the enforcement 
of the Federal laws with reference to liquor, both permitted 
uses and prohibited uses, except the collection of certain taxes, 
Which is left in the Bureau of Internal Revenue. The bureau 
so created will be coordinated with other bureaus in the de- 
partment; it will be subject to exactly the same regulation and 
supervision by the Secretary of the Treasury that the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue is now subjeet to in these matters, 
and it will be subject to exactly the same appeals to the courts 
that are now provided as to the Bureau of Internal Revenue 

There have been various propositions suggested looking to 
improved enforcement, There have been some suggestions of 
taking it to the Department of Justice, and there have been 
some suggestions to make it an independent bureau directly under 
the President. But leaving aside other matters which might be 
urged as against those, [ agree entirely with the Secretary of 
the Treasury in this: That especially since we have given the 
Coast Guard so large a part in protecting our coasts against 
smuggling and since the Customs Service in the Treasury De- 
partinent is also protecting against smuggling, that the place 
for this bureau is in the Treasury Department, where close co- 
ordination can be secured between it, the Coast Guard, the 
Customs Service, and the Internal Revenue Bureau. 

I came here last fall before the session opened and I made a 
special study of it, and I came to the conclusion that this was 
the best thing to do, Then I went to Secv#tary Mellon, as the 
head of the department which has the work in charge, and in 
my first interview with him he indorsed the principle of i, He 
said that personally he would be glad to be relieved of the 
burden that is now on his department, but that from his ex- 
perience he was bound to say he felt that in that department 
was the best place for it and that it should be in a separate 
bureau. He has maintained that position. I did not introduce 
the bill until I got the indorsement of the department of its 
terms, and there is in the report a statement by the Secretary, 
under date of February 20, outlining the purposes of the bill 
and saying, “I hope the bill may speedily become a law.” 

It has been before the Committee on the Judiciary, 250 pages 
of hearings have been held, and it comes out with the unani- 
mous report of that committee. However, I should be frank 
and say this: That the report of the committee carried an 
amendment that I have not been able in full to accept, although 
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I have gone just as far as I could in my desire to cet together 
with what is known as the industrial alcohol interests. 

The amendment on page 2, which you will see in your bills, 
was intended to relieve the fears of some industrial users of al- 
cohol, but I have been afraid it went so far that it would, in 
fact, defeat the purpose of the bill. The purpose of the bill is 
to have one bureau and a close coordination, and I have been 
afraid the amendment went so far as to take this divison of in- 
dustrial aleohol in effect, possibly, out of the bureau. 

To evard against that I have simply suggested this amendment 
to the committee amendment, that the chief of that division of 
industrial aleohol, instead of being appointed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, should be appointed by the Commissioner of Pro- 
hibition, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
That gives the Secretary full control of the situation, but makes 
it clear that that division is not independent of the bureau. But 
¥ am frank to say that that provision was not in the bill as re- 
ported from the committee, and I do not want the committee to 
be held responsible for that particular amendment to this amend- 
ment. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Sanprns of Indiana). 
venfleman has used seven minutes. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will have to yield myself two more min- 
utes. The committee amendment, with the change I hare made 
us fo appointment of the chief of this division, reads: 


The 


To better effe 


there 


tuate the provisions of section 13, Title III, of this act, 
in said bureau a division of industrial alcohol and 

emistry, the chief of whieh shall be a graduate chemist and a per- 
son of knowledge and experience in the manufacture, distribution, and 
industrial uses of ethyl and denatured alcohol, who shall be appointed 
by the Commissioner of Prohibition with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury and receive a salary of not more than $7,500 per annuin. 


shall also be 


Such division of industrial alcohol and chemistry shall administer the | 


manufacture, distribution, sale, and use of ethyl and denatured alcohol 
purposes in such manner as to insure an 
ind promote the use thereof in scientific resea 


nrent of lawful Industry 


Mr. VARE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. In just a moment. 

As to the civil-service features, the bill as reported has the 
indersement of the National Civil Service Reform League and 
the Civil Service Commission. In connection with that, some 
of you may not agree entirely with civil service as a policy, but 
I went to submit to you that whatever you may think of it as 
a general policy it is of the utmost importance in this work 
that the employment of men as directors and employees in this 
service should net be on the political indorsement of Senators 
and Congressmen, who may not be entirely in harmony with 
the purposes of the law. [Applause.} I consider it a 
important fearure of the bill. 

Mr. BEEDY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON, Yes. 

Mr. BEEDY. Is there anything in this bill that gives the 
Cemmisioner of Prohibition any more discretion than is now 
reposed in the Commissioner of Internal Revenue? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Certainly no more; and I have been so 
careful at every step in the bill to provide for supervision by 
the Secretary to meet possible objections that maybe he is sub- 
ject to more supervision than the Commissioner ef Internal 
lievenue. 

Mr. VARE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. For a brief question. 

Mr. VARE. May I ask whether there are any salary raises 
in the bill? 

Mr. CRAMTON. The bill provides that the commissioner 
shall receive not more than $10,000 a year. My impression is 


for all nonbeverage ainple 
supply ch and the develop- 


very 
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he does not get quite that now, but that is the salary of the | 


Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and we are proposing to 
make it uniform. 

The SPEAKBR pro tempore. 
from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. CRAMTON, I reserve 
Speaker. 

Mr. BOYLAN,. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I yield myself one minute more in order 
to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BOYLAN. I just wanted the gentleman to kindly advise 
us whether or not the bill has the approval of the Republican 
National Committee. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I do not want to talk of partisan matters, 
but I know the Republican National Committee and the Repub- 
lican organization are fully behind law enforcement. 


Mr. HASTINGS. Does this bill change existing law in any 
way? 


The time of the gentleman 


the balance of my time, Mr. 


Mr. CRAMTON 

Mr. HASTINGS. Only as to administration? 

Mr. CRAMTON. That is all 

Mr. HASTINGS Soe it continues In for 
kind and character? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York 

Mr. SABATH. And places 

Mr. O’SULLIVAN. Mr 


Only as to administration. 


Except at an tner ised price, 
the bureau uncer « } service 
Speaker, I 


yield myself such time 
as | may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, this does not come before the House as a 
unanimous report-from the Committee on the Judiciary. in 
spite of the assertion to the contrary [ have been eppesed te 
its theory, not in a spirit of antagonism to the enforcement 
of the prohibition laws—for I have consistently voted for all 


appropriations and other legislation 
to enforce the liws—but my opposition arises because of the 
danger to American legitimate industry and because of other 
kindred reasons I shall endeavor to unfold later on 

At present there is in the Bureau of Internal Revenue a 
division known as the Prohibition Unit, the function of which 
is to enforce the provisions of the prohibitory laws. If is 
under the control of a commissioner of prohibition, respensil 
to his direct superior, the Cominissioner of Internal Revenue. 
Any appeal taken from a decision, rule, or regulation of the 
present commissioner of prohibition is to the Commissivner 
of Internal Revenue. There is in existence no civil 
status affecting the employees of this unit 

This bill bas for its ebjeets two main purposes: The first, 
to place employees under civil service, and the second, ro 
divorce the unit from the authority and cuidance of the Com- 


asked by our ary friends 


missioner of Internal Revenue threwgh the ereation and es 
tablishment of a new bureau, whose standing would be on a 
parity with the existing three bureaus in the Treasury I 


partment, to wit: The Bureau of Internd Revenue, the Ceast 
Guard, and the customs service 
would have equal with, for example, the 
sioner of Internal Revenue. His direct superior will be the 
Secretary of the Treasury, so that to the latter will ge any 
appeal from a ruling of the commissioner of prohibition 

As far as the civil-service there 


The head of this department 


standing Commis 


i provision is eencemed, 
no nee! te crenie a new bureau to effect 


such a result. For 
that object could readily be attained by a separate bill cover- 
ing that specific object. To be sure, Mr. Britt, who is coun 
selor for the present prohibition wnit, says that in his opinion 
the most valuable feature of the measure is the provision to 


place the bureau under a 
of course, be manifest 
unnecessary 


civil-serviee status But it must, 
that the creation of a new 
to accomplish this important feature 

No; it is the second object of the bill that merits the 
tion of this House. As far as power is concerned, 
necessury to enforce the Volstead Act, there is not an iota of 
authority granted under this bill which has not been vested 
in the prohibition commissioner under the existing law It is 
patent that the sole objective sought to he attained lies in the 
elimination of the Internal Revenue, and 
thereby to deny a right of appeal to that individual from thie 
decisions ef the prohibition commissioner, many of which in 
the past, because of their arbitrary and uwmwarranted nature, 
have promptly been overruled by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. 

3ut probably the best method of analyzing the 
this bill can be followed by listening to the objections raised 
against it before the committee by those whose dealings in 
business will bring them in contact with this new bureau 

In the first place, and this seems to me a rather trivial ob- 
jection, it inereuses salaries. I have no objection whatever 
for men employed by the Government to receive sularies com- 
mensurate with the duties imposed upon them. Therefore the 
objection, although it has been raised, is not serious. How- 
ever, a forceful objection Ties in the faet that this is to create 
a new bureau. I have enough old-fashioned notions, although 
I do not boast a great many years of experience, to believe the 
time paSsed years age for the creation ef more bureaus for this 
Government. [|Applause.} Se weighted down is this Govern 
ment with bureaus and commissions running inte the hundreds 
in numbers that it ig just as proper to label this a bureaucratic 
as a republican form of government. 1 iam extremely reluctant 
to cast my let with those whe seek the eure-all ef modern ills 
in the establishment of a new bureau. 

Yet, mark you, under this bill the birth of a new 
expected to make further inroads on the form « 
handed down to us from the fathera 

Mr. WATKINS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. O’'SULLIVAN. Yes. 
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INS. What does the testimony disclose, and what 
| of the committee as to whether or not this new 
feature wil crease enforcement it? 
Mr. OSULLIVAN., The impression seems to be it would In- 
( <° the enforcement And there is no good reason why this 
be the case. For by the same token, if we declare 
ivtial and order out the Army to in the enforce- 
of the eighteenth amendment, such action will necessarily 


WATE 
j he opin 


or lessen 


not 
Law 


ASSISt 


peak for better enforcement. But who would suggest such a 
renied Or we might prohibit the people of California from 
vrowing erapes and the people of Oregon from raising apples 
on the theory that better enforcement would result from the 
lene of zrapes to make wine and of apples to make cider, 


There are 
newuvis 


many Ways in which enforcement may be made more 
fect, but the employment of such means would mean 
the overthrow of all those rights which most of us have always 
believed were safeguarded by the Constitution. 

7) the centralization of power in the hands of this 

commissioner of prohibition, a veritable czar at the head 
this new bureau with unlimited authority and most limited 
civreumseription, will accomplish better enforcement. But what 
au penalty we must pay to bring this about! 

We seem at times to have overlooked what the Volstead Act 
promised with reference to the use of alcohol in certain indus- 
tries. The Volstead Act not only permits the use of alcohol 
for industrial, seientific, mechanical, and medicinal purposes, 
but it actually encourages its use in such industrial pursuits. 
Therefore, unless the spirit of that act is to be grossly over- 
looked, the Congress, in the furtherance of the generally under- 
policy with reference to the lawful industries, should 
place no obstacles in the way of those great numbers of legiti- 
mate users of such alcohol. 
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| the machinery 
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tion to the needs of the manufacturers employing alcohol as 
a raw product. 
Third. It would take the administration of the law away 


from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, who has acquired 
vast knowledge and experience in the industrial and commercial 
use of alcohol, and place the matter in inexperienced hands. 

Fourth, In the past drastic, unnecessary, and arduous rulings 
of the prohibition commissioner have been modified or elimi- 
nated in a number of instances only through appeal to the 
of Internal Revenue. This remedy would be 
lost and no appeal would lie except to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, an individual so far removed from the operation of 
of enforcement as to serve only as a rubber 
stamp for the contemplated new official. 

Fifth. The administration of the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
has been most competent, affords ample protection to the Gov- 
ernment, and through the technical knowledge and experience 
gained in years of handling such matters that department is 


| able to administer the law justly to all trades. 


Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. O'SULLIVAN. Yes. 
Mr. DYER. This bill, offered by the gentleman from Michi- | 


gun, in connection with this motion, proposes to place within the 
enforcement prohibition the users and manufacturers of 
industrial alcohol, as well as those engaged in illegitimate manu- 
facture and sale. That is the result of this motion, to put them 
in all together? 

Mr. OSULLIVAN. Yes. 

Mr. DYER. Men trying to build up a great industry are put 
in with bootleggers and crooks under prohibition ? 


of 


Mr. O'SULLIVAN. The gentleman is right. 
Mr. BEEDY. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. OSSULLIVAN. I will. 

Mr. BEEDY. Is it a fact that the commissioner 
bill will be given added power over and above that 
now possesses; and if so, how is it accomplished? 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN. He has no added power, but there is a 
limitation under the present scheme that will be lost if this bill 
becomes a law. That is the right of appeal, the right of the 
manufacturer or user of industrial alcohol to go to some person 
whe not so fanatical with reference to the enforcement of 
laws that he can not see that a man using industrial alcohol is 
not a bootlegger. 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OSULLIVAN., I have such a limited time that it is with 
regret that I can not. 

Now, to revert temporarily. I have stated that the Volstead 
Act contemplates the encouragement of industrial aleohol. It 
would astonish you to learn of the vast industries scattered 
throughout the country that make use of such a product. The 
great chemical companies, with millions of dollars invested in 
their plants; the dye industry, if we still have one, no thanks 
to the present drastic regulations; the manufacturers of arti- 
ficin! silk, one of which uses over three and one-half million 
entions of alcohol a year; the manufacturer of toilet articles, of 
eluss, of tooth pastes, and of hundreds of other articles, literally 
tlooded the Committee on the Judiciary with letters of con- 
demnation against this bill Why? They summarized their 
reasons as follows: 

Virst. The passage of the bill would deprive legitimate users 
and dealers of the right of appeal to the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue from unnecessary rulings and regulations pro- 
mulgated by the Commissioner of Prohibition. They base their 
predictions of the future on the actions of that individual in 
the past, when, in his desire to enforce the law, he surrounded 
the legitimate users with regulations so unwarranted and un- 
reasonable as to call for an immediate reversal on the part of 
his superior. 

Second. It would give a 


which 


IS 


free hand to officials whose chief 


concern is the pursuit of the law violator, and who, as demon- 
strated by experience, would give little consideration or atten- 


under this | 
he 


Sixth. It would place the administration of the law solely 
within the hands of one man, and no man should sit in judg- 
ment on matters which concern the legitimate business life of 
innumerable industries. 

Seventh. Business men now know where they stand with ref- 
erence to the regulations necessarily following in their lines 
of industry. This new bureau would serve only as an obstacle 
and meddler in legitimate industry. 

Kighth. Denatured alcohol is poisonous. can not be used as a 
beverage, and should not be treated as such. 

Such is a summary of some of the objections to this bill 
strongly advocated by those men, who represent billions of 
eapital. Perhaps you are aware of a convention held this 
spring at Washington on behalf of the American Chemical So- 
ciety. Let me quote from their reports: 


The chemists are not opposed to the creation of a commissioner of 
prohibition if his duties are confined to the enforcement of prohibition 
The prohibition act itself recognized the right to use alcohol in legiti 
mate industries when it states that in addition to being an act to pro 
hibit intoxicating beverages, It says it shall insure an ample supply of 
alcohol and promote its use in scientific research and in the development 
of fuel, dye, and otber lawful industries. Virtually every industry de 
pendent on the use of alcohol has been compelled time and again to 
appeal to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for relief from unwar 
ranted conditions imposed upon them by the prohibition commissioner 

Take the case of the Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey, when it ap 
plied for 5 gallons of pure alcohol for the use of its works at Eagle 
Works, N. J. It took over six weeks to get it. But it has not only 
been because of delays in procuring tax-paid pure alcohol that the 
prohibition commissioner has harassed legitimate industry, but in ex 


acting vexatious and unreasonable bonds, requiring complicated rec 
ords to be kept, subjecting plants to uncalled-for inspections by ig 
norant and prejudiced policemen, and generally treating law-abiding 


manufacturers as potential bootleggers. 


Prohibition, with all the wealth of good its advocates pro- 
claim it possesses, must not be the monkey wrench to ruin 
the gears of industry. You will not find anyone more anxious 
to assist in the enforcement of law than the splendid body of 
men who are engaged in their lawful enterprises. But if you 
persist in weaving about their necks ropes of regulations and 
rules which can result in no other effect than the strangula- 
tion of their businesses, you will regret the day when you 
started those men into an organized effort to abolish all pro- 
hibition in order to save for themselves the property which 
our laws ought to respect. 


Mr. YATES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN. I will. 

Mr. YATES. I am not sure that I understood the gentle- 
man. I understood the gentleman to say he thought that 


under the new arrangement there would be better enforcement. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN. I did. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN. I will. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. I heard the gentleman from 
Michigan state several times that this bill came from the 
Committee on the Judiciary as a unanimous report. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN, I stated at the outset that this was not 
a unanimous report. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. GRAHAM], 

Mr. HASTINGS. Before the gentleman yields I would like 
to ask him a question. As I understand it, this changes the 
bureau that enforces the prohibition act, but it does not amend 
the provisions of that act in any particular. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN. No; we will have the same old Vol- 
stead law on the books. 


Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. SABATH. 


the civil service? 


It increases the salaries and puts them under 


Mr. OSULLIVAN. Yes. 

Mr. HASTINGS. The Supreme Court upheld an amendment 
to the act amended in 1918, as applied to Oklahoma and the 
Indian country. This would not amend that or change it at 
all? 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN. Oh, not in any way. Mr. Speaker, I 


yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Granam},. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman and Mem- 
of the House, I stand before you occupying what to 
me an embarrassing position. I took up this bill for the pur- 
of aiding in having it carried out. I wanted in every 
way to bring about a union so that our Judiciary Committee 
might support the bill unit. That was when this bill 
lacked the penciled amendments, which the gentleman from 
Michigan proposes to introduce and which touch the vital ques- 
tion considered by us and which is not in accordance with the 


bers is 


pose 


us a 


understanding that was reached in the Committee on the 
Judiciary enabling them to make a report without filing 
minority views. You gentlemen may not know, and in this 


method of passing a bill you have no chance to know, of the 
terrific contests before our committee waged by the enormous 
interests on this question. There were millions and millions 
of dollars representing interests, no bootleggers, no men de- 
tiant of the Volstead Act, no men seeking to escape the full 
enforcement of the law, but striving to relieve themselves 
being compelled to go to the department headed by prosecutors 
and not by those who want to preserve the the 
country. 

For that reason, by and with the consent of the Secretary 


business of 


of the Treasury, who was consulted at every step in the 
preparation of this bill, it was agreed that a department in 
this new bureau should be created, headed by a chemist ac- 


quainted with the business side of affairs, and in order to re- 
move fear from the minds of the business world and create con- 
fidence it was provided that the head of that division should 
be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury himself, so that 


the atmosphere of prosecution should be removed from 
administration of honest and fair and square business. [Ap- 
plause. } 


That was done, and that enabled this committee to do what 


otherwise would not have been done, and that is to report 
this bill out, giving to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 


CRAMTON] full credit for his skill and ability in preparing this 
division in the Treasury, which, I think, is along the line of 
right and good legislation itself, in order to concentrate these 
powers in this department and at the same time preserve for 
this vast business world the sense of protection, in that they 
were not to be treated as criminals, having their business at- 
tacked and handled as if they were bootleggers and thieves. 
{ Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Pennsylvania has expired. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. 
I must say that as the bill comes before us with the gentle 
man’s amendment in it we can only either vote it up or vote 
it down, and I propose, with due regard to my sense of honor, 
to vote it down. [Applause.] 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield one 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Carrer]. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I want to use this short time 
to call the attention of the House to some petitions and letters 


The time of the gentleman 


minute to the 


that have come to my desk from the State of Oklahoma against | 


legislation authorizing the sale of light wines and beer. This 
has resulted from the introduction of 60 bills by 60 Members 
of the House, thinking, I presume, to create some sentiment 
for breaking down the eighteenth amendment and the prohibi- 
tion laws. . The full strength of this movement for light wines 
and beer is perhaps fully represented by these 60 Members who 
have introduced the bills, and I doubt if there is another of the 
435 Members of this House who would support such a proposi- 
tion. 
my section of the country is to hearten and strengthen the true 
friends of prohibition, and they are letting it be known in no 
uncertain terms. One of the petitions alone from my home 
town, Ardmore, Okla., contains the names of 983 good, law- 
abiding citizens, all favoring the enforcement of the Constitution 
and laws of our country and opposed to any such subterfuge as 
light wines and beer. I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp by offering some of these letters and 
petitions without all the names. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp 
in the manner indicated. Is there objection? 
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the 


Under these circumstances | 


The only effect the introduction of these bills has had in | 


The gentleman from Oklahoma | 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Is this a bulky document ? 

Mr. CARTER. No, no; these are just little short letters and 
a petition. I would not expect to put all the names in 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The letters are as follows: 

ARDM OKLA ‘ } 

Since GO Members of th Llouse of | . ljuced 
60 identical bills to so amend the Federal I to 
lega liz 2.75 per cent beer we know at the 1 te ive 
marsbaled all their forces to break down t i f 
tion the world has ever seen. Ws aware t they w | 
their Strategies to de ind discourage 4 even tl! gh we ki Vv 
that you are for the eigtheenth amendment and its enforcement 
we as citizens who believe in law enforcemen ind hy rnment 
a majority, wish to iffirm to you l “lief that th i 1 
amendment is the exp sed will of a very large majorit f the 
American people, and that you, our representati Cong vill 
use all influence you have to prevent tl r any similar legislation 

Rey, Tu CA , Past 
ASTIBI , Wu IAM f k oF &S n 
i 

(And 980 additional names.) 

Hrco, OKLA., March 26, 1924, 
Hon, Cras, D, CARTER, 

ESTEEMED CONGRESSMAN: As our faithful Representative In Wash 
ington we are looking to you to look well to the prayers and wishes of 
the women of Oklahoma, and ask you to use every effort possible to 
stop the manufacture of wine and beer With faith in you still, we 
know you will for our dear beloved State of Oklahoma, who wants 
to stay dry, 

Mrs. C. J. MILES, 
Secretary Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Hugo, Okla, 


j03 Laurel Avenue, Hugo, Okla. 


Bristow, OKLA., April 7, 192}. 


Hon. CHarLes D. CARTER, 
Washington, D. C 
Dear Sie: It has been brought to our attention that a great number 
| of bills are being introduced to weaken the Volstead Act, and we are 


| writing you to let you know how our community stands on the matter. 





of the Volstead Act 
urge the 


to legalize the sale of wine and beer, and that 
Senators and Representatives of our Commonwealth 
use their best influence and toward the strengthening of 
the Volstead Act and the eighteenth amendment to the 
tion of the United States.” 
This resolution is the expression of a membership of 7,000 patriotic, 
loyal men and women of Oklahoma. 
Thanking for the prohibition which you have given 
us in the past and depending upon you for future victories, we are, 
Yours 


| Our organization, composed of 140 of our best citizens, is heartily in 
favor of the strengthening rather than the weakening of this act 
Respectfully, 
Bristow WOMAN'S CHRISTIAN TEMPERANCR UNION, 
Mus. Datsy Love, President, 
Inez M. Ritny, Secretary, 
OKLAHOMA WOMAN'S CHRISTIAN TEMPERANCE UNION, 
OFFICE OF PRESIDENT, 
Bartlesville, Okla., March 25, 192}. 
Hon. CHaRLes D. Carrer, M, C., 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Str: The Oklahoma Woman's Christian Temperance Unien in 
executive meeting assembled in Bartlesville, Okla., this 25th day of 
March, 1924, beg to submit the following resolution : 
“ Resolved, That we earnestly protest against any modification 
} 
' 
| 


we 
to vote 


Constitu- 


you victories 


sincerely, 
ELIzABertHn Hose, 
Corresponding Secretary. 
JOSEPHINE M. Buut, 


President. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Moors}. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, this bill no 
question in respect to the policy of prohibition. It assumes 
the policy that, whether we are for or against, it is fixed by 
| the Constitution. It assumes further that we must do one 
of two things, either ignore that policy or endeavor to en- 
force it as vigorously as possible. It is admitted that methods 
of enforcement are now inadequate. I happen to belong to 
| the Joint Committee on Reorganization, which has just filed 
ij its report. Witnesses appeared before that committee from 
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the Department of Justice who said in substance that the pro- | 


hibition unit as now constituted is inefficient. Others ap- | 
peared who said that the unit is at present saturated with | 
1 polities, 


The purpose of this bill, as I understand, is 
to disassociate the enforcement of the law from party politics, 
io an extent at least, and to substitute more efficiency for | 
the present woeful lack of efficiency. 

When the statement Is made by my friend from Connecticut | 
[Mr. (YSciitvan], who is opposed to the measure, that in spite 
of objectionable details in the bill—and there may be such de- | 
tuils which the rule prevents the House from correcting—it 
Will accomplish those results In his opinion, the bill as a whole 
seems le sirable. 

In order to accomplish more than this measure will accom- 
plish, T would take another step as suggested in the supple- 
mental report filed by Senator Harrison of Mississippi and 
niyself, who are the minority members of the Reorganization | 
Committee. In that report we said: | 

Those who are anxious for an orderly and vigorous administration | 
of existing law, whether they approve or disapprove the policy of | 


prohibition, may well consider whether it would not be desirable “et 
make the prohibition unit an independent establishment under the | 
imimedinte control of the President. 


That the conditions which now prevail can not wedi’ 
without real peril to society and to the Government itself will 
hardly be questioned, That they might be improved and to ¢ 
greater extent than will result from the enactment of this 
bill, by placing the administration of the law under. the diree- 
tion of the President, with the full responsibility which would 
be implied, can likewise hardly be questioned. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
has expired, 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UpsHaw ]. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Speaker, when the eighteenth amend- 
meut was pussed, the friends of prohibition knew that it would 
tuke something like a generation of aggressive activity to battle 
ngainst the appetite that was begotten by the old saloon régime. 
There haus been great improvement since the law was passed, 
and where the failures have oceurred they have occurred 
largely as a result of trying to enferce a dry law by wet ap- 
pointments of wet politicians. I would stand by this bill espe- 
cially because it proposes to put prohibition enforcement officers 
under civil serviee and to take Menrbers of Congress out of the 
necessity or the privilege of influencing appointments. 

Mr. PERLMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UPSHAW. Exeuse me. No time. 

Mr. PERLMAN. What abeut taking the Anti-Saloon League 
out of it, too? 

Mr. UPSHAW. ‘The gentleman says let the Anti-Saloon 
League be taken out of the business too. I say amen to 
that, if at the same time you take these defiant wet asso- 
ciations out of the privilege of putting their finger into the 
pie [applause], or perhaps I should say into the bottle 
{laughter}. This “wet” ecritteism of the Anti-Saloon League 
is the cheap resort of the enemies of prohibition who ean 
not defend liquor with all of its blighting debauchery and 
its sickening stench of personal and political corruption, and 
therefore they lose no opportunity to traduce and malign the 
Anti-Saloon League and its leaders—for what? Simply be- 
cause that patriotic organization with its high, unselfish ideals 
came into being 30 years ago for the express purpose of com- 
hining Republicans and Democrats, Protestants and Catholics, 
Jews and Gentiles into one solid phalanx against the legalized 
liquor traffic; and because this sacred compact was rewarded 
with glorious success, and because the Anti-Saloon League 
proposes to continue in business in order to keep the devilish 
saloon from coming back into business, “ wet” political leaders 
und a largely hostile press continue to single out the Anti- 
Saloon League as the object of their anathemas—a company 
of legislative lobbyists, they say, that has no place in the 
American Republic. And yet, gentlemen of the House, you 
remember that I recently held before your eyes the actual 
letter of the Association Against the Prohibition Amendment 
(Inec.), addressed to a member of the press gallery, revealing 
the plan of this one wet organization to raise from the people 
$20,000,000 with which to dynamite our Constitution and defy 
eur stainless flag. 

And we have the names of 40 other “wet” organizations 
scattered widely over America that have come into being since 
eur prehibition law was passed for the express purpose of 
nullifying and repealing this law. They say it is all right 
for these apostles of “ wetness” to organize and raise money 
to elect liquor leaders te office, but that it is high treason 
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for God-fearing “dry” patriots to try to block this liquor 
scheme. Whatever the men do, the millions of women citizens 
in America will smash this liquor plan. 

The political emancipation of woman was not only the tardy 
crown which winsome virtue wears—it is, in my honest judg- 
ment, at once a prophecy and a guarantee of the early and 
ultimate triumph of every phase and form of moral and hu- 
manitarian legislation. And because many millions of women 
citizens, independent in their thinking and their voting, are 
going to wrap a regnant conscience around a spotless ballot, 
“ward heelers” will be relegated to the political scrap heap, 
and more political slates will be smashed from a strictly 
partisan standpeint than John ever saw—even John Barley- 
corn, This cheering fact makes me know that national con- 
stitutional prohibition is as much a permanent part of the 
Constitution as the Constitution is a part of the very citadel of 
our national life. 

It is highly significant and timely that patriotic women 
everywhere have banded themselves together to lay stress 
upon the constitutionality of our national prohibition law, and 
therefore the mandatory call of that law to every patriotic 
American citizen. It is a part of their mission—a sacred, 
essential part—to teach the great Empire State, which recently 
seceded from the constitutional Union, that there can be no 
such thing as individual interpretation and elective obedience 
to the laws of a Republie like ours—for such individual inter- 
pretation and election must be the beginning of practical 
anarchy and ultimate national decay. 

COWARDLY TACTICS OF LIQUOR LEADERS 

Because the opponents of prohibition can not attack the 
validity and constitutionality of this law, they are seeking to 
muddy the waters and to compass the nullification and repeal 
of the law by indulging in ridiculous and irrelevant personali- 
ties, and by attacking the leaders of our cause whom they have 
been unable to either buy cr destroy. It is the favorite theme 
and scheme of wet editors and wet politicians to hurl their 
shafts of criticism at the chief counsel of the Anti-Saloon 
League of America—that keen, clean, inspiring crusader in the 
cause of righteousness, Wayne B. Wheeler, and because the 
rules of the House will not allow the personalities nor the 
language which a very provoking situation called for, I reeently 
took myself to New York, where, at a law-enforcement dinner 
of the Women's Constitution League, I tried to find hinguage 
to do the subject justice. In other words, it seems that I 
am estopped from ealling a certain offending official in Wash- 
ington the “short and ugly word,” with specifications such 
as his erime of outrageous slander demands. This vicious 
slander was uttered under official immunity against Wayne 
b. Wheeler, under the Dome of the Capitol, and was a disgrace 
to the sheltering protection of the Government building in 
which it was uttered. 

The first language to which I object in the name of the 
sober decency of America is found in the following paragraph 
in the ConGrRessIONAL RecorD: 


Far be it from me to say a word of criticism touching any of the 
persons whose names appear at the bottom of this instrument as its 
sponsors save and except Hon. Wayne B. Wheeler, hired lobbyist, pro- 
fessional legislative agent, who I have no doubt could be hired for the 
other side for an advance in salary just as soon as he was assured 
he would get his pay. 


The next specification is found in the following liquorized 
indictment of this stainless servant of humanity: 


It is time to get rid of this legislative pest, Wayne B. Wheeler. He 
never had any law business in his life except as he hired himself out, 
and has been willing to do any kind of service to deceive the good men 
and good women who pay him a salary. 


Ladies and gentlemen, this cowardly assassination of the 
character of a fearless leader in the cause of righteousness who, 
like William J. Bryan, has been 30 years before the American 
people without a fleck upon his name has gone far enough. 
No man who knows the facts will make such a statement who 
does not love a lie better than the truth. I defy these booze- 
laden slanderers of a good and great man, whether politicians 
or editors, to point their finger to a single instance of moral 
turpitude on the part of Wayne B. Wheeler. I know him as 
few men know him, and I declare here and now that he has a 
personal history of unselfish dedication to the cause of God 
and humanity which should be a moral inspiration to every 
young man in America. 

HOW WHEELER BEGAN—A FASCINATING STORY 
_ What are the facts? Dr. Howard H. Russell, the venerable 
and beloved founder of the Anti-Saloon League of America, told 
me recently in his own home in Westerville, Ohio, how, having 
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practiced law for seven years, he felt the call of God to enter 
the ministry, and how soon after this sacred decision on his 
part he was so stirred as he witnessed the reign and ruin 
wrought by the licensed saloon in Ohio that he determined to 
vive his life to an organized effort to destroy that long- 
protected cancer on the social and political body of our Amer- 
iean life. Conferring with the president of Oberlin College, he 
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asked to be directed to some young man of outstanding ability | 


he might 
taking. The college 


whom induce to join him in this stupendous under- 
president named Wayne Wheeler as a 
voung man soon to leave college with bright 
attorney at law. Doctor Russell sought out the young man and 
laid before him his plan, which would call for unspeakable 
hardship and great personal privations. Wheeler promised to 
ceive him an answer after due deliberation. Finally he went to 
the young student’s room and found him on his knees in prayer, 
and when he arose from his knees there was a light upon 
face “that was never seen on land nor sea.” It was the light 
that from self-immolation and heroie dedication to the 
eause of a crusader for the right. Doctor Russell and the 
student shook hands in an unselfish compact that meant more 
to the cause of sobriety and righteousness than any handclasp 


his 


comes 


prospects as an | 


that ever took place, perhaps, in the history of America for the | 


emancipation of suffering humanity. 

Wayne Wheeler began his work at $100 a month, which he 
must raise himself, as the young lawyer and patriot fought the 
highly paid attorneys of the liquor interests almost single 
handed and alone. Doctor Russell told me that many times 
during those early and trying days Wheeler’s salary, meager 
as it was, often went unpaid for weeks at a time, while the 
heroic young crusader was barely able to keep body and soul 
together as he fought his way from town to town and met the 
uiillions of the brewery, distillery, and saloon interests, with 


that twin accompaniment, the gambling den and the bawdy 
house, in mortal combat. Thus Wayne Wheeler began the 
great work in which he is now engaged with the searchlight 


of the enemies of prohibition thrown about his every step and 
the hounds of calumny barking daily at his heels 

I fought side by side with him when he was superintendent of 
the Anti-Saloon League of Ohio, making the closing address in 
the first great state-wide fight at Memorial Hall in Columbus, 
and I saw with unmixed admiration the grip that Wayne 
Wheeler had upon the forces of righteousness in his native State, 
Where he had labored since boyhood and where, amid the 
kindling glories of his brilliant and promising young manhood, 
he made the superb sacrifice of personal ambition on the altar 
of human redemption. And when he came to the Nation's Capi- 
tal, at the earnest solicitation of his comrades, who knew him 
best and loved him best, I rejoiced as a director of the Anti- 
Saloon League of Georgia and former vice president of the Anti- 
Saloon League of America, to welcome him to the Capital of our 
country, as he came to his titanic battle with the greatest law- 
yers that liquor money could buy. Just think for a moment, 
ladies and gentlemen: Suppose Wayne B. Wheeler, with an 
ability that even his enemies acknowledge and with a character 
which these enemies have never been able to successfully assail, 
had chosen to stay in Ohio to pursue his chosen profession of 
the law and, naturally, to enter into the political life of that 
great pivotal State. He could have easily been Governor of or 
Senator from Ohio, and you know what they often make of goy- 
ernors and Senators from Ohio. He is as able, as stalwart, and 
as stainless as any man who ever occupied the President’s chair 
from the springboard of Ohio leadership. It is such a man, the 
pride of his friends and the despair of his enemies, who has 
been charged with being a “ legislative pest, ready, no doubt, to 
be hired by the other side for an advance in salary, just as soon 
as he was assured he would get his pay.” May God blast this 
slander and forgive the slanderers before they stand at the 
judgment bar of eternity! Oh, that the rules of the House 
would allow me to tell the whole truth about this horrible thing 
that is not the truth! Anyway, Wayne Wheeler's picture will be 
framed in white in millions of happy homes and his name loved 
and shrined in millions of grateful human hearts when the name 
of the wet Senator who made this shameful charge is forever 
forgotten. 

The fact is that Wayne B. Wheeler's salary is just about the 
same as a Congressman’s, and nobody doubts that in the tre- 
mendous draft that is made upon his legal ability and dynamic 
energy he earns his salary as well as any Congressman on the 
floor of this House. And I happen to know that he was recently 
offered a partnership in a great law firm that would more than 
double his present income. But what if his income as an attor- 
ney were twice as large as it is? It is none of the “ blooming” 
business of the liquor crowd, who do not pay any of his salary. 
That salary is paid as a joyous contribution from the organized 
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forces of righteousness which came into militant being 30 vears 
ago for the sake of putting the leva nterests out of 
business and who propose .o keep up their organization for the 
express purpose of preventing these same defiant liquor interests 


from returning to constitutional power from now until 
Day. 


Judgement 


I shall not stain the pages of the Coneress! ‘1r, Recorp by 
reciting the names of the liquor lobbyists who are now declara 
tively engaged in raising money with which to influence legisla 
tion and who are indicting the leaders of the friends of 
prohibition for the legislative activities which thes Liquor 

| lobbyists claim for themselves. They buy full pages in metr 

politan dailies, charging that the eighteenth amendment was 
“put over by an unscrupulous minority.’ With money stained 
With human tears and human debauchery they lay th Ivir 

charge at the door of the noblest God-fearing men and women 
that America ever saw, and, as I showed Congress in a three 
minute speech a few days aco, they invade the precinets of the 
immortal dead like modern ghouls of darkness to besmirch the 
name of Abraham Lincoln and defend their campaign of an- 
archy and nullification by a forgery that smells to heaven 
declaring Lincoln to be against prohibition They have used 
the picture of the great Emancipator above their devilish for 





gery, hoping thus to deceive the multitudes who honor Lincoln’s 
hame. It was bad enough, God k1 ssination of 
Abraham Lineoln to be planned in a saloon just across the line 
in Prince Georges County, Md., but the limit of hu 
man indecency this 


lows, for the assa 


shoe king 


is reached by shameful 


eflort on ti part 
of the nullifiers of our Constitution to forge the words and 
prostitute the name of Lincoln to bolster their discredited 
cause—this, I remind you, in the face of the fact that Lineotn 
wrote and signed a pledge of total abstinence and declared that 
the liquor interests, with all their depraved and degrading 


methods, constituted the blackest cloud on the sky of American 


future And I remind you that these full-page ads of wet 
propaganda, prostituting the picture and name of Lincoln, 
carry the slogan “ See your Congressman to-day.” Thus liquor 
would lobby Congress, but the “drys” must “hands off.’ 
Nothing doing; we will fight as long as the “ wets” force us 
to fight. 
UNFORTUNATE BRAINSTORM OF NICHOLAS MURRAY BUTLER 
My colleagues and fellow citizens of America, I am moved 


with commendable compassion for the future of the Republican 


Party. It has all come about because of that unfortunate brain 
storm on the part of Nicholas Murray Butler, president of Co- 
lumbia University. We are told in the press that this other 
wise well-meaning educator and statesman is basking in the 


aftermath of his recent 
ciety in New York, and is receiving a daily shower bath of 
congratulations from a perverse-minded element in America, 
who, like the two frogs in the mill pond, made so much noise 
that the owner thereof sold 500 to a hotel keeper on the strength 
of the noise he had heard, but 
What if Columbia’s president has received several thousand 
letters and telegrams? What are they compared with the pa 
triotic, sober millions of America who have paid no attention 
to his tragic folly? Many of my congressional colleagues have 
seen from day to day a truck out near the Capitol loaded with 
petitions and bearing the placard in letters of appropriate red: 
* Seven million citizens call for beer and wine.” Nobody doubts 
it; but what about the 103,000,000 who do not put their appe 
tites above the Constitution of their country and who have 
made no noise at all? The congratulations that are coming to 
Doctor Butler because he has taken his place beside the out- 
lawed liquor interests of this country, who are practicing nulli- 
fication and demanding repeal, must be weighed in the same 
balance with these beer and wine petitions and that delectable 
bunch of “57 varieties” of modification bills which have been 
making so much noise in the papers through the medium of 
the hearings courteously granted by the Judiciary Committee, 
a eourtesy that will never be strained—mark my words—by 
reporting out one of these bills for congressional action. 

With pardonable pride the president of Columbia has allowed 
some excerpts from his congratulatory letters and telegrams 
to be published in the papers, and in one of these pieces of 
boozy exuberance we find the the compassion that 
moves our souls concerning the future of the Republican Party. 
Hear him: 


verformance before the Missouri So 
] 


alas, could deliver only two. 


basis for 


With such courageous leadership as yours the party can be 
to its former position of public respect and power. 


restored 


What a pathetic confession as to the present abject position 
and condition of the party whose nominee President Butler 
dreamed of being four years ago—the party which he declared in 
the papers will lose 11 wet Northern States unless the platform 
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carries an antiprohibition plank. Fellow Americans who honestly 
veur the Republican brand, in all good humor I commend to your 
platform committee this rare morsel of Nicholian wisdom and 
utlerian sagacity. If I might stoop so low and backslide so 
far in the realm of conselence as to think only of my own party 
s, I would adjure you by all the gods that be to hurry up 
our Cleveland convention and take President Butler’s advice. 
But hear again the words of this educator-statesman in a 
pitiful surrender to the forces of immorality: 


The reason why the prohibition law 1s not enforced 1s that ft can 
not be enforced. The reason why it can not be enforced is that it 
ought not to have been passed. In its attempted forcible interference 
with the food and drink and medicine of the people, it is a form of 
oppression to which a free people will never submit in silence. 


According to this untenable concept, my fellow citizens, every 
law of God and man that would restrain the hurtful habits of 
the individual is an unwarranted assumption of divine and 
human authority. Under the Butler ideal the narcotic law 
would fall, the pure food law would fall, the law against carry- 
ing concealed weapons would be wiped out, the man who spits 
on the sidewalk should not be restrained, while the woman 
who persists in wearing a big hat that obscures the vision of 
her neighbors in the theater should be crowned as a benefactress 
and canonized as an ange! of light, and the officer of the law- 
making entity seeking thus to abridge human freedom should 
be thrown out of the house. Doctor Butler plants his feet side 
by side with every reeking saloon that ever cursed America in 
declaring that this law should never have been passed. He 
forgets the praying wives and mothers of that first chapter of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union in that saloon-ridden 
Ohio town, who begged on their knees that the liquor sellers 
would stop ruining the men of their homes, and who were told 
‘to go back home and look after your business and we will look 
after our business that has been made legal by the State.” 
And these women—God bless their white-ribbon souls—fell on 
their knees afresh and declared that if the men who were their 
rightful protectors would not defend the children they had borne 
to them they would rear a generation of men and women who 
would. It is this generation who have led the principles of 
prohibition to victorious coronation who are outraged to-day 
by President Butler’s un-American travesty on educational 
leadership, 

FOR THE STUDENTS OF AMERICA 

In the name of nearly 4,000,000 students in America whom I 
have tried to inspire with lofty purpose, in the name of the 
muny millions more whom having not seen I love, I indict the 
president of Columbia University as an educational menace to 
the youth of America and the student life of the world. If 
Doctor Butler believes all he has said concerning the mistakes 
of prohibition and the necessity for wiping out the eighteenth 
amendment, which would bring back the old saloon régime, 
then I indict him for a glaring dereliction of duty toward the 
students of Columbia University. If our prohibition law pro- 
duces drunkards and causes widespread disrespect for all law, 
then why did he not move to have beer and liquor saloons on the 
campus of Columbia 20 years ago—the regulation saloon, mind 
you, with its twin companions of crime and shame? This con- 
clusion can not be tossed away with the self-satisfied laugh of 
the “scholar in politics.” It is an inescapable conclusion. If 
the eighteenth amendment is to be wiped out in five years, as he 
says, then he ought to start hundreds of students to studying 
in the university as to the best way of handling the new indus- 
try that was outlawed by the passage of the eighteenth amend- 
ment—a national remedy for a national evil. These campus 
saloons, according to his concept, would breed a general respect 
for constitutional law and would exert a great character-build- 
ing influence—the kind of influence that makes youth strong 
in the face of temptation. That is the incontestable logic of his 
position. 

WOMEN CITIZENS AND THE CONSTITUTION 

I reminded these women citizens of Brooklyn who are stu- 
dents of the Constitution that that once famous educator in 
their midst has picked a quarrel with the Constitution of your 
country and mine, and I further reminded them, if willing to 
take a brother citizen’s advice, that they have a wonderful 
opportunity at their door to make a fight, as gallant as it will 
be winsome, against the destructive methods of this Gotham 
intellectual. He must be reminded for the sake of “the good 
of the order” that the eighteenth amendment was put into the 
Constitution in no spasm of sentimental hysteria, as the liquor 
intellectuals claim. It fought its way into the Constitution by 
due governmental process. This victory was won by the ene- 
mies of the saloon and the friends of sobriety after actual gen- 
erations of education and agitation. It was passed by the 
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Sixty-first Congress, which was selected—the lower House at 
least—with that as the great, burning issue. With this man- 
date from the American people—a mandate given, I remind 
you, five months before a single soldier went to France, this 
amendment received a constitutional majority; and then, ac-, 
cording to constitutional process, it was referred in broad, open 
daylight to the legislatures of all the States, and fifteen-six- 
teenths of the Stafes of the Union overwhelmingly indorsed 
this prohibition amendment. And then, with the brightest 
brains that liquor money could employ fighting the constitu- 
tionality of this new law before the Supreme Court of the 
United States, that great tribunal handed down the high deci- 
sion that every step in the process had been according to the 
Constitution of our fathers. It is yours, I declared to the loyal 
members of the Woman's Constitutional League, to remind the 
president of Columbia University, who is supposed to be the con- 
veyer, the purveyor, and inoculator of intelligent patriotism, 
that this is the way we pass our laws in America, and that if 
he does not want to fall in and give a square deal to a new 
amendment to our Constitution, deliberately, fairly, and con- 
stitutionally enacted, then he 1 :ight set sail for some foreign land 
and make application for a professorship in something besides 
a strictly American institution. He might, for instance, fill 
the chair of “ presidential misfits and American travesties ” in 
‘the University of Moscow, or Irkutz, Mandalay, or Caleutta— 
just any old place, where he will not dazzle the eyes and dwarf 
the sober patriotism of the student life of America. Alas and 
alack, Germany went down under the ponderous weight of her 
self-centered intellectuals. May God save the schools and col- 
leges of our land from such a tragic fate. 
BUCKWHBEAT CAKES AND LIQUOR 

But if President Butler goes abroad or stays at home, the 
mothers and fathers and teachers and preachers of America de- 
voutly hope that he will reverse himself on the unspeakable 
position that “it is no more moral or immoral to drink or to 
refrain from drinking alcoholic liquor than it is to eat or re- 
frain from eating roast beef or buckwheat cakes.” 

We marvel that any teacher of youth could thus fly into the 
face of the wisdom of God and the experience of man. Won- 
der if Doctor Butler ever knew a breakfast of buckwheat cakes 
or a dinner of roast beef to make a man shoot up the town or 
go home and beat his wife and children? Wonder if he ever 
knew a food stall where roast beef and buckwheat cakes were 
sold to carry as their natural allies a house of shame above 
and a gambling den beneath? Wonder how long the people of 
America will tolerate in high educational positions men who 
do not know the difference between a shop where buckwheat 
eakes are made and eaten and a gilded saloon protected by 
law that is the trysting place of anarchy, the companion of the 
brothel, and the gateway to hell? Ah, voters of America, this 
new outbreak from a man in President Butler’s position consti- 
tutes a new challenge to the friends of constitutional righteous- 
ness and national sobriety, and makes us know more than ever 
that neither of the old parties will dare to nominate any man 
on either ticket who is not politically and personally “ dry.” 

Because you and I patriotically take such an uncringing, ag- 
gressive position the nullifiers of the Constitution brand us as 
radical and “extreme,” but we proudly answer that we are 
only as extreme as “that righteousness which exalteth a 
nation ” and as conservative as the Constitution of our country. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dyer}. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, the 
sole controversy as to this legislation and the sole controversy 
that has been in the committee has been with reference to the 
chemical and industrial alcohol questions. There has been no 
desire upon the part of any member of the committee to inter- 
fere with or to do anything except to increase the efficient en- 
forcement of the prohibition law, but the industrial alcohol and 
the chemical people all over this country appeared before the 
committee and for days gave testimony in opposition to this bill, 
and the hearings consist of a very large pamphlet. It is unfair 
to ask the House to pass such an important bill as this without 
the Members having an opportunity to even read the bill, much 
less know what is contained in the hearings, which covered a 
space of several days. The chemical people and the manufac- 
turers who use industrial alcohol in manufacture came from 
all over the United States. One manufacturer came from Vir- 
ginia, represented in part by the distinguished gentleman, Mr. 
Moorr, who just took his seat after speaking for this bill, and 
in whose business are invested millions of dollars. That con- 
cern uses millions of gallons each year. Others in all parts 
of the country are using untold amounts of industrial alcohol 
for manufacturing and business purposes. They are the ones 
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st against having their permits or interests aaa 


une the prohibition commissioner. They said that they de- 
sire to remain under the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, as 
ut the 4 ent time. We finally compromised and agreed to 


put a special bureau in the prohibition unit under a man 
! ced in this work, to be appointed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The gentleman from Michigan now 
offers a motion not to pass the bill as it was reported by the 
mittee, but he offers motion to pass the bill with an 


Iment striking out the Secretary of the Treasury as the 


who shall appoint this man in charge of the industrial 
alcohol and chemical department, and permitting him to be 
appointed by the prohibition commissioner, doing exactly what 
the ndustrial alechol and chemical people had protested against 

long, and which will injure their business and industries. 


fr. Speaker, as further evidence that we should not consider 


so important legislation under suspension of the rules and with- 
out opportunity for discussion of its provisions, I call attention 
to some of those who gave testimony in the Judiciary Com- 


mittee in opposition to the provisions of the bill that had to do 
with lawful uses of liquors, pure and denatured alcohol. Among 


Mr. W. L. Crounse, representing the National Wholesale Druggists 
Association and American Manufaeturers of Toilet Articles ; 

Mr. H. &. Chatfield, chairman industrial alcohol committee, National 
Paint, Oi], amd Varnish Association ; 

Dr. Charles I Reese, chemical director BE. I. du Pont de Nemovurs 
& Co 

Mr. John J. Tierney, secretary Manufacturing Chemists’ Association ; 

Mr. Martin H. lttner, chairman committee on industrial alcohol of 
the American Chemical Society, chief chemist Colgate & Co 

Dr. M. C. Whitaker, president United States Industrial Chemical Co. ; 


Mr. Eugene C. Brekmeyer, general counsel National Association of 
Retail Druggists ; 

Hor Mever Jacobstein, Member of Congress from the State ef New 
York ; 

Dr. W. J. Schiefselin, of the National Wholesale Druggists’ Asso 


ciation ; 


Mr. W. W. Gibson, president Gibson-Snow Co., 
ers; 


representing drug 


Mr. Samuel Rigney, representing Synthetic Organic Chemical Manu- 
facturers’ Association of the United States; } 

Mr. A. M. Spieler, representing Toilet Article Industry; 

Mr. C. M. Kline, of the Smith, Kline & French Co. ; 

Mr. John G. Paine, of the Victor Talking Machine Co. ; 

Mr. Roland L. Taylor, of the Tubize Artificial Silk Co.; 

Mr. Richard H. Bond, vice president MeCormick & Co., flavoring ex- 
tracts; vice president Flavoring Extract Manufacturers’ Asseciation of 
the United States; and 


Mr. Samuel F. Irving, of H. L. Parke & Co. 


All these gentlemen, representing large business interests, 
stated that to couple up the legitimate uses of alcohol with the 
illegitimate under the direct head of the Prohibition Commis- 
sioner would bring to them untold injury. Their statements are 
contained in the hearings had by the committee under dates of 
March 13, 21, 27, and April 2. Mr. James P. McGovern, at- 
torney for the chemical manufacturers, very clearly pointed out 
some of the evils that will come from the enactment of this | 
legislation into law. His statement is found in the hearings 
referred to on paces 123 to 127, inclusive. I include these in 
my remarks in order that the Members of the House may have | 
some information touching this question which affects millions 
of doflars of honest and legitimate business. 





ANALYSIS OF THR CRAMTON Bitt (H. R. 6645), Provipinc, AMONG 

OTHER THINGS, FOR THE TRANSFER FROM THE COMMISSIONDR OF 
INTERNAL REVENUE TO A COMMISSIONDR OF PROHIBITION OF CONTROL 
OveR THE SciumNTivic, MEDICINAL, AND INDUSTRIAL USES OF AL-| 
com PURE AND DENATURED 


[By James P. McGovern, of the District of Columbia bar] 


In its seope and sanbileties the Cramton bill (H. R. 6645) presents 
an even greater menace to American chemical industry than that 
contained in the Ernst-Woed bill (H. R. 12035 and S. 3718, 67th 
Cong., 24 sess.), which, as a result of the nation-wide opposition of 
scientifie societies and commercial organizations, failed of passage; 
in fact, its draftsman obviously followed closely the lines and, to 
some extent, the very language of the latter measure, but added pro- 
visions, couched in ingenious phraseology, tle practical effect of which 
are to enlarge the jurisdiction of the new Prohibition Commissioner 
by transferring to bim the time-honored powers exercised by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenne onder nearly 250 statutes. And to 
make certain that the new bureanerat would be clothed with authority | 
witheat limitation, the bill includes under his rule “any other’ 
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statutes, or parts of statutes, t 
prohibit, tax, control, or regula 
However repugnant to our sys ( 
contained in the Wood-Ernst bill fa 
ts only to the President of the | is i 
e preferable, from the standpoint of 4 
the « rabie ema ation of the Inter I t 
‘ imt i 
bureau { k s 
than the i s ‘ 
or ih rw I 
y ! x 
yed 
n bill t { . 
t ’ 
e ot . 
t 
nd a not rrying r with tl \ I 
Alf h the Cramt l l 
but u i tl l is I 
tl rrea i d of ‘ ' 
I 1 provided in t lef I W l 
ishe I ‘ . 4 t l 
] ld 1 ‘ li rs I ale hol r 
dustrial ivy a wil sualize nd ! : } 
point It is particularly w out ex lation t ‘ l 
in every ich of chemileal tl of d tured L w 
product, for 17 year een tal le thu h « nt ‘ 
of ternal 1 nue and their ined « t inde lation 
I d imisslo of internal 1 nue Untainted with | d 
sioners of internal rev have giv full f r eff 
to the ‘ and spi of the denati 1 al ts June 7 6 
March 2, 1907, and Oct 191 I in 7 III, of the 
national pr ibition act 
Ur the Cramton L tl } ration of all a la ol 
laws would be rem 1 from the Intert Revem Bu 1 cle 
t de nat n ol prohibi ym comn ‘ ind | f l 
tl pplies of all f la of that mical raw ma il would : 
to be procured from inexperienced prohibition directo and t 
who think in terms of “ booze” and hip-po t-size | cage and 
despite the provisions of section 4, Title II, of the natior 
tion act, that “ denatured alcohol or denatured rum | luced ] a 
is provided by laws and reculatior now or hereafter ree . . . 
ll not, after having been manufactured and prepared ! ‘ { 
be subjected te the provisions” of that act It has taken nearly a 
scere of years for the Bureau of Internal Revenne and its collect 
to systematize the work of ministering to the denatured aleohel r 
quirements of chemical industry and reach its present state of eff 
ciency All this effort will be lest if the Cramton Dill con iw 
How long will it take a prohibition commissioner, charged as well witl 
the duty of policing the law, to perfect a new organization for the pur 
pose? And In the interim what about the lawful rights of permittee 
who had been led to place faith in the congressional mandate t 


‘the nenbeverage alecol industry and other industries using swuel 


aleohe!l as a chemical raw material or for ether lawful purp 


- Si all 
be plac d 


“ wpem the highest possible plane of 
efficiency "1 


scientific and commercial 


In this connection sight should not be lest of the fact that 
universities, hiborateries ngaged in seientifie 


hospitals 
research, and govern 
peditiously obtained their 
lawful needs and requirements of pure aleohol throw 


mental agencies have from time immemorial « 





internal revenue. If the Cramtom bill becomes a law, prohibition 
untrained in those important fields, will eontrol the source 
for such uses, with what dire results to the public health and we 


of the Nation no one can possibly foretell. 


Hiowever well intentioned may be a Secretary of the Treasury, or 


any Assistant Secretary assigned to the work. he could not possibly wiv 
the necessary time, study, and attention imcidental to the supervision 
of lawful operations which are now devoted to them by the Bureau of 


Internal Revenue 

Generally speaking, the existing Probibition Unit of the Internal 
Revenue Bureau, the Coast Guard, and other agencies available for th 
more effective enforeement of the prehibition laws are already in the 
Treasury Department and the reason for the creation of a new bureau 
f . 


of government, under the Cramton bill, is wholly unexplainabl 
cept upon the theory that the present Commissioner of Internal Revert 


IR 
having dutifully exercised his statutory right in granting relief 
intolerable restrictions imposed by the Prohibition Commissioner m 
lawful industry, has incurred the displeasure of professional prohibl 


tion organizations, and is to be sacrificed upon the altar of political ex 
pediency by having taken from him powers exercised for ages by the 
Rureau of Internal Revenue in connection with the maznfacture, with 
drawal, sak, and wee of distilled spirits, ete, for lawful purposes. 
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the Cramton bill (communicated to the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the Uouse of Representatives in a letter which it is understood was 
prepared by counsel of the Prohibition Unit) can only be interpreted as 
the price of peace—the means of bringing to an end viclous, unwar- 


The approval, by the Secretary of the Treasury, of the substance ot| 


ranted, and long-sustained attacks upon the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue which have been inspired by frenzied “drys” with the object 
of fooling the publi into believing that what is required is more 


drastic law instead of such efficient enforcement of existing statutes | 


by the Prohibition Commissioner (now clothed with ample authority) 


as would eliminate criminal activitic and protect citizens in their 
lawful pursuit 


What a price to pay—the crippling of American chemical industry 
with resultant benefits to European competitors Strenuous efforts are 
now being made to set Europe, particularly Germany, on a sound busi- 
ne basis It must be conceded that the very foundation of past Ger- 
mav chemical supremacy has been industrial aleohol, and that it fur 
nished the backbone of its defense in the World War. In the forth- 
coming struggle for the world’s market, why should our own chemical 
industry be unnecessarily burdened with additional handicaps when 
everyone knows that Germany will follow the course which she has 
persistently pursued of encouraging, by every means in the power of 
jis Government, the production and use of industrial alcohol? 

In its social experiments surely our Government has not become 
totally indifferent to ligitimate trade development, which makes for the 
prosperity and happiness of a nation, In a most comprehensive article, 
entitled “ Republic or bureaucracy,’ published in the Saturday Evening 
Post March 15, 1924, ex-United States Senator Albert J. Beveridge 
quotes Prof. Roscoe Pound, dean of the Harvard Law School, as follows : 

To-day in the wake of ambitious social programs calling for more 
and more interference with every relation of life dissatisfaction with 
law becomes universal * * * The causes of nonenforcement of 
law * * * for the most part grow out of overambitious plans to 
regulate every phase of human action by law; they are involved in 
continual resort to law to supply deficiencies of other agencies of social 
control; they spring from attempts to govern by means of law things 
which in their nature do not admit of objective treatment and external 
coercion.’ 

The former Senator then adds: 

“There is the root of the evil, is it not, the attempt to put all human 
activities into statutory strait-jackets, and these strait-jJackets con- 
structed, too, by those who know little or nothing of the industry or 
business they would thus incase?” 


ANALYSIS BY SECTION 





| 


Digesting the Cramton bill, section by section, we find the following: 

Section 1: This section amends the national prohibition act by sub- 
stituting for the Commissioner of Internal Revenue a “ Commissioner of 
Prohibition.” It also provides for the office of “ solicitor of prohibi- 
tion. Such officers ave to be appointed by the President and are to 
receive salaries of $10,000 and $7,500, respectively. It furthermore | 


creates a new division in the Treasury Department, to be known as the 
bureau of prohibition. 

Iiverything that is contemplated by this section is now an accom- 
plished fact, except the tnerease in salaries. There is at present, and 
has been since the enactment of the national prohibition act, a unit in 
the Treasury Department, designated as the Prohibition Unit, with an 
officer in charge called the Prohibition Commissioner. That unit was 
created by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and the Prohibition 
Commissioner was appointed by him under authority of section 38 of 


the national probibition act. Under his appointive power, the Com- | 


missioner of Internal Revenue also employed a solicitor of prohibition, 
known as counsel of the Prohibition Unit. The Cmmissioner of Internal 
Revenue delegated to his Prohibition Commissioner the actual enforce- 
ment of the national prohibition act and other liquor and narcotic 
laws, vesting in him adequate authority for the purpose, and reserved to 
himself only the statutory right of supervision and control. The Pro- 
hibition Unit now functions as an integral part of the Bureau of In- 


ternal Revenue and is within the Treasury Department. In truth and | 
in fact there is no necessity whatsoever, nor advantage to the public | 
service, In the elevation of the present Prohibition Unit to the status of | 


a bureau of prohibition. Surely one title sounds as pretty as the other. 
The Commisstoner of Internal Revenue needed no legislative sanction 


te call the prohibition enforcement officer a Prohibition Commissioner | 


or to otherwise appropriately classify him. 


“What's ina name? That which we call a rose 
By any other name would smell as sweet.” 


Expressed differently, there is sufficient law on the statute books 
relative to the subject matter, and the only effect of enactment of the 
Cramton bill would be to cut off absolutely and forever the guiding 
hands of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and his trained depu- 
ties, collectors, etc. Under existing law (sec. 3248, R. 8.) the lien of 
the Government for internal-revenue taxes attaches to alcohol and 
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———— 
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every other type of alcoholic liquors “as soon as it is in existence as 
such,’ and continnes until the spirits are either tax paid or withdrawn 
tax free for governmental use, hospitals, denaturation, export, et 
Therefore, until the Government abandons its tax interest in such 
liquors for nonbeverage purposes, the logical place for the enforcement 
of all laws having to do with those products is the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue. 

Section 2: This section is identical with the similarly numbered se 
tion of the national prohibition act, except that the Commissioner of 
Prohibition is substituted for the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
Obviously the only reason it was spelled out in the Cramton bill was 
to “sweeten” the measure by appealing to advoeates of true law en 
forcement and to convey the impression that such powers are not in the 


| existing law 


Section 3: This section specifically empowers the newly created 
Commissioner of Prohibition to appoint assistants, experts, and em 
ployees necessary for the enforcement of the act, all of whom, with 
the exception of a favored group, are to be appointed under the rules 
and regulations of the civil service act. Practically speaking, the 
civil-service feature of the Cramton bill suggests the only reason for 
possible new legislation and, of course, that could be accomplished by a 
separate bill for the purpose without disrupting the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue and hog tleing legitimate chemical industry 

Section 4: This section adds three new sections to the national pro 
hibition act—40, 41, and 42 rhe new section 40 would vest in the 
Commissioner of Prohibition all of the duties and powers heretofore 
exercised by the Comuinissioner of Internal Revenue under the entire 
group of laws—punitive and taxing—relative to narcotic drugs, liquors, 
and aleohol (pure and denatured)—scientific, medicinal, and indus 
trial—and cereal beverages——without let or hindrance, save as he may 
be under the supervision of the Secretary of the Treasury—the busiest 
man in the Cabinet. These laws may be summarized as follows: 

National prohibition act, approved October 28, 1919, 

Act supplemental to the national prohibition act, approved November 
23, 1921. 

Sections 258, 239, and 240, Criminal Code, covering interstate ship 
ments of intoxicating liquors 

The Reed amendment of March 3, 1917, prohibiting shipments of 
intoxicating liquors into “dry” territory 

Act of January 17, 1914, regulating manufacture of opium 

Act of December 17, 1914 (the Harrison narcotic law) 

Sections 1006, 1007, and 1008 of the act of February 24, 1919, 
amending the Uarrison Narcotie Act. 

All other statutes of the United States relating to traffic in mar 
cotics 

Chapters 2, 3, 4, 5, and 11, of Tithe XXXV, Revised Statntes, and 
amendments thereto, comprising over 240 sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes dealing with multifarious subjects, the handling of which between 
the new Prohibition Bureau ond the Internal Revenue Bureau contd 
not but fail to produce chaotic conditions in the pnblic service 

Then follows omnibus provisions whereby the Commissioner of Pro 
hibition is given all the powers now conferred upon the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue under “ any other statutes or parts of statutes " 
dealing with the subject’ matter, including, of course, the denatured 
alcohol laws above referred to 

The proposed additional section 4! to the national prohibition act 
gives to the Commissioner of Prohibition the broadest possible powers 
in connection with assessments, abatements, refunds, and compromises, 
and the right to sue for penalties. It also gives the Commissioner of 
Prohibition authority to issue “such regulations as may be deemed 
necessary for the enforcement of laws relating to intoxicating liquor, 
narcotics, and cereal beverages,” subject only to the vague approval of 
the Seeretary of the Treasury. It also specifically states that the offi- 
cers appointed by the Commissioner of Prohibition “ shall exercise such 
functions as may now be exercised by collectors of internal revenue, 
internal-revenue agents, or field officers acting under the direction of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for the administration of the 
statutes relating to the enforcement of the national prohibition act 
and all legislation passed for that purpose.” 

Yo any lawyer or business agent who has practiced before the Bureau 
of Internal Revenue in connection with the lawful manufacture, tax 
payment, withdrawal, transportation, sale, exportation, or use of in 
dustrial alcohol, the very contemplation of the confusion which would 
follow enactment into law of the Cramton bill is terrifying. The last 
paragraph of said section provides that all moneys collected by the 
Commissioner of Prohibition shall be deposited to the credit of the 
Treasurer of the United States, Are such funds not now so credited? 

The remaining section (42) sought by the Cramton bill to be added 
to the national prohibition act provides for the transfer to the Com- 
missioner of Prohibition of certain employees, equipment, and quarters, 
and, of course, gives to the Commissioner of Prohibition all appro- 
priattions made for prohibition enforcement, and in addition takes 
from the Treasury Department an amount “ deemed necessary for the 
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payment of salaries and traveling expenses of storekeeper-caugers and Mr. CRAMTON. I will not say that 


mt all wets are against this 
rt s and for the employment of clerks to fill positions similar to | I will say we had good consideration by the Committee on the 
the places now held by employees in collectors’ offices w! 


» are engaged | Judiciary. There is a chance for argument about this industrial 


distilled spirits and narcotic work It finally gives to the Com alcohol feature, because lawful industry has been alarmed. but 
missioner of Prohibition such part of the appropriation for salaries of | unnecessarily alarmed, I am sure r! only argument the 
the office of Commissioner of Internal Revenue as are ‘“‘ deemed neces make is that the commissioner of prohibition is pledged to en 
s for the employment of clerks paid from that appropriation who | forcement: he is interested in enforcement and may not have 
are now assigned to duties relating to the enforcement of laws with | enough sympathy with legitimate industry Phe converse would 
reference to intoxicating liquors, narcotics, and cereal beverages.” In| be that one who had sympatl y with lawful industry would not 
other words, the Prohibition Commissioner is given all the power and | have sympathy for enforcement. fhe problem is big enou to 
money which the taxpayers have bestowed upon the Secretary of the | deserve and demand a bureau to handle it all it e are to 
‘Yreasury and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for the enforce- | succeed in enforcing national prohibition, we must have effe 
ment of both the prohibitory and permissive features of the liquor, | tive organization. The Nation wants better enforcement. but 
narcotic, and industrial alcohol laws, and he is to attempt to replace— does not wunt to interfere with legitimate industry and will 


overnight—smooth-running machinery of Government with new facili not permit legitimate industry to suffer 





tic nd personnel without interfering with lawful activities of citizens. The SPEAKDR pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
May God pity those who will have to do business with the Prohibition expired. 
Hureau should the Cramton bill in its present form become law Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous ent 
Unless so amended as to leave the administration of the lawful uses | to proceed for two minutes, to make a statement 
ill liquors and aleohol—pure and denatured—in the hands of the The SPEAKER pro tempore rhe gentleman from Mi n 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, the Cramton bill should be defeated | gcks ynanimous consent to proceed for two minutes I< there 
the interests of nationally important chemical industries and | objection ? 
rderl , a » of governme , r ‘ } iy 
( _ \ ee ae . aaa | Mr. CRAMTON. I would like one minute to answer 
ASHINGTON fare 20 o 5. rt ‘TD <> 
; ee - The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection? Aft 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri | Pause.| The Chair hears none. 
has expired Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I am a member of the n 
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I said before the Committee | mittee reporting this bill and I am just as dry a my friend 
on the Judiciary that the prohibition act could never have been | from Michigan, and without taking any parth credit) for 


put over in this country except that it was deemed to be in the | getting this bill out of committee, 1 am here t ‘ 
interest of legitimate industry. Nobody wants to hurt legiti- | would not have come out of the committee had it nm heen 


mate industry. It will be protected. Gentlemen here have | for my efforts and the efforts of other dry Members, unless 
challenged my statement that the committee unanimously re- | brought out by petition. But we tried, as has beet ated 
ported the bill. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Gra- | here, to agree upon a bill. We did agree in the committee upon 
HAM], the chairman of the committee, repeated the statement | this bill. We got a unanimous report from all those pre . 
that the bill was unanimously reported. 11 did not know whether our friend from Connecticet Mi 
At any rate, there was no minority report. The gentleman O'SULLIVAN] voted or not, but I am in a position where T 4d 
says, and I agree with him, it is my understanding it is a | not want to vote against this bill, because I believe the 1 is 
unanimous report. But I have availed myself of my right | fundamentally right. I do not believe that tl partioul: 
under the rules of the House to move to suspend the rules | amendment makes any material change in the operation o e 
and pass the bill with a slight amendment to the committee | law, but I am placed in a position here brought about | 
amendment in reference to this subject. I accept nearly all | parliamentary situation where I must either vote against the 
of the committee amendments. I accept the provision for the | bill—vote against the thing I believe in—or I n ote 
creation of this division, the qualifications of its chief, and the | an agreement which I made in committee, g¢ in l 
directions as to what they shall do to encourage the develop faith and after [I had consulted th my frien ‘ir. CRAM TON, 
ment of lawful industry But they said the chief should be | and so to-day I do not want to betray any fait l want to 
appointed by the Secretary. I ask that he be appointed by | vote for the bill, and | asked the gentleman from Michivan 
the commissioner with the approval of the Seeretary. [Ap [Mr. Cramton] a few minutes ago to give me ree minutes 
plause.] Nobody can be named whom the Secretary does not | to explain my position, and I was unable to get it J st 
want. I do not want my bill destroyed by taking the super- | as much interested in the enforcement of the as is my 
vision over the lawful use of alcohol out from this bill. Here | friend from Michigan [Mr. Cramron ] I say. ‘ sis 
is what they think they get. Here is the N. A. R. D. Journal, | matter in a reasonable, in a practical, and tn a common se 
which says the provision I am objecting to “deprives the na- | way, it is my judgment and it was the judgm« of the dry 
tional prohibition commissioner of unlimited or absolute au- | members of that committee, that this amendment will not 
thority over industrial alcohol. The amendment places this | change in the least the force or the effect, if you please, of 
authority in the hands of the chief of a division of chemical | this bill, but we should have an opportunity to te separ: , 
and industrial alcohol, subject to the Secretary of the Treas- on this amendment; but as a matter of procedure we must 
ury only.” I want to keep together in the bill in this bureau the either vote the bill down or we must accept the amendment, 
complete administration of the law as to both prohibited and | which the committee agreed not to accept. Arn thers t 
permitted liquors, and hence want this chief under the com- | some parliamentary situation, Mr. Speaker, whereby we ean 
missioner, but his appointment is subject to the approval of | have an opportunity to vote for the bill as agreed and also 
the Secretary. vote against the amendment? The vote of the House gs] id 
I never agreed to the committee amendment; I was never | control, but we should not be put in this position 
asked to: but I tried hard to come as close as I could to it, | Mr. STEVENSON Vill the gentleman yield? 
because I want legitimate industry to be reassured. The Ameri- | Mr. MICHENER. I will 


Ts aa a 
in tam as ¢ y 
there is nothing to be alarmed about and says the bill should | as he is and I agree with him entirely, and th: ay to de is 


not be opposed. Here is the thing we want to reach. Sixty | to vote down this motion and bring the bill up for « 


can Drug Manufacturers’ Association indorses this bill and says Mr. STEVENSON I suggest to the gentlem 


onsideration 
million gallons of alcohol were permitted in legitimate industry | under the regular rules of the House I have voted for al 
last year, of which at least 6,000,000 gallons went into unlawful | prohibition legislation proposed here in seven years, but il] 


uses, were diverted. There are only two big sources of viola- | not vote to pass this bill in this shape, unless 

tion. One is smuggling from abroad, and the other is the diver- | tunity to amend it. 

sion from the lawful use to unlawful purposes. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
I want the commissioner who issues the permit to have the | has expired, 

authority and the responsibility to see that the permit is not Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


ven an oppor- 


| 
or for unlawful purposes. By a closer organization and wip- | one-half a minute. 
ihg out of red tape and delays and buck passing lawful industry Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, I object 
will get a better administration, and the fellow who is using the Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
permit for unlawful purposes is going to find the proposition | sonal! privilege. 
more dangerous. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pemiisyl- 
Mr. WATKINS. Will the gentleman yield? vania objects. The gentleman from Michigan w tate his 
Mr. CRAMTON., I will. question of personal privilege. 
Mr. WATKINS. The virtue of this legislation lies in the fact Mr. CRAMTON. I fear that the statement of olleague 


that the wets admit that it means better enforcement? [Mr. MicHENER] may impute bad faith to me, and if there is 
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anything in it to 
gentleman from 
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The question is on the motion 


bill out, yet L never agreed accept this 
rm |('ries ‘Vote! "| 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. 
0 e gentleman from Michigan {Mi 


rules and pass the bill as amended 


vote by yeas and nays will rise and stand until they are 
counted, {After counting. | Not a sufficient number 
arisen. The yeas and nays are refused, 

Vir. CRAMTON I ask that the Speaker count the other side. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore 
demands a count of the other 


hunared and twenty-seven gentlemen 


if “eli, 


Phe question 


net voting 73 
Acke in 
Alien 
Allgood 
Almon 
Anthony 
Arnold 
Aswel 
Avres 
Bacon 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Barkley 





rand, Ohlo 


iges 
rowne, Wis 
srowning 
Buchanan 
Bullwinkle 
Burtness 
Rhushby 
Butler 

Byri Tenn 
Cable 
Cantield 
Cannon 
‘ 
{ 
‘ 
‘ 


: 
8 
, 
brand, Ga 
. 
: 


inter 

hindblom 

logue 

ole, lowa 
Collier 
Colton 
onnally, Tex. 
Cook 

ooper, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis 
(ramton 
(risp 
Dallinger 
Dave) 
Davis, Tenn. 
Dempsey 
Denison 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Deoughton 
Towell 
Driver 
Evans, lowa 
Evans, Mont. 
Fairchild 
Pairtield 
Faust 
Favrot 
Fish 
Visher 
Vitzgerald 
Fleetwood 
Foster 


Bacharach 
Serger 
Black, N. ¥. 
Bloom 
Boylan 
Browne, N, b A 
Brumm 
Buckley 


lle question 
pressed himself 
Mr, CRAMTON, Mi 
Phe SPEAKER pro tempore 


was tuken, and the 


as in doubt 


Speaker, 


As muny 


The gentleman from Michigan 
{After counting. ] 
a sufficient number, have 
As many as favor 
the suspension of the rules will, when their names are calied, 


wuswer “ vea 


Sidie, 


and the yeas and huys are ordered, 


Speaker 


do that, I simply want to say that, while the 


Michigan rendered great service in getting the 


committee amend- 
(KAMYTON]| to suspend the 
pro tempore ex- 


[ demand the yeas and nays, 
as favor taking this 


those opposed will answer “ nay.” 


was tuken: and 


aus follows: 


YEAS 


Frear 
Fredericks 
French 


Frothingham 
Fulbright 
Fuller 
Fulmer 
Garber 
Gardner, Tad, 
Garner, Tex. 


Garrett, Tenn, 
Garrett, Tex 
Gasque 
Gibson 


Gifford 
Gilbert 
Goldisborough 
Graham, Il, 
Green, lowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Greenwood 
Giriest 
Hadley 
Hardy 
Hlarrison 
Hastings 
Hawley 
Itayden 
Hersey 
Hickey 

Hill, Ala 
Hill, Wash. 
Hoch 
Holaday 
llooker 
Hloward, Nebr. 
Huddleston 
Hudson 

Llull, Tenn 
James 
Jeffers 
Johnson, Ky. 


Johnson, S. Dak, 


Johnson, Tex. 
Johnson, Wash, 


Johnson, W. Va. 


Jones 
Kearus 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kendall 
Kerr 
Ketcham 
Kiess 
Kincheloe 
King 

Kopp 
Kurtz 
Kyale 
Lanham 
Lankford 
Larsen, Ga. 
Larson, Minn, 
Lazaro 
Lea, Calif. 
Leatherwood 
Leavitt 
Lee, Ga. 
Lineberget 


the! a 


were 


274 


Lowrey 
Lozier 
Luce 
MeClinti 
McDuffie 
MeFaddean 
McKeown 


McLaughlin, Mich 
McLaughlin, Nebr. 


McReynokis 
MeSwain 
MeSweeney 
MacLafferty 
Madden 
Major, Il 
Major, Mo 
Manlove 
Mansfield 
Mupes 
Michener 
Miller, Wash. 
Milligan 
Montague 
Moor e, a 
Moore, Ohio 
Moore, Va 
Moores, Ind. 
Morehead 
Morgan 
Morris 
Morrow 
Murphy 
Nelson, Me 
Newton, Minn. 
Oldfield 
Oliver, Ala, 
Paige 
Park, tra. 
Parker 
Parks, Ark. 
Peery 
lerkins 
Vhillips 
Pou . 
Purnell 

uin 
Ragon 
Rainey 
Raker 
Ramseyer 
Rankin 
Rathbone 
Rayburn 
Reece 
Reed, Ark 
Reed, N.Y. 
teid, Ill 
Richards 
Roach 
Robinson, lowa 
Robsion, Ky. 
Rogers, Mass, 
Romjue 
Rubey 
Sanders, Ind, 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Sanders, Tex. 
Sandlin 
Sehall 


NAYS— 86 


Burdick 
Campbell 
Carew 
Casey 
Clancy 
Clarke, N. Y. 
Cleary 
Connery 


Connolly, Pa. 
Corning 
Croll 
(Crosser 
Cullen 
Cummings 
Davis, Minn, 
Deal 


yeas OT 4. LaVs SG, 


Ncott 

Seger 
Shallenberger 
Shreve 
Simmons 
Sinclair 
Sinnott 

Sites 

Smith 
Snrithwick 
Speaks 
Sproul, Til. 
Sproul, Kans. 
Stalkei 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Stengle 
Strong, Kans. 
Strong, Pa. 


Summers, Wash. 


Suniners, Tex. 
Swank 

Swing 
Swoope 

Taber 

Taylor, Colo, 
Taylor, W. Va. 
Temple 
Thomas, Ky 
Thomas, Okla, 
Thompson 
Tillman 
Timberlake 
Tincher 
Tinkham 
Treadway 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Upshaw 

Vaile 

Vestal 
Vincent, Mich, 
Vinson, Ga. 
Vinson, Ky. 
Wainwright 
Wason 
Watkins 
Watres 
Weaver 
Wefald 

Welsh 

Wertz 

White, Kana. 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Mich, 
Williamson 
Wilson, Ind. 
Wingo 
Winslow 
Winter 

Wolf 

Wood 
Woodrum 
Wright 

Wyant 

Yates 

Young 


Dickstein 
Doyle 
Drewry 
Dyer 
Kagan 
FAmonds 
Fenn 
Freeman 


have 
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Gallivan 
Glatfelter 
Graham, Pa, 


Linthicum 
Longworth 
McLeod 


O'Connell, R. I, 
O'Connor, La. 
O'Connor, N. Y, 


Spearing 
Stephens 
Stevenson 


Griffin McNulty O'Sullivan Tague 
llawes Mactiregor Oliver, N. ¥. Thatcher 
Hill, Md. Magee, N. Y. Perlman Tilson 
Hfull. lowa Mead Prall Tucker 
Jacobstein Merritt Ransley Vare 
Kent Michaelson Rouse Voigt 
Kindred Minahban Sabath Weller 


LaGuardia 
Lampert 
Lehibach 
Lindsay 


Mooney 
Newton, Mo. 
Nolan Sears, Nebr. 
O'Connell, N.Y. Snyder 


NOT VOTING—73 


Schafer 
Schneider 


Williams, Tex, 
Wurzbach 


Abernethy Drane Logan Salmon 
Aldrich Elliott Lyon Sears, Pla. 
Anderson Free McKenzie Sherwood 
Andrew Funk Magee, Pa. Snell 

Beck Geran Martin Sullivan 
Boies Hammer Miller, Ill, Sweet 
Britten Haugen Mills Taylor, Tenn. 
Burton Howard, Okla. Moore, Ill. Tydings 
Byrnes, 8. C, Hudspeth Morin Ward, N. Y. 
Celler Hull, Morton D. Mudd Ward, N.C. 
Christopherson Hull, William E. Nelson, Wis. Watson 
Clark, Fla. Humphreys O'Brien White, Me. 


Cole, Ohio Jost Patterson Wilson, La 


Collins Kahn Peavey Wilson, Miss. 
Crowther Knutson Porter Woodruff 
Curry Kunz Quayle Zihiman 

|} Darrow Langley Reed. W. Va. 

| Dickinson, Mo. Lilly Rogers, N. HH. 


Dominick Little Rosenbloom 


So, two-thirds having voted in the affirmative, the rules were 
suspended and the bill was passed. 

The Clerk announced the following 

On this vote: 

Mr. Drane and Mr. 
(agaist). J 

Mr. Little and Mr. White of Maine (for) with Mr. Curry (against). 

Mr. Darrow and Mr. Dominick (for) with Mr. Celler (against) 

Mr. Jludspeth and Mr. Elliott (for) with Mr. Sullivan (against). 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Cole of Ohio with Mr. Howard of Oklahoma. 

Mr. Free with Mr. Lilly. 

Mr. Zihiman with Mr. Lyon. 

Mr. Britten with Mr. Hammer. 

Mr. William FE. Hull with Mr. Geran. 

Mr. Taylor of Tennessee with Mr. Wilson of Louisiana. 

Mr. Aldrich with Mr. Dickinson of Missouri. 

Mr. Burton with Mr. Humphreys. 

Mr. Patterson with Mr. Martin. 

Mr. Mills with Mr. Salmon. 

Mr. Sweet with Mr. Tydings, 

Mr. Snell with Mr. Sherwood, 


Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name was called? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS. No. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Then the gentleman does not bring himself 
within the rule. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


pairs: 


tyrnes of South Carolina (for) with Mr. Quayle 


COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE NORTHERN PACIFIC LAND GRANTS 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as the committee au- 
thorized by the bill passed to investigate the Northern Pacific 
land grants Mr. Sinnort, Mr. VAIL‘, Mr. Wu.tiams of Michigan, 
Mr. Raker, and Mr. Driver. 


KURAL POST ROADS 


Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass H. R. 4971 as amended by the Committee on Roads. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass a bill as amended by the Committee 
on Roads, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


A bill to amend the act entitled “An act to provide that the United 
States shall aid the States in the construction of rural post roads, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended and 
supplemented, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted, etc., That for the purposes of carrying out the pro 
visions of the act entitled “An act to provide that the United States 
shall aid the States in the construction of rural post roads, and for 
other purposes,” approved July 11, 1916, and all acts amendatory 
thereof and supplementary thereto, there is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the following additional sums, to be expended according to the 
provisions of such act as amended: 

The sum of $75,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1926. 

The sum of $75,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927. 

Not later than January 1, 1925, the Secretary of Agriculture is au- 
thorized to apportion among the several States, as provided in section 
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. , ee I th me Shut I s ' 1 > ’ I 1 
er ighway t p 1 No » Lest i 5 rebvy or 
ized » be ap priated for forest roads and trail ) of ANY money 
in rreasury not otherwis ippropriated, th ollowing additional 
ato to bea labl 0 xp led 1 accordan " i iroevisions 
‘ | tion , 
um 47 ; ” ’ seal t viding Ju » Loe 
I t £7 FeO Fer ! i il ul lin Ter » 1927 
S >» That the Secretary of Agriculture may exchange d riorated 
gplosives or explosiy omponents, obtained by transfer from the Se 
ret vy of War for distribution amoug the States and ve 4° im the 
improvement of roads uader his direct supervision, for explosives or 
explosive products in midition tor immediat ise th s ‘ta 1 
Ag ture is further authorized, by contract or otherwise, to reelaim 
xy reworking, suditioning, cartridging, or otherwise couverting into 
sable form such deteriorated explosives or explosive mmponents as 
in not be so exchanged, and to vay the cost thereof out of available 
administrative funds authorized by the Federal highway act, approved 


November 9, 1921 ind acts 


thereto, The Secretary of 


imendatory thereof or supplementary 


Agriculture, in bis diseretion, may transfer 
to any department or agency of the Federal Government such of the 


materials acquired from such hanges, and also such of the ex 


plosives or explosive components as may be reworked 


mMditioned 


eartridged, or otherwise converted hereunder, as may be “quired by 


any such department or agency for use in its authorized activities 


Provided, That the charges incident to the storage, handling, protee- 
tion, exchange, reworking, reconditioning artridging, or onversion 
of such explesives or explosive components os may be certified by the 


Secretary of Agriculture to have been Incurred against tid adminis- 
trative funds shall be reimbursed said funds pro rata by the depart 
ment or agency of the Federal Government, the State ro other agen 
receiving such explosives or explosive products 

SK 4. That section 11 of the Federal highway a roproved No 
vember 9, 1921, as amended and approved by the acts of June 19 
1922, and June 30, 1923, is further amended by luserting after each 
place where the words inappropriated public lands” vecur the words 


mmd nontaxable Indian 
Sec. 5. All acts or 


lands, individual and tribal. 
parts of acts in any way inconsistent with the 
provisions of this act are hereby repealed and this act shall take elect 


on its passage. 


Mr. DOUGHTON,. Mr. Speaker, [ demand a second 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, Ll ask unanimous consent that a 
second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
consent that a second may be 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair heurs none. 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimets 
ull Members may have three legislative days in 
tend their remarks on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that all Members may have three legislative days in 
which to extend their remarks on this bill. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself five minutes 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from lowa is recognized for 
five minutes. 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
the bill under consideration is the general authorization for 
appropriations under the general legislation of 
acted on the 9th of September, 1921. 

First, I want to briefly call the attention of the House to the 
history of this legislation. The first legislation enacted which 
had for its purpose Federal aid for good roads was enacted in 
1916, and an appropriation of $75,000,000 was made at that 
time to cover a period of five years. Five million dollars was 
appropriated for the first year, $10,000,000 for the second year, 
$15,000,000 for the third year, $20,000,000 for the fourth year, 
and $25,000,000 for the fifth year. This was the initiation of 
Federal aid for the construction of roads in the United States. 
After this had been utilized, in February of 1919, in an appro- 
priation bill $200,000,000 was appropriated to cover a period 
of three years, after which it was determined by Congress 
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The third seetion of the bill) provide for ft treat 1 
the Agricultural Department of lo es wh © 
turned over » the Agricultura Departmen vy Congress a 
ew eu! ino trom e Wa Departmen I surplus 
ifter the wut The Agricultural Departm vy finds itself 
with tl dure surpit ) ind i) ley i ts of the 
Government desire is surplu and the department s 
isked tu if > been granted in s bill uthority to 
Trausiet ! ‘se ‘xplosives ) rhe lepartments f he lo 
rnoment that may need them 

The SPEAKER the time of the gentleman has expired 


Mr. DOWEL! I 
Mr. SHERWooD 


vield myself three more minutes 


Will the gentleman state when this au 


thorization hevins? 
Mr. DOWELI In answer fo the gentleman from Ohlo I 
will state that this authorization begins with the fiscal veat 


inthorization for 


Will the 


126 and makes an 
Mr. SCHNEIDER 
Mr. DOWELLE, Yes 
Mr. SCHNEIDER 

mentioned in the bill, is it aot possible for the farmers whe 

are in explosives to get them from = the 

Department under this 
Mr. DOWELI his provision merely authorizes the trans 

fer of surplus exp! mives to departments at 

Mr. SCHNEIDER bor 

Mr. DOWELI, For any 
need ot 

Mr. SCHNEIDER but farmers could not get 

Mr. DOWELL Not direetly, under this 

Mr. LARSEN of Ceorgia Will the 
question at this point 

Mr. DOWELI Yes 

Mr. LARSEN owt 
Department of 
farmers? 

Mr. DOWELL No: this 
with the «question 
theorizes the 
to other 


1926 


rentleman 


mad W227 
vield? 


With reference to the surplus explosives 


need of Agricultural 


provision 


the Government 
what? 

purpose for whic they may have 
explosives 

them? 
tutherization 


gentleman vield for a 


Phis bill 


trom 


freoreia 


Agriculture 


does not prohibit thy 


turning them over to the 


‘ 


' 
does te nave 


anything to do 
gentleman, but 
Agriculture to transfer 


of the Government 


isked by the 
Department ot 
departments 


merely au 
explosi is 
which may have 


use for such explosives 

Mr. SCHNEIDER Has the Department of Agriculture no 
use for them? 

Mr. DOWELL. It has no use for the surplus. They are 
using u great amount of explosives in the construction of rouds, 


but there is a large ameunt that bas been transferred to the 
department that is not needed by the department 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Woes the chairman of the 
know that the Department of Agriculture has been giving to 
the farm people in new farming countries these explosives? 

Mr. DOWELL. I assume that is true 

Mr. SCHNEIDER And that has been 

Mr. DOWELL. I know nothing of that 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. The information I get is that the sur- 
plus of explosives that had been given to the farmers is not 
now being given because of the surplus ha 

Mr. DOWELL. The information before the committee is that 
the Department of Agriculture has a surplus and that othe: 
departments are asking for a part of this surplus and theretore 
this authority is granted under the bill, 

Mr. MORTON I). HULL, Will the gentleman vield? 

Mr. DOWELL. Yes 

Mr. MORTON TD. HULL. Presumably, the committee has 
given a study to the whole problem of Federal aid for roads 
How long does the committee anticipate this policy of Federal 
appropriations for roads will be coutinued? 

Mr. DOWELL. I am unable to answer the question further 
than to say to the gentleman it has been establisiied as the 


committee 


discontinued ? 


ing been exhausted 
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poliey, and until the poliey is changed, I assume the Govern- H.R. 8143. An act for the protection of the fisheries of 
ment will continue in this work. Alaska, and for other purposes; 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Was not the policy originally a H. J. Res. 194. A joint resolution to print as a House docu- 
policy to stimulate the building of roads rather than to con- | ment the proceedings of the national encampments of the Grand 
tinue the subsidizing of the building of reads? Army of the Republic, the United Spanish War Veterans, and 


Mr. DOWELL. I am unable to answer that further than | the American Legion, for the use of the House and Senate: and 
to say the first proposition is correct. I do not know what S. 3181. An act to authorize an appropriation to enable the 
may be the policy of the Congr after it has been in opera Director of the United States Veterans’ Bureau to provide ad- 
tion for some time ditional hospital facilities. 

fhe SPEAKER. Jhe time of the gentleman has again ex- 


shied SENATE BILL REFERRED 


Mr. DOWELL. I yield myself two minutes more, Mr. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
Spenker title was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its 

Mr. PRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield? appropriate committee, as indicated below: 

Mr. DOWELL. In just a moment when I get through with S. 2694. An act to enable the trustees of Howard University 
this statement. TL will then be glad to yield to the gentleman, | to develop on athletic field and gymnasium project, and for 


The third section of the bill provides for the placing of un- 
taxuble Indian lands in the United States the same as unappro- 
priated public lands. In other words, in the States where there 
are Indian lands untaxable under the law they are given ‘the 
sume status with reference to the roads as unappropriated 
public lands 

I yield now to the gentleman from Texas. 


other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
RURAL POST ROADS 


Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Prery]. 

Mr. PEERY. Mr. Speaker, amid the cross currents of parti- 
San controversy that sometimes arise here it is refreshing to 
Mr. BRIGGS. T simply wanted te ask the gentleman if the | come now and then to the consideration of a measure upon 
amount authorized in this bill is adequete to provide the neces- | Which most if not all of us on both sides the aisle are in 
sury funds to match the amounts which the States are appro- | Substantial accord. 





priating? Such is the bill now before us for consideration. It deals 
Mr. DOWELL. According to the testimony before the eom- with the subject of good roads. Its object is to provide that the 


mittee there was a coutroversy with reference to the amount | National Government shall “carry on” under the program of 
of this authorization. The department asked for $85,000,000, Federa! aid to road building heretofore enacted into law by the 
und according to the testimony that was conceded by the Bud- Congress. While there may have been those in times past who 
get, but the Budget shows that in this last year $72,000,000 | Were opposed to good rouds, their number has now reached the 
wus actually used in the construction of roads, and this bill vanishing point. 


authorizes $75,000,000, which is $3,000,000 more than was Roads are the arteries through which the trade of the Nation 
actually used this year. pulsates. They are the avenues which promote friendly inter- 
Mr. BRIGGS. Is read building increasing or is it on the | course and helpful relationships. They afford access to schools 
decrense? | for the country children. They belp to bring the town and the 
Mr. DOWELL. It has been increasing. | country together. They promote trade and friendship between 
Mr. BRIGGS. Each year. | people, communities, and States. They are the agents of a 
Mr. DOWELL. It bas been increasing as the testimony be- | progressive and,better civilization. When Rome was great one 
fore the committee shows. | of the elements contributing to her greatness was good roads 


Mr. MANLOVE. Will the gentleman vield? 

Mr. DOWELL. Yes 

Mr. MANLOVE. Did not the evidence before the comimitiee 
show that certain States which ure voting bond issues and 
putting over a big program 

Mr. DOWELL. Yes: they can utilize much more than is 
authorized in this bill 


We are told that in the height of her greatness and power all 
roads led to Rome. Radiating from the Imperial City as a 
center, her traders, her soldiers, and later her missionaries went 
forth as messengers of an advanced civilization to all the world. 

France likewise builded good roads. They were a splendid 
contribution to her civilization. And when the emergency of 
war came and the despot’s heel was on her soil the roads played 


Mr. MANLOVE. But after their program is put over—— no small part in stopping the advance of the invader and 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex- | achieving victory over her foes. Competent critics tell us that 
pired. Chateau-Thierry would not have been won for the Allies but 
Mr. DOWELL. I yield myself one more minute in order to | for the splendid reads built many years before, over which 
answer the gentleman : American troops were rushed in time to turn the tide and save 


Mr. MANLOVE. In the States that have a big program, such the day for France and her allies. Good roads are necessary 
as the State of Missouri, which is putting over a $60,000,000 | 1) Umes of war. They are necessary to a progressive and 
program, after their program of road building is completed, enlightened civilization in times of peace. 


they will not be asking the Federal Government for as much All are agreed that we should have good roads. Disagree- 

money as they are wanting at the present time. ment arises only as to the means and methods of achieving the 
Mr. DOWELL. That may be true, and it may be possible | desired end. And fortunately these matters of disagreement as 

that eventually this is going to solve itself. to methods are being ironed out and solved in a constructive 
Mr. BRIGGS. But your idea is that the authorization here | W4Y. 

is ample to provide the funds necessary for the next two years? Prior to July 11, 1916, the matter of road building in this 


Mr. DOWELL. There was some difference of opinion in the | country was left entirely to the individual States. Then a 
committee about that. Some wanted $85,000,000. This is a | larger vision began to dawn. Long before that time, in the 
unanimous report from the committee, although some members | course of our economic and industrial development, we had 
of the committee desired a greater authorization. My view is | advanced from the idea that the regulation of the railroads of 
that every dollar should be cut from the expenditures of the | our country was a matter solely of State concern. By common 
Government that is possible, and I believe that the $75,000,000 | consent it became a matter of pational concern. And so with 
authorized in this bill is sufficient to reasonably carry on the | the interdependence of the States one upon the other with the 
construction of roads as that work has been carried on in the | wonderful advance in the development of motor transport and 
past. travel, and with the thought and vision of a Nation solidified 
and united together by a system of national highways, the 
matter of good roads emerged from a policy of mere State 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, | concern to one of national concern. The first Federal aid high- 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills | way act was approved July 11, 1916. The second Federal road 
of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: act was approved February 28, 1919. 

H. R. 5478. An act to amend sections 1, 3, and 6 of an act en- Thereafter a movement was agitated looking to a change in 
titled “An act to provide for the premotion of vocational re- | the basic principle of Federal aid to the States and provid- 
habilitation of persons disabled in industry or otherwise and | ing for a system of national highways to be built and main- 
their return to civil employment ” ; tained entirely by the Federal Government. 

H. R. 7877. An act making appropriations for the military The movement, however, was not adopted. The basic prin- 
and nonmilitary activities of the War Department for the fiseal | ciple of Federal aid to the States was adhered to, and the Fed- 
year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes; eral highway act of November 9, 1921, was enacted. Under 


. 
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this act a constructive plan of Federal aid road building is aoaa -<< nen aaa - 9 100, COU, GOO 
ae | —o pth, th 
established Under the act the highway departments of the | 4954 85 000 000 
individual States are required to select or designate systems of | 1925 75. OOO, 00K 
highways not to exceed 7 per cent of the total highway mileage During the war period conditions we s to make it ir 
of such State upon which Federal-aid apportionments shall be | advisable to enter upon an extensive road-buildine prograt 
expended. These Federal-aid highways are to be divided into | and the work was practically suspended Lhe a | with 
two claszes, known as primary or interstate highways, and the | drawals of funds from the Treasury have been as f 
other correlated therewith, known as secondard or intercounty 1917 , a 
highways: Primary highways shalk not exceed three-sevenths of | 1918 , 574. 816 
the total mileage which may receive Federal aid, and the see- tke ~ 2, 915, 28 
oudery or intercounty highways shall comprise the remainder 1 - + vk 
that may receive Federal aid. The expenses of administration 2 cs $89. TOS. 404 
are limited to 24 per cent of all moneys appropriated there- ea _ : ‘ 71, 429, 297 
. . ; . o (estimates » OO} mi 
under fhe remainder of funds appropriated are apportioned | 1955 lentimated) an On0 conn 
to the States in the following manner: Ry ; 5 : : . 
2 P ap. , »v way of illustration as to how the matter allot nts of 
(me-third in the ratio in which the area of each State bears a. P . r ha he matter of allotments « 
; : ; a : a 7 Federal aid to the respective States has worked out, the Stat: 
to the total area of all States; vne-third in the ratio which the | of Virginia. which I have the } : 
- . . . irg li whl n . e te * in ar to re ‘ese ia 
population of each State bears to the total population of all | 7 . ose hp — oe P rt - “Ee ent, a 
a oe cage ? : : t - ng: | Deen credited with total allotments amounting to $9,144.390,45 
the States, as shown by the latest available Federal census; | », : : 
: 7 : ; . “ There has been actually paid on these allotments to the State 
and one-third in the ratio which the mileage of rural delivery of Virginia up to January 1. 19°4. ti $65.082.066.85. | 
i . " . b 4 : to Ja ur wi he ot Mt OW r 
and star routes bears to the total mileage of rural delivery idditien tl ee Y nur ia of - > — & 1c ng nw ‘ " 
. ‘ . | é { “ rereto, i moer ’ n * ; were ] a msrr : ) 
and star routes in all the States at the close of the next pre- | is of that dat whic wilt ! oa ; ‘ ice = .? sem ghar ° 
> rrr : : * : ‘ i aatte, mien it “ecelve ederi ili > Ss 
ceding fiscal year. The Federal aid on each project shall not seniiiatindinahaie “ai Gael The I ‘ re i o : t - a of 
> > . . i. i ate Paceed . s lcs ‘Ss { >» ts » 
exceed 50 per cent of the total estimated cost thereof. Excep- ver inin. it dat wit] te ne . r _ 1 a “ 
° * ae Ine nh accordance wi » POVIS! Ss 0 2 ‘aera aw 
tion is made in the case of States containing uhappropriated ; = ' h the pro ons of the edet L 
: : ‘ , ; _| has complied with the provisions thereof, and is absorbing with 
public lands exceeding 5 per cent of the total area of all lands reasonabk romptne the amount of Fed 1 fund 1 if 
‘ ¢ : . , ; } renuso » ’ *<N » } 0 “1eTs ‘ ,} » té 
in the State. In such States the share of the United States | = I I 5 , a cuca NGS alLocrer ; 
tgs ; ; as ; .| her. The same observation is, for the most part, true as to the 
shall not exceed 50 per cent of the total estimated cost thereof | ther 47 Stat & amatl member of Stat wine to individual 
> . ° . o y ‘ ates é s i ne 0 ’ i » wins { 
plus a percentage of such estimated cost equal to one-half of | 7 : oo , NN ae 


conditions have not been able to meet and absorb their share 
of Federal allotments. The cost of the completed road work in 
Virginia upon which Federal aid was expended from July 1 
1916, to November 30, 1923, was $7,480,055.638, and the 


the percentage which the area of the unappropriated public 
lands in such States ears to the total area of such State. The | 
contribution of the Federal Government to each project on the | 


5-50 Basis was limited to $20,000 per mile, but a later amend- 


number 


ment las limited the allotment to $15,000 per mile. rhe act of miles of completed road thereunder was 429.6. 

itself contemplates a system of highways interstate and national rhe berate ag o authorizations and actual withdrawals 
in character. It provides that in approving projects to receive | above set forth discloses the fact that for a number of years 
Federal aid the Secretary of Agriculture, to whom is com- | *fter the Federal Government entered upon a policy of Federal 
mitted the administration of the aect- | aid construction, the balance carried over in the succeeding 


} 
Sria tive 


preference to such projects as will expedite the completion | Years was greater than the annual authorization. 





f an adequate and connected system of highways interstate in char 


ry 


The act contemplates a permanent system of national 
permanent in character. It recognizes the two essential 
principles in any system of highways, namely, construction and 
maintenance. In the matter of construction it provides that 
only such durable types of surfuce and kinds of material shall 
ulopted for the construction and reconstruction of any high- 
way Which is a part of the primary or interstate and secondary 
fercounty will adequately meet the existing 
and probable future traffic needs and conditions thereon. 


In the matter of maintenance it provides that— 


WAYS 


ol it svstems us 


should any State fail to maintain any highway within its boundaries 


itt onstruction or reconstruction under the provisions of this act, 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall then serve notice upon the State 
highway department of that fact, and if, within 90 days after receipt 
of such notice said highway has not been placed in proper condition | 
of maintenance, the Secretary of Agriculture shall proceed immediately | 


to have such highway placed in a proper condition of maintenance and 


haurge the cost thereof against the Federal funds allotted to such | 
State, and shall refuse to approve any other project in such State, 
except as hereinafter provided. 

der this law the Department of Roads has been estab- | 
lished. It has proceeded with efficiency in the establishment 


tel carrying out of a constructive highway plan. Acting in 
coujunction with the highway departments of the 48 individual 
states it has adopted a system of Federal aid highways com- 


prising 168,181 miles in extent. This system so adopted pre- 
sents a connected and interstate highway system national in | 
charneter and extent. Of the Federal aid highway system, 


30.036 miles had been completed up to March 1, this year, and 
13.800 miles were under construction and reported 59 per cent 
complete, 


rhe announced plan of the department contemplates a con- 


struction program of approximately 11,000 miles per year, and 
contemplates completion of the entire system within the next 
10-year period. 

rhe appropriations for reads authorized for the respective 
since the enactment of the first Federal highway act 


veurs 


have been as follows: 


$5, 000, 000 
10, 000, 000 
65, 000, 000 
95, 000, 000 
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This was 
due to the fact that but little road work was done during the 
war period and the funds authorized by Congress were allowed 
to accumulate. The Sixty-seventh Congress provided for au 
thorizations which extended to the close of the fiscal year end 
ing June 30, 1925. 

The Bureau of Roads advises that the estimated balance of 
authorized funds that will remain unexpended at that time will 
amount to approximately $20,000,000. It is necessary that a 
balance be maintained to care for contingencies that can not be 
provided for in advance. The situation, therefore, that con 
fronts this Congress is this: In order to carry on a constructive 
program of Federal-aid construction it is necessary that appro- 


priations be authorized by this Congress for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1926, and it is highly advisable that the 


authorization also extend to the succeeding year. A real pro 
gram of constructive road building must be planned in advance 
and the Bureau of Public Roads can not function efficiently 
unless it is assured of appropriations far enough in advance of 
actual expenditures so as to enable the department to plan with 
certainty the work that is to be done. The highway-construe 
tion program for 1926 depends upon what the present Congress 
does in the way of authorization. The Committee on Roads 
is in unanimous accord upon the proposition that a substantial 
und constructive program of Federal-aid road building should 
be continued. Friendly disagreement arose only upon the ques 
tion as to the amount of authorization for the two next suc 
ceeding years which this Congress should make, a number of us 
advocating that a sound public policy consistent with real 
economy would justify a larger authorization than that finally 
reported by the committee. The bill unanimously reported by 
the committee provides for an authorization of $75,000,000 an 
nually for the two next fiseal years ending, respectively, June 
30, 1926, and June 30, 1927. In addition thereto the bill car 
ries an annual authorization of $7,500,000 for two years for the 
construction of forest roads and trails. It is confidently sub 
mitted that the sentiment of the entire country will approve 
the passage of a bill carrying these amounts. 

The bill also authorizes the Secretary of Agriculture to ex 
change explosives obtained by transfer from the Secretary of 
War for distribution among the States for use in the improve 
ment of roads. 

The bill carries an amendment which places the States con- 
taining nontaxable Indian lands upon the same footing as 
States containing unappropriated public lands in the matter of 
allotment of funds, 
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The bill is brought to the House carrying the unanimous in- 
dorsement of the Committee on Roads. It is therefore free 
from partisan controversy and represents the sentiment of the 
virious representatives upon this committee who come from 
vurious Sections of the Nation. We confidently expect its 
pussae, 

In connection with the consideration of this measure I desire 
to commend to the House the record of efficiency and splendid 
achievement accomplished under the Bureau of Public Roads. 
The bureau has approached highway problems arising tn the 
different sections of the country with fine spirit and has brought 
them to successful eonclusion, The relations between the de- 
partment and the various highway departments of the indi- 
vidual States have been conducted in a way to inspire mutual 
confidence and esteem. The department has conducted research 
work and investigations in the matter of materials and plans 
for road construction with a view to arriving at the soundest, 
most practical, and best methods suited to the respective sec- 
tions of the country. It has also conducted surveys of moter 
transport and travel showing how the same reflects the business 
and social life of the respective communities. It is a matter 
of importance and interest to know that about 40 per cent of the 
milk supply of the city of Baltimore goes to the city by motor 
transport. 

In connection with the administration of the Bureau of Roads, 
I desire to voice a protest to a change recently proposed. 

The Bureau of Public Reads is now attached to the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. The matter has large agricultural aspects 
ald the bureau bas functioned most satisfactorily. In the report 
of the Joint Committee on Reorganization, filed a few days ago, 
the four Republican members of the committee favor the trans- 
fer of the bureau to the Department of the Interior. This un- 
desirable action, which might prove highly injurieus, is opposed 
by the two Democratic members of the Committee on Reorgan- 
ization, Senator Harrison, of Mississippi, and Representative 
Moore, of Virginia, and it should not be taken. 

Another factor in this road problem of outstanding importance 
is the part which the roads of our country may play in the 
matter of national defense. This question has been studied by 
the Bureau of Roads in connection with the War Department 
and the result has been the preparation of a map showing that 
53.800 miles of public highway are absolutely essential to our 
national defense. While all of us hope that the roads of the 
country may be devoted solely to peace-time pursuits, yet we 
must not forget the fact that if a war emergency should again 
arise at any time in the future we should so plan that our roads 
may ellicientiy contribute in the matter of our national defense. 
The 53.800 miles reported by the War Department as necessary 
in the matter of our national defense in the main are ineluded 
in the system of national highways already adopted and the 
whole of said mileage, with minor exeeptions, will be taken care 
of in the future in the Federal-aid highway systein. 

‘rhe progressive growth of the road building program is shown 
by the progressive increases in the mileage completed from year 
to year. ‘The mileage completed for the respective years is as 
follows: 


Miles 
ii ainsi benches hehe ibis waitin deieeatlhdnctlelihinds aitathcaadlnt dhe 12.5 
ND sin scieisih ceialiia alsa ide nia caliente itt as at listening 177 
ITI siics-inn ooh cmermeninshinie on aiahlinidaoaiakaiieldinies cai aeea da iacelemineniien ieee eee eal 1, 493 
ON cacti chaeciccak se eta aaaeltatlinia  te at naeneameonis oan Te 
OD sicsiicectctiian thts, ccksaiethe ced ated clini els ddd sie dasiailintees JL ae 
DB icne qiattdnsénecton 4tbstt id tential iiaiadbeds 8, 820 


And for the first eight months of the fiscal vear 1924 there 
have been completed 6,500 miles of Federalaid highway. 

A statement as to the matter of income for road purposes may 
be of interest. In 1904 the total income for all rural purposes 
amounted to about $79,500,000. This included an estimated 
value of about $20,000,000 in statute laber. In 1914 the total 
had risen to $240,250,000, of which the statute labor was neg- 
ligible. The income continued to rise in the years that followed 
until it reached $1,150,000,000 in 1921. 

This indicates that the people of our country are alive to the 
situation and that the sentiment of the corntry strongly sup- 
ports a constructive road-building program thronghout the coun- 
try asa whole. The people realize the necessity and advantages 
of good reads. They are looking forward to the completion of a 
national highway system. 

The builders of Rome erected in the forum in the Imperial 
City a golden milestone. From it as a center radiated a 
splendid system of highways throughout the Roman Empire. 
They were a potent factor in the civilization of that country. 

On June 4, last year, there was dedicated with appropriate 
ceremony here in this our Capital City the zero milestone, 
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It marks the beginning point of our system of national high- 
ways. It stands within the shadow of the imposing shaft 
erected by a grateful people to the memory of Washington, 
From it one may look with reverent vision upon the memorial 
to Lincoln, the preserver of the Union, and then turning to 
the West may behold the home of Lee, the idol of the South. 

From it extending to the north and through the west on to 
the slopes of the Pacific runs the Lincoln Highway, while 
to the south and through the cotton fields of Dixie on again 
to the waters of the Pacific runs the Lee Highway. 

The vision of the builders is that the year 1934 may witness 
a completed system of paved highways radiating from the heart 
of our beloved Republic to the east and to the west and to the 
north and to the south, linking together the remotest corners 
of our land, and contributing to the happiness of our people 
and to the greatness of our Kepublic. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. LinrHtcum]. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I wish te congratulate the 
committee on bringing out a bill appropriating this large sum 
for good roads. I am one of the city men who voted for the 
original good roads bill. I think what has been accomplished in 
building good roads has shown the wisdom of this legislation 
throughout the entire period. I wish to congratulate the 
country on the fact that we are by this bill appropriating 
$75,000,000 for each of the fiscal years ending June 30, 1926 
and 1927, a total of $150,000,000. It seems to me it is con- 
clusive proof that the income tax bill we passed recently is 
so well thought of that we can not only look forward one year 
but we can look forward with certainty to the year 1927. I 
think the action of Congress to-day in passing this good roads 
bill indicates the wisdom of Congress in the passage of the 
tax bill with the Democratic schedule of taxation. [Applause.] 

I feel highly gratified with the splendid tax bill which has 
been enacted by this Congress in spite of all kinds of propa- 
ganda through the public press, by letters and telegrams, car- 
toons, and so forth. The Congress of the United States has had 
the temerity and backbone to stand for the rights of the great 
mass of taxpayers as against any partiality in favor of the 
immensely wealthy of the country. 

I have nothing to say against our citizens of large means, but 
I do feel that they should be just as capable and willing to pay 
their just proportion of the expenses of the Government as the 
smaller taxpayer. The Mellon bill set 25 per cent as the maxi- 
mum surtax, being a 50 per cent reduction of the present law, 
and around that definite stand taken by Mr. Mellon was formu- 
lated what is known as the Mellon tax plan, which gave scant 
relief to the small taxpayer and a very great relief to those of 
large means. 

There are several special features in the law just enacted; 
the allowance of 25 per cent reduction upon all incomes for the 
year 1923 has heen a very substantial relief to all taxpayers. 
For the first half of this calendar year the 25 per cent reduc- 
tion in the income taxes will take off more than half of the 
$222.000,000 for the full calendar year. If we add to this the 
$361,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, we have a 
total reduction in 18 months of $480.000,000, and some of the 
papers are still stating that Congress refused to reduce taxes 
and the President claims that the reduction is not scientific. 
Yet in these 18 months Comgress reduced taxes $250,000,000 
more than what the Mellon plan proposed. It will be noted that 
under the new law all taxpayers having incomes of $10,000 or 
less will have their income tax reduced some 60 per cent, and 
where they are earned incomes the taxpayer receives 25 per 
cent additional, which is a wise and just provision. 

Ever sinee I studied under Dr. Richard T. Ely, of the Johns 
Hopkins University, I have always thought that an earned 
income should not be taxed in the same proportion as that 
received from investments. When the man who has an earned 
income is no longer able to work or passes to the great beyond, 
his income ceases, while the man having an income from invest- 
ments, becoming incapacited or dying, the income still con- 
tinues. 

In addition to these heavy reductions, the excise and other 
taxes are repealed or reduced to the extent of $136,000,620, so 
that we not only have the vast sum reduced as income taxes 
but to that could well be added this excise and other tax reduc- 
tion, which consists of telephone and telegraph tax, theater 
admissions under 50 cents, auto trucks and bodies, tires, tubes 
and parts, carpets and rugs, and jewelry, all of which articles 
and many others have had a very substantial reduction. I am 
inserting here certain tables to show the reductions under the 
new tax bill. 
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: 60,000.00} 4,480.00!) 3,197.50) 7, 460. 00 5, 480. 00 11, 940. 00 8,677.50 | 3.26250 27.32 
4 61,000.00; 4,500.00) 3,257.50 | 7, 740. 00 5, 690. 00 12, 300. 00 8, 947. 50 3, 352. 50 | 27. % 
a, 62,000.00 | 4,640.00 3,317.50 8, 020. 00 5, 900. 00 12, 660. 00 9. 217.50 3. 442. 50 97.19 
: 63, 000. 00 4,720.00 3, 377. 50 8, 310. 00 6, 120. 00 13, 090. 00 ¥, 497. 50 3, 532. 2 I 
; 64, 000. 00 4, 800. 00 2, 437. 50 | 8, 600. 00 6, 340. 00 13, 400, 00 9.777 3, 622. 50 27. O4 
4 2, 200. cece ese diteieataiaetdathieiadiacaicadliitibndean taped 65, 000. 00 4, 880. 00 3, 497. 50 | &, 200. 00 6, 570. 00 13, 789. 00 10. O87. 50 2 712% ». O4 
d 66, 000. 00 4,900.00! 3,55 9, 200. 00 6, 800. 00 14, 160. 00 10, 357. 50 $, 802. 50 26. 85 
s 67, 000. 00 5,040.00! 3, 9, 510. 00 7, 040. 00 14, 550. 00 10, 657. 50 Bu2. 50 ) 
: 68, 000. 00 5, 120. 00 3, 87 9, 820. 00 7, 230 00 14, 040, 00 10, @ 0 , OR? 50 » s 
69, 000. 00 5,200.00 | 3,737. 50 10, 140. 00 7, 530. 00 15, 340. 00 |, 267. 50 4, 072. 50 | 28. 55 
| 70, 000. 00 5,230.00; 3. 797.50 10, 460. 00 | 7, 730. 00 15, 740. 00 11, 577. 0 4, 162. 50 26. 44 
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COMBINED NORMAL TAX AND SURTAX, COMPARING THE REVENUE ACT OF 1924 WITH THE REVENUE ACT OF 1921, ETC.—Continued 
( of the revenue act of 1924 with the present la varried person without dependents), the first $5,000 of all income to be deemed to be earned; balance unearned—Con. 
meres a — eeepc . ey ety — 
Amount of normal tax : eceid an Amount of total tax | Amount of | Percent. 
under— Amount of surtax under under— | alieeeaiinn al 
mber of persons making returns in eact = Net r ‘ ee a ae I iil aos ” . ox | of total tax reduec- 
in 1922 who paid income tax j | | | under act | tion of 
Act of 1921 | Act of 1924 Act of 1921 Act of 1924 Act of 1921 | Act of 1924 of 1924 total tax 
i | 
ie | er es 
{ $71,000. 00 $5, 360. 00 $10, 790. 00 $8, 040. 00 $16,150.00} $11,897.50} $4,252.50 
| ”) 5, 440. 00 11, 120. 00 8, 300. 00 16, 560.00 | 12, 217. 0 | 4, 342. 50 
j 000. 00 5 420, 00 11, 460.00 | 8, 560. 00 14, 980. 00 12, 537. 50 4, 442. 59 
74. 000. 00 5 600. 00 11, 800. 00 8, 820. 00 17, 400. 00 12, 4, 542. 50 | 
a A Se eed | , 0). OO 5, 680. 00 12, 150. 00 9, 090. 00 17, 830. 00 13, 4, 642. 50 | 
76, 000. 00 5, 760. 00 12, 500.00 9, 360. 00 18, 260. 00 | 13, ! 4, 742. 50 
WOO 5, 840. 00 12, 860. 00 9, 640. 09 18, 700. 00 | 13, 4,842. 50 
| TR OOO. OO », 420. 00 13, 220. 00 ¥, 920. 00 19, 140.00 | 14,1 4, 942. 50 | 
0. 00 6, 000. 00 13, 590. 00 10, 200. 00 19, 590. 00 | 14, 5, 052. 50 | 
st #). 00 6, O80, 00 13, 960. 00 10, 480. 09 20, 040. 00 14, 877. 50 5, 162. 50 | 
{ § ”) 6, 160. 00 14, 340.09 10, 770, 09 20, 590. 00 15, 227. 50 5, 272. 50 | 
| 0). OO 6, 240. 09 14, 720. 00 | 11,06). 00 20, 960.90 | 15, 577. 50 5, 382. 59 | 
| RS, OM ) 6, 320. 00 15, 110. 00 11, 360. 00 21, 430. 00 | 15, 937. 50 5, 402. 50 
| R4 O00. 00 6. 400. 00 15. 500. 00 11, 650. 00 21, 900. 00 | 16, 297. 50 5, 602. 50 
i ee tan Se | ny 6, 480. 00 15, 900. 00 11, 970.99 22, 380. 00 } 16, 667. 50 5, 712. 50 
§6, 000. 00 6, 500. 00 16, 300. 00 12, 280. 00 22, 860. 00 | 17,037.50 | 5, 822.50 | 
RT OOO OK 6. 640.00 16, 710. 00 12, 590. 00 23, 350. 00 } 7, 407. 50 5, 042. 50 | 
RA, 000. 00 6, 720. 09 17, 120. 00 | 12, 800. 00 23, 840. 00 17,777. 50 6, 062. 50 | 
(MM 6, 800. 00 7, 540. 00 13, 220. 00 24, 340. 00 | ,15 6, 182. 50 
| 0. OOK ) 6. &80. 00 17, 960. 00 13, 540. 00 | 24, 840. 00 | at 6, 302. 50 
0. OF 6. 060. 00 18, 290, 00 | 13, 870. 00 25, 350. 00 | , 92 6, 422. 50 
2, 000. 00 7, 040. 00 | 18, 820. 00 | 14, 200, 00 25, 860. 00 31 6, 542. 5¢ s 
00. 00 7, 120. 00 19, 260. 00 | 14, 540. 00 | 26, 380. 00 6, 662. 50 
«). 7, 2M , 237. 50 19, 700. 00 | 14, 880. 00 26, 900. 00 | 6,782.50 
C6E ine es Bd ee ee mw), OM 7, 280. 00 § st) 2, 150. 00 |} 14, 230. 00 27, 430. 00 | 6, 902. 50 
7. 260. (« 7. 50 20, 600, 00 15, 580. 00 27, 960. 00 7, 022. 50 . 
00), 00 7, 440. 00 5, 417. 50 21. 060 OO 15, 9490. 00 28. 500 00 7, 142. 50 | 25. 06 
0 7, 520. 00 477. 50 21, 520. 00 | 16, 300. 00 29, 040. 00 | | 7,262. 50 | 5. 
| 0, 000. 00 7, 600, 90 5, 537. 50 21, 90. 00 | 16, 660, UO 29, 590. 00 7 
000. 00 22. 460, 00 17, 020, 00 30, 140.00 | oa | 
1.§ or 0 46, 460, 00 | 35, 520. 00 58, 140. 00 | 14, 022. 50 | 
¥). OO 70, 960. 00 54, 020. 00 86, 640. 00 | 21, 022. 50 |} ; 
4 ”) 95, 960. 00 73, 020. 99 115, 640. 00 28, 022. 50 
been een nee enn nen nnn nen nnn enna nn nnnnee | 4. C00, 00 120, 960, 00 $2, 020. 09 144, 640. 09 109, 617. 50 35, 022. 50 | , 
; “ 0 220, 960. 00 170, 020. 00 260, 640.09 | = 190, 617. 50 61, 022. 50 23. 41 
ite aictintiying an. snceinih daghch ib loathe angen nin etieedainaets ‘1 000, 000. OF 470, 960. 00 370, 020. 00 550,640.00 | 420,617.50 . 121,022. 50 21. 96 
|2, 0¢ OOO, 970, 960. 00 770, 020,00 | 1, 130,640.00 | 889,617.50 | 241,022. 50 | 21. 32 
21 . 3 000, 000 1, 470, 960. 00 | 1,170, 020,00 | 1,710, 640.00 | 1,349, 617. 59 | 361,022. 59 21.11 
| 4 (4 ") 1, 970, 960.00 1, 570,020. 00 | 2, 290, 640.00 | 1, 809,617.50 | 481,022. 59 21. 60 if 
‘5, 0 1, 680. OX 2, 470, 960. 00 | 1,970,020.00 | 2,870, 640.00 | 2, 260, 617. 50 | 601,022. 50 aot 
} 
H income tares are reduced by the revenue act of 1924 | Table for convenient reference for tares on incomes of $20,000 or less 
[What the income-tax payer saves under th ew law as compared | —— . - compemeetenestute ont ei vsiliaesensetomenimininaatin _—— 
with the Mellon plan Compiled from statistics furnished by the } Total of 
Government Actuary, Treasury Departnrent] normal 
| Totalof | and sur- : 
| . . . - 
a Percentage of total normal taxes of ‘2 
Potal amount saved from s Sie ee oan and sur- | manand | 5 
ee act of 192! of 1921 set: tndiiidam | taxesof | wife with | Reduction Reduction 
Income (married man without de- ad ; 7 manand | $5,000 | indollars — in per cent 
pendents), first $5,000 considered — By tl wife under earned 
s earned income By the By the vee aa ~ revenue income 
Act of 1924 Mellon plan | “a, = act of 1921 | under 
-| 1924 | plan revenue 
| act of 1924 : 
$8,000 $8.7 62. 0 43. 75 | 
$4,000 ess 37. ! 26. 2° 62. 50 ee ee eee ———— 
$5,000 ; 62. 50 43.7 62. 50 43.75 | $1 a0 Sai N 
, . ; : 7 S PO cies isa nettlebaiiiabin Maile ) , PRs Sade EReeatltin teins 
$6,000 ; : 102. 50 62.50] 64.04 39.06 | 85’ 900 oo None 
$7,000 ----- 362 50 oo | oa pees ae onese $20. 00 $7. 50 $12. 50 62. 50 
$8,000 --- a oo > Se ae eR ad cancticniccmncnatnilleds Bae 60. 00 22. 50 87.29 62. 50 
+250) oe os 182 80 a 10 58. $0 [eee aa wan ninemnn- ann asin cbinddnwesid 100. 00 37. 50 62. 5) 62. 50 
$10,000 oo 4 oo ae 7 41 31.35 | Sr000....---0-.- chile dil AS call 160, 00 57. 50 102. 50 64. 06 
$15,000 noa2- oan a ae ae on aa Se dey eee cdl dling <n ktedbindcn noel 250. 00 87. 50 182. 50 | 65. 00 
£20,000 = oa on aei we Se de CeO aii ciebes-cadncihnckeend] | SRO 127. 50 212. 50 | 62. 50 
5-9, 000 -- -* a © a. | aes Se Ee, POD adic Me Seckiosbepaeaeneld 430. 00 167. 50 262. 50 | 61. 05 
$30,000 = 1, 202. 530 882. 50 | 34. 16 25. 07 0.000 | Re nn 9 Bn | . 
a & ant . ; OT iit cil nih «xem hitivibihinalhnnmay 520. 00 207. 50 312. 50 | 60. 10 
ND eee, ee eer cod 1, 502. 50 1, 102. 50 32. 45 3. 81 ; 5 + - en 
, oon in | Se Ae TE OE Bibadit dhnnsudbusbinallocade | 620. 00 267. 50 352. 50 56, 85 
$40,000 1 1, 322. 50 | 30. 86 22. 65 9'¢ 7 a9 > © : 3 
5 9 1 612 50 | 29 98 2 46 SOR cp tkbbcivasonacbckih le oni 720. 00 337. 50 382. 50 53. 1: p 
$45,000 2 ons ap on 97 oe 66 | MM OU. ct cand gwowensecnss ibaoeks 830. 00 407. 50 422. 50 50. 90 
$50,000 oceans « 440 50 or on m3 ag | $14,000........ Ke onih Dainty daa cele 940. 00 477. 50 462. 50 | 49. 20 
‘ove ; eee Seenso| wae oa a7 | $15,000 1, 060. 00 557. 50 502. 50 47. 41 
ae 361251 294 a4. 37 | $16,000 1, 180. 00 637. 50 542. 50 45. 97 
re a 322 50 = 4a 97 an | $17,000 1, 310. 00 727. 5 582. 50 | 44, 47 
ena S abana neem eres 511250) OL} gazy | 228000 | 1,440. 00 817. 50 622. 50 43. 22 
noe R082 50! 287 50 a5 | $29,000 | 1, 580. 00 917. 50 662. 50 | 41. 93 
S80,000 O, JOS. « j mh ov. t « oo 702.5 0.5 
oak 000 ae 6.942. 50 o5. 53 31. 0g | 920:000...........-.-.....--...--- 1,720.00} 1, 017. 50 702. 50 | 40. 84 
NO ge oo Ld eee | 7, 982. 50 25. 37 | 32. 14 S$ 
$95,000 Ta : 7 9, 112. 50 25. 16 33. 22 ba ; . 
£160,000 sasenentes 7 10, 322. 50 24. 96 34. 25 rhe estimates given below are based upon the collections for 
©€0,000 - . ..-| 21,022 530 35, 822. 50 | 24. 26 | 41.35 the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923: 
$300,000 ..----| 35, 022. 50 62,822.50} 24.21 | 43. 50 “> : ’ 
$500,000 iia éacaeal | are 116, 822. 50 | 23. 41 | 44. 82 riicles and amount saved to taxpayer 
$1,000,000 sl on 121, 022. 50 251, 822. 50 | 21. 96 | 45. 73 Artix paye 
€3.000.000. ........- | 241, 022. 50 521, 822. 50 | 21. 32 | 46.15 Repeals tax on— 
oa 28 R = « f, i ¢ ate « 
$3,000,000 ear anaenanceeneees ---| 361, 022. 50 1, S22. 20 z i 46. 29 Telephone and telegraph messages___...-.....--~- $34, 000, 000 
$4 000,000 -----------------| 481, 022, 50 | 1, 061, 822. 50 21. 00 46. 35 ~wemagen and enone » . > ) 0 
ee | 601 022. 50 | 1' 331° 822 50 20. 94 | 46.39 Beverages and constituent parts thereof____._.._-~~_ 10, 000, 00 
$5, 000, 000 . bee Se he gee ee eee ad Admissions of 50 cents and under___-.-.---.-----.- 33, 000, VOU 
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EXCISB TAXES 
Auto trucks and bodies, chassis costing $1,000 and 
r body $200 exempt from 3 per cent tax 
Tires, tubes, parts, and accessortes, tax reduced from 


5, 000, 000 


5 per cent to 23 per cent-.--------~-- 20, 000, 000 
Smokers’ articles, 10 per cent ti iX on humidors nd 
emoking stands repealed ssmncuitieiiidiadiemeielctadiag’ angi 1,000 


Candy, 3 per cent tax repealed_ sia acta eckiaate 7 
Slot device weighing machines, tax redueed from 10 
per cent to 5 per cent sa ial 
Knives, dirks, daggers, etc., tax is repealed ae 30, 009 
Liveries and livery beots and hats, 10 per cent tax re- 
pealed ~~--~.--------- ——— mente sate 140, 0v0 
Ifunting and shooting garments ind. “yiding iabits 
10 per cent tax repealed_—-~ 
Yachts and moter boats and pleasure beats anid 
canoes if sold for more than $100, 10 per cent 
tax repealed —- snicnieiigititanaendienineaatia ; 
Carpets and rugs (square yard tax); trunks. sold fn 
excess of $35; valises, traveling bags, suitcases, 
etc., if seld in excess of $25; purses, pocket 
books, shopping or hand bags, sold in excess of 
$5: portable Hghting fixtures, lamps, and lamp 
shades, sold in exceas of $10; fans, sold in excess 
of $1; 5 per cent tax on all the fore; going repealed_ 1, S00, 000 
Jewelry: 5 per cent tax does not apply on cotttinn sold 
for $30 or less; on watches sold for $60 or less 
on church goods, musical instruments, and silver- 
plated flat tableware, irrespective of price. ( fiye- 
glasses and spectacles and surgical instruments 
GG? CEO etait tne catechins tate, gidipentkisltitens 11, 000, 000 


13, 000, 000 


180, 000 


S19, 000 


STAMP TAXES 


Bales of produce on.exchange, cut from 2 cents to 1 

ent per $100___. : aha , 4, 000, 000 
Promissory notes, drafts, or checks, payable other- 

wise than at sight or demand, tax of 2 cents per 

$100 or fraction thereof repealed__- 2,150, 000 


OCCUPATIONAL TAXES 


rokers exclusively negotiating sales of produce or 
merchandise, exempt from, $50 tax- pee ae 400, 000 
Theater seat tax, etc., repealed ea sae 1, 600, 000 


Total reduction__— seen. 336, 626, 000 


MISCPLLANEOUS ITEMS 
Adds tax— 
While the bill reduces the tax on slot-weighing ma- 
chines from 10 per cent to 5 per cent, it now ap- 
plies the 5 per cent tax to all classes of coin- 
operated machines, which will increase the revenue 
from this source about — sit Baiiblid ce jd $150. 000 
Playing cards: Rate increased from 8 cents to 10 
$700, 000 


cents per pack.._--.--- matinee 
Mah joneg, pune chow, and ‘similar “tile sets taxed 


at 10 pet CONG u6- cain 4 ee kn ene sss besten 1, 000, 000 
I NE sietctintsnn: venettnh noon cimineradinaiaecatnas tineien 1, 850, 000 
Total taxes eliminated ..._.._-.. saab aden schiptiail tibladeiiad 135, 620, 000 


Total taxes added __----- ae 1, 850, 000 


Net total reduction... _.......- -.._..._..... 134, 770, 000 
ADDITIONAL EXEMPTIONS 

Tax on pool tables and bowling alleys of $10 per table or alley does 
not apply if no charge is made for use of same 

it tax on automobiles for hire does not apply in respect of auto- 


mobiles used exclusively for conveying school children to and from 
school. 


The follewing statement was prepared by the Actuary of 
the Treasury on May 23, 1924 It shows a net reduction in 
income taxes of $250,000,000 and in exeise taxes of $111,000,000, 
making a total reduction of $361,000,000 for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1925: 


Estimated revenue of the revenue act of 1924 for the fiscal year ending 
dune 30, 1925 








a , 








’ | Revenue act | Amount of 

Source Present law } of 1924 | reductions 
| a enemies 

4 
Co ae $500, 000, , 008 nn} $608, joe 000 | ee gate 
Internal revenme: ; ano bow } 
individual income and corporation 

eee gene 1, 900, 060, 090 | 1, 650, 000, 000 | $250, 000, 000 
Miscellaneous taxes. _.................. 925, 000, 000 | ou, 000, 000" 111, 000, 008 
wi Total internal-revenue taxes- 2, 825, O00, 000 | 464, 000, 000 | 361, 000, 000 


liscellaneous receipts_.. 


~weennapeadén< $73, 08, O00 | " 473, 000, 000 | 








Total ordinary receipts........... 
Expenditures chargeable against ordi- 
nary receipts (Budget estimate of 
Dec. 3, 1923, mot ineluding additional } 
expenditures authorized or to be au- | 
thorized since that date) ............- 
Exeess of ordinary receipts over 
total expenditures chargeable 
against ordinary receipts .._... 
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Eatate tas 
[Comparison of the rates under the revenue acts of 1921 and 1924] 


' ' 
Net estate (gross estate 
less certain deduct | 





i ; 
| and specific exemption | 
of $50,000) | 


eenenectnntneineme om io —- - 
Not erceed- | Act of Act of 
5 ~ecling . 
Exceeding ing 1924 1921 


} 

} 

-_ ‘ 

| Per cent Per cent | 
| 

} 


' $50,000 | I i 

$5), 000 100, 000 | 2 2 

100, 000 | 150, 000 | 3 2 

150,000 | 250,000 | 4 |} 3 

250, 000 450,000 | 6 | 4 

450,000 | 750,000 | 9 6 

750, 000 1,000,000 | 12 s 

1, 000, 000 1, 500,000 | 15 10 

1, 500, 000 2, 000, 000 1s 12 

2, 000, 000 3,000, 000 | 21 14 

3, 000, 000 4, 000, 000 24 16 

4, 000, 000 5, 000,000 | 27 18 

5, 000, 000 8, 000, 000 0 20 
8, 000, 000 10, 000,000 | % (| 9 | 
10, 000, 0UO Givaniteii “| 40 | 25 


THE M’NARY-HAUGEN BILL 

Congress should not alone be judged by what measures it has 
passed, but it should likewise be judged by certain measures 
which it has defeated. I refer particularly to 
Haugen bill, which would have taken from the Treasury of the 
United States $200,000,000 as an initial appropriation, and it is 
difficult to say what this doubtful enterprise would have eventu- 
ally cost the Government. It was an entire departure from any 
legislation we have ever passed; it was freely admitted by 
advocates of the bill that the real cause of the farmer's present 
bankrupt condition was the fact that he hud to buy in a closed 
market under the Fordney-MeCumber tariff bill, which is cer- 
tainly one of the most iniquitous tariff bills ever passed, and 
which enables the trusts, combines, and monopolies to dictate 
prices, so that to-day the American people are paying more than 
$3,000,000,000 increased prices to benefit these great interests. 
The farmer, having bought in such market, paying prices which 
are double what he paid tn 1914, is compelled to sell in 
market to meet world competition and procures 
price for his grain than he did in 1914 

The advocates of the bill, admitting that the tariff is the cause 
of the farmers’ perplexity, proposed to relieve this condition 
by taxing the American people under this McNary-Haugen bill 
to the extent of $160,000,000 annually, to be taken from the 
pockets of the consumer for the advantage of the wheat-growing 
section of this country, which section, incidentally speaking, 
would pay onty $5,000,000 of this $160,000,000 exaction. It is 
an “inland tariff,” plain and simple. Take, for instanee, my 
own district, comprising some 240,000 people. By the hearings 
before the Agricultural Committee, page 32, it was testified by 
an expert that this exaction would amount to some $2 for 
each person in the United States. That may be a little hich, 
but if his calculation is correct it would mean some $480,000 
to be taken out of the pockets of the consumers of my district 
of Baltimore city as a contribution to the farming interests. 

We might not feel the effects of this se keenly if it really 
helped the farmer, but I do not believe it would. After he 
meandered through the ramifications of the McNary-Haugen 
bill, with its overhead charges, deductions, and so forth, I fear 
he would find himself in a worse plight thafi at present. More- 
over, Suppose you take $160,000,000 or more from the pockets 
of the industrial classes; will they not be required to ask 
for more salaries, and will this salary not be reflected in the 
articles produced by them, and when the farmer comes to pur- 
chase will not his high price exacted from the consumer under 
this bill be absorbed through an increased cost of those things 
which he requires for his comfort and convenience as well as 
for the cultivation of his land? If was, in my opinion, a bad 
bill, and I am glad to have opposed it. 

There are many other measures confronting Congress which 
are perhaps not as dangerous as this; but, collectively, they 
would bankrupt the Treasury or further inject more govern- 
ment into business, which would be most deplorable. 

Talking of more government in business reminds me of the 
campaign slogan of our late President Harding—* More busi- 
ness in gevernment and less government in business.” How 
little his party followed this slogan. The tendency through- 
out this Congress of the Republican Party, and, I regret to 
say, some of my own party, has continued to inject Govern- 
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vision, regulation, or inspection into the affairs of 
and corporations. This tendency has likewise con- 


| able. 


tinued to centralize government at Washington, and the 
bureaucratic system is constantly being extended. When you 
realize that of the 500,000 or more officials and employees 
on} 31, the Congress, are elected by the people, we observe | 
thi bureaucracy, The old slogan of Jetferson, “ The least 
overned is the best governed,” seems largely forgotten, and 
State rights ignored. I believe the proper solution of many 


of our ills is to restore to the States, as far as possible, those 
nherent right were the Constitution. I 
ment close to the people and under close ob- 
public is most likely to be the best govern- 
the master fattens the ox,” and “The 
eye of the public develops good government.” 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Me. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
tend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, the pending bill authorizes 
an appropriation of $75,000,000 for the fiseal year ending June 
30, 1926, and $75,000,000 for the next fiscal year ending June 
30, 1927, as Federal aid to highway construction. 

I ussisted in the enactment of the first good-roads law, ap- 
proved July 11, 1916, and made a speech in its behalf while 
the same was being considered in the House. At that time I 
called attention to the benefits that roads were to all 


Which reserved by 
believe a govern 
servation of the 
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good 


| 





classes of people, those who live in the cities and towns, and | 


who live on the farms. In fact, 
by road construction, 

There are in the United States about 2,250,000 miles of roads 
and, of course, to improve them all would be a gigantic task. 
The primary roads are being improved very rapidly, and under 
the stimulus of the Federal highway act of 1916 and subse- 
quent supplemental acts the various counties and States 
throughout the country are spending large sums of money de- 
rived from taxes and bond issues in the building of roads. 

It is estimated that about 70 per cent of all commerce is 
earried over roads, yet the Government of the United States 
has spent in the aggregate to date only about $400,000,000 
on roads. 

I regard appropriations for agriculture and for roads as in- 
vestments or as productive appropriations. These apprepria- 
tions bring good returns. Hence I very greatly favor more ap- 
propriations for roads and for agriculture and for rural mail 
delivery than I do for the nonproductive purposes—the mainte- 
nance of a great standing army and a navy. 

Immediately upon my return to Congress in December, 1923, 
I introduced a bill, H. R. 8885, amending the Federal highway 
law, by placing “ nontaxable Indian lands, individual and tribal,” 
in the same class with unappropriated public lands. 

The bill which I introduced was an amendment to section 11 
of the act of November 9, 1921. The bill under consideration 
contains the following: 

Sec. 4. That section 11 of the Federal highway act approved Novem- 
ber 9, 1921, as amended and approved by the acts of June 19, 1922, and 
June 30, 1923, is further amended by inserting after each place where 
the words “ unappropriated public lands” occur the words “ and non- 
taxable Indian lands, individual and tribal.” 


those everyone is benefited 


Nontaxable Indian lands are placed in a class with unappro- 
priated public lands. This is a just provision and is of great 
benefit to the Western States, where there are large areas of 
nontaxable Indian lands, some of which have been individ- 
ualized but will be nontaxable for a number of years. Under 
existing law the Federal highway department is authorized to 
pay upon a 50 per cent basis for road construction in various 
States up to the amount to which any State is entitled. This 
provision will permit the Federal Government to pay a higher 
per cent than 50 per cent of the cost for road construction. 
To illustrate: Suppose there are 20 per cent of the lands in any 
State that are nontaxable Indian lands or unappropriated 
public lands, and therefore nontaxable. The Government would 
under this law be authorized to add one-half of this percentage 
to the 50 per cent which it already pays. In other words, one- 
half of the 20 per cent would be 10 per cent, which, added to 
the 50 per cent, would make 60 per cent. If there are 20 per 
cent of unappropriated public lands or nontaxable Indian lands, 
or both, in any State, then the Government from its Federal 
highway fund would pay 60 per cent and the State or county 
40 per cent for the construction of public roads. 

We in Oklahoma have a large amount of Indian lands. In 


the eastern part of the State alone there were 19,500,000 


acres. Some of these 


lands have heen made taxable. All 
have been allotted, but 


great part of them remain nontax- 
This is true with reference to lands allotted to Indian 
tribes in western Oklahoma. 

The chief of the Bureau of Public Roads indorsed this pro- 
vision and recognized that it was fair to place nontaxable 
Indian lands in the same class with unappropriated publi: 
lands. 

Nothing will more greatly aid in the development of the 
country or add more value to farm lands than the building of 
good roads, Over these small arteries of commerce will flow 
the products from the farm to market, and over them the 
mail service will be carried to the door of each farmer through 
out the country. Good roads will bring more comforts and 
conveniences to the rural population and will encourage dis- 
trict schools and greatly aid in the development of the rural 


| population and have a tendency to keep the rural population 
| from concentrating in cities and towns. 


Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. ALMoN]. 

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Speaker, there is no one subject of more 
real interest to all the people than the subject of roads. In 
May, 1916, when I made my maiden speech in this House in 
support of the first bill passed by Congress providing Federal 
aid to the States in the construction of rural post roads, I did 
not realize, or even hope that so much would have been accom- 
plished in road building by this time. I said at that time, 
and many times before, that it was the duty of Congress to 
aid the States and counties in the building of public roads 
and that if Congress would begin making an appropriation for 
this purpose it would do more to create sentiment and interest 
in good roads than anything else, and that it would result in 
the building of all of the principal public roads in this country 
in 20 or 25 years. 

Congress made the beginning at that time, and my prediction 
is being vindicated by what has happened in road construction. 

The total appropriations by Congress since 1916 to this time 
amount to $452,000,000, and this bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Roads, of which 1 have had the honor to be a member 
for the past 10 years, makes provision for an additional $165,- 
000,000 for the two-year period beginning July 1, 1925. 

To give some idea of the increase in amount expended for 
road construction of recent years, I call your attention to the 
fact that in 1904 only $79,500,000 was expended. In 1914 
it had risen to $240,250,000, and in 1921 it rose to $1,150,- 
000,000. This is but a reflection of the increased sentiment for 
better roads. 

At the present rate of appropriations by Congress and the 
States, all of the principal highways will have been 


comn- 
pleted within 10 years’ time. 
The amount of appropriation by Congress which has 
been allotted to the State of Alabama since 1916 is 


more than $10,000,000. The State and counties have matched 
this amount dollar for dollar, and have expended large amounts 
on other roads than the Federal aid roads. The people of 
Alabama have voted a bond issue of $25,000,000 for road con- 
struction. By the time this amount has been expended, and 
the amount appropriated by Congress, together with all other 
sources of revenue, all of the principal rural roads in every 
county in the State should be completed, and we would then 
have good roads that would start somewhere and go somewhere. 

The coming of automobiles and trucks has done much to 
create a better sentiment for good roads. Ten billion dollars 
were expended in 1923 in the United States for automobiles 
and trucks, being one-half the value of all our railroads, and 
only $1,000,000,000 less than all the gold in the world. There 
were 15,000,000 cars and trucks in use in the United States in 
1923, according to the motor vehicle registration in the various 
States. Four States, namely, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
and California, each registered more than a million cars and 
trucks in 1923. There were 126,642 registered in Alabama, the 
State which I have the honor to represent in part. 

One of the best pieces of road legislation in existence is the 
law passed by Congress in 1921, requiring the States to main- 
tain and keep in good order all of the Federal-aid roads; 
this will be the means of preserving the roads, which have 
heretofore been allowed to go to waste for the want of con- 
stant and prompt repairs. 

The Federal-aid road law and Federal highway appropria- 
tions have contributed more to the development of the high- 
way system in the United States than all previous efforts com- 
bined, in that a definite nation-wide, coordinated highway 
system has been established. [Applause.] 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, no subject that comes be- 


fore Congress is of greater interest and importance to the 
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people of the United States than the subject of roads. In 


| 


101% when the Rules of the House were amended so as to | 


oe ycide for forming a Committee on Roads, the most opti- 
nal tie advocate of good roads did not foresee and even dare 
bn ye for the great things that have been accomplished 
sin . that first effective step was taken. To keep history 


“traight, it must not be forgotten that this legislation was | 
ted by a Democratic Congress and signed by a Democratic | 


reecident. Since that first step was taken there has been ap- 

sriated and authorized for the building of public highways 

) he Federal Government, some total of $452,000,000. At 

resent time every State in the Union is cooperating with 

federal Government in this work and receiving aid from 
the Federal Treasury. 

“ow. what is our situation in Congress to-day with respect 
ty this important matter and what is the embarrassment of 
vonr Committee on Roads? Early in the present Congress 
many bills relating to roads were introduced and on March 10 
toot the committee began hearings on road matters with a 

to drafting and presenting to Congress such measures 
»< the committee deemed wise and adequate to meet present 

First to appear and testify before that committee was Mr. 
it, White, president of the American Association of High 

(Mficials. This association held its annual meeting at 

Orleans last December and every State in the Union was 
represented. In this meeting the following resolutions were 

ssed. to wit: 


Federal aid road law and Federal highway appropriations have 
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uted more to the development of the highway system in the | 


States than all previous efforts combined, in that a defi 
n-wide, coordinated highway system has been established 


Highway construction by the Federal Government, States, 
ind other political subdivisions has been stimulated to a degree 
far in excess of the actual Federal funds appropriated. The 
resolution further declared that for the fiscal years 1925, 1926, 
rl 1927, $100,000.000 will be authorized to be appropriated 
for the carrying forward of this work. In January last the 

mirman of the Committee on Roads [Mr. DoweLx] introduced 

Congress a bill providing for the authorization of $100,- 
Oon.O00> per annum for the fiscal years 1925, 1926, and 1927. 
\liso the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Rorston], who is a 
nember of the committee, introduced a bill authorizing $100, 
080.000 for the three years of 1926, 1927, and 1928S. I myself 

roduced a bill in January last calling for a three-year pro- 

im, fiscal years of 1925, 1926, and 1927, inclusive, of $100,- 
wooo per annum. Other bills along the same lines were 

troduced by Representative AnMon and other members of 
the committee. The Chief of the Bureau of Roads, Mr. Me- 
lowell, representing the Agriculture Department, which is 

reed with the carrying out of the highway act, appeared 

so before our committee and testified that the Secretary of 
\criculture and himself had discussed the matter with the 
Director of the Budget, and after very careful consideration 
came to the conclusion that $85,000,000 per year fairly 
sents the amount necessary to carry forward the present 
wogram without expansion. We thought certainly that Con- 
<< would authorize sums not smaller than the ones recom- 
tuted by the Secretary of Agriculture, Chief of the Bureau of 


toads, and the Director of the Budget, this being $15,000,000 


) innum below the amount recommended and urged by the 


\r 


rican Association of Highway Officials and $15,000,000 
nv the amounts expressed by the members of the committee 
that had heard all of the evidence and had given this matter 
me and eareful consideration. 
Now, what happened? By the time the committee were 
dy to draft the bill it was informed in some way by those in 
irge of this Congress—the steering committee, I suppose— 
that unless the committee would agree to bring in a bill of 
$75,000,000 per annum nothing whatever would be done by 
this Congress. We were arbitrarily given to understand that 
ould take this or take nothing, and if we reported a bill 
irrying a larger amount it would not get consideration. So 
are here to-day under a suspension of the rules, with no 


opportunity to amend and with only 40 minutes for debate and | 


consideration of one of the most important measures that has 


been before this body. If this bill had been brought in and | 


opportunity given for debate and amendment, there is no ques- 
tion in my mind but what this Congress would authorize at 
least eighty-five or one hundred million dollars per annum for 
this great work. The last appropriation made for the good 
roads by a Democratic Congress was the year of 1921 and the 
amount was $100,000,000. When the Republican Congress came 
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in the appropriation was cut for the fiscal year 1922 to $75,- 
000,000, in 1923 to $50,000,000, which was just one-half the 
amount authorized by the Democrats the last year before the 
matter was turned over to a Republican Congress. So this is 
one thing, I suppose, where the Republicans can claim that they 
have done one-half as well for the farmers and the people of 
the country as the Democrats There is certainly no other 
action or other part, so far as I know, where they have dono 
one-half as well. 
The Democratic Party gave to the country the first | 

guaranteeing Federal aid for the construction 


of publie roads 
aus I have before stated, and the entire 


country, every state 
every county, and every community has received great benetits 
from this legislation. Encouraged by this Federal aid, all the 
States have taken on new life in road building, have formed 
highway departments, have provided for raising funds to match, 
and in many cases, as in my own State, have gone far beyond 
the amount provided for by the National Government About 
$10,500,000 in all have been alloted to North Carolina by the 
Federal Government, and the State has provided a fund of 
$65,000,000 to use along with the Federal money, and North 
Carolina is going forward with one of the finest highway 
systems in America. To-day, in fact, at this very hour, there 
is being held in North Carolina, under the 


auspices of our 
State highway commission, the greatest 


road-building and 
roud-maintenunce demonstration ever held in any country 
The Pan American Highway Commission from seven South 
American countries are in attendance, studying our road-build 
ing and road-construction methods. Secretary Hoover selected 
North Carolina from all the States of the Union to hold this 
demonstration on account of the wonderful highway 
ments and our matchless highway organization, 
Hon. Frank Page, who is a wizard in road 

With the wonderful benefits that have come to the country 
from the aid that has been given by the Federal 
it is a shame, vea, if 


develop 
headed by 
building 


Governmen! 
is a crime, to cripple this great work at 
this time by failing to provide sufficient funds to carry on the 
present program. 

The farmers of the country to-day are in distress, and in the 
West and Northwest they are in poverty and bankruptcy 
still this session of the present Republican Congress i 
to a close without affording any adequate relief. 

The President and his Secretary of 


ane 
drawing 


the Treasury sent to 
Congress a tax measure which they said was the 
all financial wisdom, though neither Congress nor the Re 
publican Party leaders seem to think so, as the tax bill pro 
posed by the President could not receive one-half the Republi 
can strength in Congress. When it comes to a matter of reHef 
for the farmer it seems that neither the President and hi 
Cabinet nor this Republican Congress can agree on anything 
They had the McNary-Haugen bill, which was an unworkable 
and impracticable and crazy measure, and, that failing, the 
have nothing else to suggest. The condition of the farmer is 
so appalling that, of course, it is difficult by legislation to 
give him prompt and effective relief. He has been fooled and 
deceived so long by the Republican Party and been fed up 
on so many quack remedies that nothing can be done that w 

immediately restore his former prosperous condition Llow 
ever, much could have been done for him if 
begun at the proper time 


essence ol 


this Congress had 
The high-tariff tax which has bur 
dened him under this administration could and should 
been reduced, and freight rates could and should have been re 
duced. A cooperative system of marketing could and should 
have been provided, and we could and should make i 


have 


creased 


appropriations for building public roads which benefit. pri 
marily the farmer and rural sections and incidentally the 
dwellers in the cities and towns as well. However, it is per 


fectly manifest that nothing helpful to the farmer will come 
from this administration The Democrats, while in power, 
gave the farmer the rural credit law, good roads law, parcel 
post law, farm demonstration law, and, above all, the greatest 
prosperity ever witnessed by any country. ‘his prosperity 
was enjoyed by not only the farmer but by every class of 
our people. More banks have failed in the last 12 months 
under this Republican administration than failed under the 
entire eight years of the Wilson administration. More farmers 
have lost their homes, more distress, and more suffering than 
has ever been known before in the history of this Republic 
The remedy is to change doctors. Restore the country to the 


hands of the Democratic Party, the party of honesty, the party 


| of prosperity, the party of high ideals, the party of all the 
| people. Then, and not until then, can the country expect any 


permanent relief, 
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" 
Mr. ALMON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DOUGHTON, Yes, 
Mr. ALMON, Were we not told, members of the Roads Com- 
mittee, that we would have to take the $75,000,000 or that we 


this session of Congress? 
is the information that came to us, 
the Roads Committee were 


anything at 
Mr. DOUGHTON. ‘That 


but I do not believe the members of 


woutd not get 


in favor of that. They were all enthusiastic, and if they had 
their way we would have had $100,000,000, because they intro- 
duced bills for that amount 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina .has expired. 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield the remainder of my 


time to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Ropston]. 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. 
he Jiouse, the act 
| fiscal year beginning July 1, 1924. 


or roads for the 


of 1922 provides for $75,000,000 of Federal aid 
The bill now 


i 
i 
before us carries $150,000,000 for Federal aid to the States in 
building highways for the two years beginning July 1, 1925. 
I strongly favored $200,000,000 instead of $150,000,000. ‘Good 
roads are of great economic value. I think it wise to build our | 


4 highways, a 
the benefit A 
on the farm. 


system of soon as so that we may reap 
ew years ago a majority of our population was 


‘Vo-day a substantial majority of our people live 


POSSLDIK 


in the cities and industrial centers. One of the very great 
problems of to-day is to provide for the distribution of food, 
clothing, fuel, and shelter for our rapidly increasing millions of 
population fhis problem will grow more pressing as the years 
come and go. The producers and consumers of the Nation 
mu be brought into more intimate and closer relation. Our 
rail and water lines and highways bear the same relation to 


e of the country that the circulatory system—veins 

bear to the human body. We have spent perhaps 
$25,000,000,000 in developing our rail and water transportation 
These are very essential to the welfare of the Nation 
and must be extended and perfected. Dut we have neglected the 
most important means of transportation. I refer to the high- 
ways. Perhaps 75 per cent of the commerce of this country is 
carried over the highways, and practically all of our commerce 
uses the highways for some part of its journey. It was found 
a few years ago that over one-half of the perishable prod- 
ucts. such as fruit and vegetables, was lost because of bad roads. 
The highways must be brought to the stere, factory, and shop 
and at the same time be in intimate touch with the forest, mine, 
and farm. The Nation’s problem is to work out and construct 
the finest and best system of highways in the world and to 
eoordinate rail, water, and highway transportation to the end 
that we may bave more adequate, more economical, and more 
efficient means of transportation. [Applause.] 


the commer 
nnd arteries 


lines. 


only 


RAIL AND HIGHWAY D®SVELOPMENT 


It is interesting to note the difference in the development of 
the highways and railroads in European countries and the 
United States. European countries were slowly built up by 
the gradual spreading of the industries and culture of the 
people from a single center or a relatively small number of 
centers. Their highways were the framework on which their 
national industries were built. These highway systems for 
the most part came many years before the invention of the 
steam locomotive. The steam locomotive made possible the 
extension of the local road system by the construction of cor- 
related rail lines for the longer haul. Their national develop- 
ment has progressed from the center outward. European 
growth has been intensive and ours has been extensive. Euro- 
pean countries expanded outward from the center; our devel- 
opment has taken place from the outward toward the center. 
This difference was brought about entirely through the differ- 
ence of the development of our transportation facilities. By 
the accident of invention the railroad came to this country at 
the early beginning of our history, instead of after long cen- 
turies of slow growth. Up to the time the steam locomotive 
came to our country we were building our roads westward 
from the eastern settlements. Settlements and highways mile 
by mile forged westward. The railroad changed the course 
of this development. Instead of a slow westward migration, 
the railroad made possible a development from numerous widely 
separated centers. We became a railroad country; a country 
of magnificent distances; a vast territory continent wide. It 
would have taken us centuries perhaps to reach our present 
stage of growth and development had it not been for the in- 
vention of the railroad. By means of the railroad we control 
this great continent. No wonder the railroad should captivate 
the imagination of the people. No wonder we should come to 
think of it as America’s principal servant in the transporta- 
tion field.. 1 survey with pride our wonderful rail and water 


Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of | 
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lines of transportation. They should be enlarged and per 
fected. We need them as much as ever to take care of thi 
long haul. [Applause.] 
GROWTH OF HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION 

Our railroads cross the country east, west, north, and south. 
Our population and commerce have expanded by leaps an 
bounds. With this has come a phenomenal growth in the 
use of highways for commerce. According to a survey mad 
by the United States Bureau of Public Roads the use of thi 
highway has increased fully 50 per cent in the last three years 
They found in their investigation the transportation of freight 
by highway in the State of Connecticut alone during 1922 
amounted to 150,000,000 ton-miles. To do this amount of 
hauling, a train of one hundred 5-ton trucks would have to circuit 
the earth twelve times. Other States, such as New York, Massa- 
chusetts, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, have out- 
stripped this remarkable record. It may reasonably be as 
sumed that the motor vehicle is now handling 60,000,000,000 
ton-miles of passenger and freight traffic each year. They are 
doing it more quickly, more economically, and with less break- 
age than rail and water lines. In fact, in the great commercial 
sections of this country, while we have the greatest and finest 
rail and water systems of transportation in the world, they 
can not begin to handle the commerce of the country, and at 
certain seasons of the year they must place an embargo on 
certain products and commodities. Just at the time the coun- 
try was becoming thickly settled and the country needed a 
quick and economical short-haul means of transportation the 
motor vehicle makes its appearance. 

TUREER HUNDRED TO TWENTY MILLIONS 

In 1895 there were only 300 autos in the United States and 
no motor trucks. By 1900 this number had increased to 
14,000 ; in 1905 te 78,000; in 1910 they had increased to 468,000 ; 
in 1912 we reached the million mark; in 1915 we had 2,500,000 ; 
in 1920 we had jumped to 9,000,000; and to-day 16,000,000 
motor vehicles are on the highways of this country, and it is 
conservatively estimated before the end of 1925 we will have 
20,000,000 motor vehicles. We now have about 85 per cent 
of all the motor vehicles of the world, representing an invest- 
ment to the American people of at least $10,000,000,000, 

DEVELOPMENT OF FEDBRAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM 


With the coming of the motor vehicle some farseeing men in 
Congress and out began to visualize a revolution in our mean 
of transportation and the necessity for improved highwiays. 
Among the real leaders of these pioneers were Mr. M. ©. 
Eldridge, now with the American Automobile Association, anil 
Congressman Brownlow, of Tennessee. 

Transportation by motor vehicle had so developed by the year 
of 1910 that we began to realize that the motor vehicle was 
literally destroying the old-fashioned macadam roads faster 
than they could be built, and we had practically no other kin«d 
of reads at that time. We had very few miles of good roads 
judged by present standards. Congress appropriated a smal! 
sum of money to build a few miles in various sections of 
the country to show the States how to build roads. At that 
time the construction ef roads was considered the problem o! 
each individual county, but the county did not and could not 
solve the problem. The many friends of good reads turned to 
the States for the solution of this problem, but the States did 
not and could not solve it. Finally the advocates of this great 
movement began to see it as a combined county, State, and 
national problem, and they turned to Cengress, and Congress 
between 1917 and 1921 appropriated $275,000,000 to aid the 
States in the construction of highways. This action on the 
part of Congress accomplished at least two great purposes. It 
greatly stimulated activity and sentiment for good roads 
throughout the Nation and led to the creation of highway de- 
partments in each of the 48 States; but the Federal plan was 
found to be inherently weak in at least three very important 
particulars. The Federal road act did not provide for a con- 
nected and coordinated system of highways. It did not provid 
for the standardization of the highways as to width, material, 
and construetion. It failed to provide for the upkeep and main- 
tenance of the roads when once constructed. 

Roads were being built everywhere and billions were being 
spent without any regard to a connected system and without 
any regard to a standard of width, material, or construction, 
and no provision was made for their maintenance and upkeep. 
Roads started nowhere and ended nowhere. It was found that 
roads were not repaired and maintained and were going to 
pieces as fast as they were being built. During this period of 
Federal participation of highway construction the Federal road 
bureau and the State highway departments, under the able 
leadership of Dtrector Thomas McDonald and the road commit- 
tees of Congress, made extensive studies of this subject. The 
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result of these studies, investigations, and experiments was 


crystallized in the Federal highway act of November 9, 1921. | 


I had charge of this bill in the House. I know of the great 
contributions made to this splendid and constructive measure 
by the persons and agencies that I have mentioned. 


INTERSTATE AND INTERCOUNTY 


There were some who wanted this great system to be inter- 


state only. That is, one or two great highways running through | 


each State, Others of us desired this to be intercounty and | 


interstate. We wanted all of the county seats and all sections 
of the Nation united and brought together in this fine system, 
and this law contemplates just such a system. The counties 
and States are now and will continue to build lateral roads 
leading into this system and extending to the forest, farm, 
shop, factory, and store; in other words, brings the con- 
sumers and producers of the Nation together. When this 
system is completed 85 per cent of the people of the Nation 
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great standing army, yet the standing Army costs this counts 
about $300,000,000 a year, and a like sum is nev 
Navy. 
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essary tor 


GOOD ROADS PAY 


There are those who would obstruct the road nr 
complain of the cost rhis can only be due to lack of know! 
edge of the facts. You can not find any group of people in 
the North or East where they have built good roads saying 
that they can not afford them. They are enlarging their road 
programs. The fact is, the people who are using the Vs 
are paying for the roads. Motor vebicles paid in war-excise 
taxes alone up to June 30, 1923, a total of $589,012,021 Up to 
June 30, 1923, Federal aid for roads amounted to less than 
$400,000,000. Motor vehicles contributed to State and the Fed 


| eral Governments in license fees and other taxes in the yea 


will live on a good road or within 2 miles of this great system, | 


and in time the lateral roads will bring a good road to prac- 
tically all of our people. [Applause.] 


170,000 MILES IN SYSTEM 


The act of November 9, 1921, provides for a great coordinated 
system of highways, intercounty and interstate in character, 


embracing a total of 170,000 miles. This system, when it is | 


completed, will penetrate every city, industrial center, and | 


practically every section of the Nation, and will be the finest, 
greatest, and best system of highways in the world. Prior to 
1921 the counties, States, and Federal Government had built 
and surfaced about 400,000 miles of road. These were like the 
railroads of this country in the beginning. They were dis- 
jointed and disconnected. A few years ago we had all of the 
railroads made standard gauge and tied together so that to-day 


a car or engine placed on any railroad can be shifted to every | 


part of the country. It was the thought of the friends of this 
road measure to provide a means whereby all of the highways 
in the country would be joined together so that a person get- 
ting on a good road in one part of the country could travel to 
all parts of the country on a good road. This Federal highway 


system is the key to the highway development of the whole | 


country. We have already completed about 60,000 miles of this 
great Federal system. We are building at the rate of about 
10,000 miles per year. If we keep up our present program, we 
will finish the system in about 10 years. I might say that the 
States are also building about 10,000 miles of other roads each 
year. The States and Nation are completing about 20,000 
miles of hard-surfaced roads annually. Under this Federal 
highway act all of these roads will be united together. They 
will be of that width and character of material suitable for 
the traffic, and when these roads are once constructed the 
States must maintain them and keep them in good order con- 
stantly. Another great advantage about this Federal highway 
act is that the Government puts up one-half of the cost and 
the State must put up the other one-half. Under the old law 
the counties matched the Federal aid. Of course this meant 
that good roads could not be built through poor counties 


Under the present law this great system will go forward | 


through the poor counties as well as the rich counties. 
Mr. ALMON, Does the gentleman mean to convey the idea 
that an appropriation of $75,000,000 a year will complete it in 


10 years, in face of the evidence of all of the highway officials | 


that it would take $100,000,000 per year for 10 years? 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I have always and I still 
strongly favor the $100,000,000 per year program. 

Mr. ALMON. But we are not getting it in this bill. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. This bill provides for $150,- 
000,000 for two years. To carry forward the present program 
at the rate we are going would require about $85,000,000 per 
year, and with this we could complete the system in about 10 
years. As I have stated heretofore, I strongly favor the $100,- 
000,000 per year program. I want this system completed as 
s00n as possible. Build them now and get the benefits from 
them. [Applause.] 

NATIONAL DEFENSS 


This great Federal highway system contemplates anothe> 
thing. The Nation in looking to its safety in the future must 
have in mind roads that can be used for military purposes for 
moving men and materials in time of war. About 60,000 miles 
of this 170,000-mile system have been mapped out as military 
roads and will in the event of war be used to mobilize the man 
power and resources of the Nation. In my judgment the build- 
ing of this system of highways means more to the permanent 
national defense of this country than any sum we put in » 


of 1923 about $450,000,000, and the amount will be even create: 
this year. We can see that the motor vehicles are contribnutir sv 
their full share and more for the construction of highways 
Instead of tollgates, we have set up gasoline stations and sold 
license tags. I am happy to say that the owners of moto 
vehicles do not object to paying taxes and license fees, but 
roads. They want good roads because of comfort, and. for 
the reason it costs only about one-half as much to operate and 
maintain a motor vehicle on a good road as it does on a dirt 
road. It has also been found, after actual investigation on the 
Boston Post Road, that the saving in gasoline alone in 11 year 
would pay the cost and interest for the construction of that 
hard-surfaced road. In other words, the motor users will save 
enough on the average road in gasoline and repairs to pay the 
cost of the road and interest in 11 years. We must either do 
away with the motor vehicle or build the roads. Neither the 
sensible farmer, the merchant, the stockman, the factory owner, 
or the wholesaler desires the road-building program stopped 
or curtailed 


they do insist on having this money economically spent for good 


a 


UREAT FW ROADS GOOD Ri RD 


Congress and the States have faith in the Integrity ond 
ability of Director McDonald. His bureau has administered 
the largest fund at the least overhead expense of perhaps an 
other branch of the Government. The leadership of himself and 
associates has been of very great value to the road builders of 
the States and the Nation Director McDonald, among other 
things, urges: 

1. That there be a classification of all highways and a clear 
definition of the Federal, State, and loeal responsibility. The 
designation of a Federal-aid system upon which the joint funds 
of the National and State Governments are to be expended is 
mandatory under the Federal highway act. The Stute system 
and leeal roads should, and no doubt will, coincide and fit in 
with the Federal-aid system. In this way we will have one great 
unified system of highways. 

2. The next requirement is the establishment of a truly ade 
quate State highway department in every State—a State agency 
free to function independently of county support, empowered 
with full authority over the roads of the Federal-aid and 
State systems, and equipped with personnel and material re 
sources consistent with the responsibility imposed upon if 
This can not be done in a single year; it is a long-time job 
It is therefore highly important that there be maintained that 
continuity of well-considered policy which will insure the attain 
ment of the end in the shortest possible time. Permanence of 
employment for capable and efficient officers without political 
interference is a first essential. Road building is a developing 
science. The experience of the capable specialist is too valuable 
to be lightly discarded with every change of the political com 
plexion of the State administration 

8. The third Federal requirement and the third guiding 
principle is the provision of ample funds for State road con 
struction and maintenance and the expenditure of such funds 
by the State highway department without dictation from local 
interests. . All the experience of the past points to the positive 
necessity of such a provision for the successful completion of a 
connected State road system, 

With these principles adopted, the State will be equipped to 
proceed with the development of the main roads. The county, 
free of the burden of providing for the expensive roads, which 
are the concern of the entire State, can apply their resources to 
the improvement of the lateral or local roads and the assistance 
of the Federal Government will insure the building of the maiu 
State roads and the interstate connections 

LESS WAR, MORE ROADS 
Our Nation excels all others in man power, in natural re 


sources, and wealth. The building of good roads is of great 
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econotmnic necessity as well as great value to the Nation. Tet 
us build them now and reap the benefit. Let us bring the 
producers and consumers together. Let us conserve the in- 

nt of billions in motor vehicles. Let us complete for 
the greatest and finest nation in the world the greatest and 
finest system of highways in the world. Good roads mean real 
proparednes Let us have less war and more of improved 
highways. ‘This means more and better farms and farmers, | 


better prices for the 
cheaper 


| ! 
RCILOOLS, 


farmer and less 
adequate transportation facilities, better 
hetter churches, better homes, and a more contented 


and more 


wnd prosperous, united, and powerful nation. [Applause. ] 
Phe SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired. All time has expired. 
Mr ALMON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary = inquiry. 


Would it be in order now or at any stage 
to submit a unanimous-consent request 
changing the amount? 

The SVEAKER. It would not. 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa 
puss the bill as amended. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair, 
two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were sus- 
pended and the bill was passed. 


in the proceedings 
to amend the bill by 


The question is on the, mo- 
to suspend the rules and 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced thet the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (FL. R. 8233) mak- 
ing appropriations for the Executive Office and sundry inde- 
pendent execntive bureaus, bourds, commissions, and oflices for 
the fiseal year endimg June 30, 1925, and fer other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL 


Mr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that this day they had presented to the President of 
the United States for his appreval the following bills: 

H.R. 5078. An act making appropriations for the Department 
of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for 
other purposes ; 

LL R. 8961, An act for the relief of Frank Stincheomb. 

H.R. 5325. An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in any 
claims which the Choetaw and Chickasaw Indians may have 
against the United States, and fer other purposes ; 

Ii. R, 2607. An act for the relief of Jesse L. Meeks; 

It. R. 4985. An act to repeal the first proviso of section 4 of 
an act to establish a national park in the Territory of Hawaii, 
approved August 1, 1916; and 

H.R. 905. An act for the relief of Gerard E. Bess. 

EVENING SESSION 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, it seems very evident that 
if we are to have any further consideration of the Consent 
Calendar it will have to be to-night. 

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. The Consent Calendar or the 
Private Calendar? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The Consent Calendar. The considera- 
tion of the Private Calendar, of course, will depend upon the 
completion of the Consent Calendar. 

Mr, LINTHICUM. 
night, when we considered it last night? 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Because the Consent Calendar is in 
order. I hope that opportunity may arrive to-morrow, to take 
up, by unanimous consent, the Private Calendar. Of course, 


it can not be done otherwise. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. ‘To-morrow, or to-morrow evening? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I can not tell. No one knows what the 
situation will be. 1 think it will be necessary, even if we con- 
clude the consideration of the Consent Calendar to-night, to 
preserve an attendance here to-night. Some important busi- 
ness may have to be transacted which may come ovér from the 
Senate, although I have no definite assurance on that. I ask 
unanimous consent that the House stand in recess between 
6.30 o'clock to-night and 8 o'clock to-night, with the expecta- 
tion of going on with the Consent Calendar at 8 o'clock, inter- 
rupted, possibly, by other business, 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, 1 would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio, Will the 
session to-night be for the consideration of matters now on the 
Consent Calendar only? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not know what the gentleman 
means. It will be on the Consent Calendar and possibly be 


interrupted by business coming over from the Senate. 


cost to the consumer, | 


| 





Why take up the Consent Calendar to- 


LECORD—HOUSE 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest this evening he 
certainly would not recognize any suspensions and there would 
not be any business of that kind. The Chair would suggest it 
might be open to include messages from the Senate and action 
upon them. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That was my suggestion, Mr. Speak« 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, for information, 
these things coming over from the Senate under wuanim: 
consent would be still subject to objection? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. This would not be a unanimous-consent 
session. The Consent Calendar is in order, just as any business 
is in order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, would not the gentleman from 
Ohio make it from 6 to 8 o'clock and give Members a chance to 
get a breathing spell between working hours? If he will give 
us between 6 and 8, we can come back feeling fresh. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I never saw the gentleman from Texas 
when he did not feel that way. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am working hard now, I will tell the 
gentleman. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. If it is the desire of the House to have 
two hours for a recess, very well. 

Mr. BLANTON. That would give us a chance to get a breath- 
ing space. 

Mr. WINGO. Some might be too fresh. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. At the request of the gentleman from 
Texas I modify my request and put it that the House shall 
stand in recess between 6 and 8 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I trust gentlemen will preserve a full 
attendance this evening. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I call up the con- 
ference report on the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the conference re- 
port. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[After a pause.] The 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (HF. R. 
8839) making appropriations for the Government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole or 
in part against the revenues of such District for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have been wnable to agree. 


Cc. R. Davis, 
FRANK H. FUNK, 
W. A. AYREs, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
LAWRENCE C. PHIppPs, 
W. L. JoNngEs, 
L. Hetster Batt, 
Carter GLASS, 
EK. I. Epwaxpbs, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
tion of the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Is it a complete disagreement; if so, it 
does not require action. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up 
a matter here to section No. 1 of the bill, which is a section 
that we have had an absolute disagreement upon. The House 
yoted upon that the other day, and I would—— 

Mr. BLANTON. I want it to be understood that all points 
of order are reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Of course. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. There will be plenty of time to 
reserve points of order when I get through, when I submit 
this motion. After meeting the Senate conferees yesterday 
afternoon a suggestion was made by the Senate conferees. 
The House conferees did not agree upon ft at all, and I for one 
proposed, and I think my other conferees agreed with me, that 
we would submit the proposition made by the Senate conferees 
to the House at this time and ask the House in substance 
what they though of it. I will say, furthermore, after we got 
a little further, which I did not agree upon and neither did 
my conferees, we now wish to submit the following for the 
consideration of the House at the request of the Senate con- 
ferees. 


Mr. Speaker, I move the adap- 
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rhe SPEAKER. 


The gentleman from Minnesota submits a 
ie Cle Will report. 
e Clerk read as follows: 

M Davis of Minnesota moves to amend the amendment of the 
lk . to the amendment of the Senate No. 1, as follows: In Heu 
of e matter inserted by the amendment of the House insert the 


following: 


+ 


| 
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| 
| 
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rhirty per cent of cach of the following sums, except those herein | 


d to be paid erwise,”” and on page 1 of the bill, after the 





¢ 12 clause, insert the following: 

rhat a committee to be composed of three Senators, to be ap- 
1 1 by the President of the Senate, and three Representatives, 
{ appointed by the Spe ‘r of the Llouse of Representatives, and | 





residents of the Dist: 


} } 
ct of Columbia, to be appointed by the 


P dent of the United States, is created and is uthorized and 
4 t quire into the present il relations between the United 
‘ ; and the District of Columbia, with a view of ascertaining and | 
* ting to Congress whether the United States should contribute a 
or lump-sum amount annually as its share of appropriations for 
4 1) rict f Columbia or mtinue upon a percentage proportion 


and, if so, what the proportion should be. 


Che committee is further autborized and directed to inquire into 

{ of the government of the District of Columbia with de- 
' and br he f the Government of the United States with 
view of ascertaining and reporting whether there should be vested 

i! licers cer l es and responsibilities in connection 

ations | expenditures of the District of 

{ ( 1 in the |! i ! rs 

it So thy i T dl 1 directed to make a s ey 
,dministrative services of the gevernment of the District of 
report what 2 f any, may be desirable or ex- | 

and necessary in the present municipal organization, particu 

r should it find, and recommend, the Federal Government should 
fixed lump sum nnually as its shere of appropriation 


t 


That the officers and employees of all administrative services of 


Columbia in the present percentage basis. 


overnment of the Distriet of Calumbia shall furnish to the com- | 


formation regarding powers, duties, activities, organiza- 
ethods of business as the committee may from time to 
t require, and the committee, or any of its employees, when duly 
rized by the committee, shall have access to aud the right to 
examine any books, documents, papers, or records of any administra- 
tive service for the purpose of securing information needed by the com- 
ttee in the prosecution of its work 


‘The committee shall report its findings and recommendations rela- 


tive to all matters herein contained to the Senate and House, re 
gn vely, on or before the first Monday in January, 1925. 
For the payment of salaries of employees, for printing and bind- 


in ind other necessary expenses of the committee, there is appro- 
priated 80 per cent out of the Treasury of the United States and 
7 nt out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, the sam 


£5,000, to be paid out upon vouchers approved by the chairman 
or acting chairman of the committee.” 


Mr. SANDERS of Indiana, I think sufficient has been read 
to show it is subject to the point of order, and I make the 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman will state his point of order. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. The point of order—I am not at 
all sure whether at the present stage the amendment could be 
at all, but certainly this amendment is not proper, be- 
cause it is not germane to either the House bill or the House 
amendment to the Senate amendment. The amendment just 
offered must be germane to the bill and it must be germane 
to the Senate amendment just the same as if we were consid- 
ering an original amendment, and this is an appropriation 
bil = 

‘he SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is very clear that this 
is subject to a point of order, that it is not germane to the 
uneidment, and moreover it seems to the Chair it is addi- 
tional legislation on an appropriation bill, and the Chair sus- 
tains the point of order, 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Will the gentleman from Minnesota yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The Chair sustained the point 
of order. 

Mr. BLANTON. Regular order. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Will not the gentleman submit the first 
part of the proposition, which is not subject to a point of order? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I want to make a motion right 
now. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further insist upon 
its amendment to the amendment of the Senate No. 1 and fur- 
ther insist on its disagreement to all the remaining amend- 
ments of the Senate, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Davis of Minnesota moves to further insist upon the ame 
ment to the amendment of the Senate No. 1, and that it further imsists 
upon the disagreement to all the remaining 1en(iments of the Senate 

The question was taken, and the Speaker ounced the ayes 


seemed to have It 


Mr. BLANTON. I ask for a division, so that the gent 


ask 1} ‘ n 
may know how many of us are with him 

The House divided: and there were yes 98, noes 3, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

FOREIGN COMMERC! RVI OF IE UNITED 3 

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Speaker, I move to s end the rules 
and pass the bill H, R. T084 as amended 

The SPEAKER The Clerk will report the bill 

The Clerk began the reading of the bill 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee Mr. S ker, it 1 lifficult to 
follow the reading verv well Is the CT . re d iz the bill ex- 
actly as reported from the commiftté ) 

Mr. WINSLOW He is not. There are amen nts there 
for the purpose of clarifying tl lang ‘ he bill to 
make the language nform to the nomenclature of the lan- 
enace of the « Tr departments 

Mr. GARRETT of Te ssee li | gentle nh l ¢ “a 
cop) of the hill there? 

Mr. WINSLOW Yes 

TT} Clerk 1 ra P 
A bill (H. R 4) to lish in t I r ) lb 

( he I ef Cor len ' 7 

ice of the t ted Sta nd fer otber ‘ 

Re it enacted ; rt he } ? ¢} t ° 
r ien na Deon Co ‘ D I t ‘ . 
foreign n ! f th ‘ 7 ' ’ 
as th for n j ) } { ) led 
n the fol t der and to be } wn . — 
grade) omnu ‘ ) ! il at 
tact tra mm ner ! r ‘ 

Sec. 2. Under the directior t h i 
ift re ? d to 3 1 
meree service shall 

(a) Pron the f gn I ! 

(b) Inve rat n ¢ I 1 l 
trial conditions 1 activities fore! un i i 
commercial pect f leulty ! fa zr, minin ! ry, 
shipping, transportation, finance, labor, and legislation, and of all other 
activities in foreign countries which Ly ‘ ‘ reial 
or industrial interest fo t United States; ut thi indivision shall 
not be construed as affecting the functions of any other officers of the 
United States in respect to thé ollect nd report of p and 
livestock production statistics, the p tion of Amer n indards 
for agricultural products, and exclusively scientific investigations 

(c) Perform such other duties as the Secretary may } 
nection with the promotion of f! industries i mmer he 
United States; 

(d) Collect, under regulations promulgated ie | ident, from 
the heads of all regularly ‘tablished offices of the United States in 
foreign countries and from special investigators ther than confid 
tial agents) such information as may he « utial to the performance, 
without unnecessary duplication, of th funct s d ed 1 sub 
livision (d); 

(e) Make such inspections of the foreign comm servi as the 


may direct 





(a) The Secretary is authorized t eppoint officers of the 


foreign commerce service, but only after igibility has been determined 


by examinations held by the Civil Service Commission and the Depart- 
ment of Commerce in coordination, except hat the S« etal n vy. with 
the approval of the Civil Service Commiasiot ippoint wit ut uch 
examination any person who, prior to th at which th uct takes 
effect, has served, or has passed an examination for appointment is 
commercial attaché, assistant commercial attaché, trade commi ner, 
division bead, assistant trade commissionet ommercial ag ‘ al 
agent in the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Cor 

(b) The Secretary shall ppoint ich officer of the f gn om- 
merce service to a grade specified in section 1, and to one of the follow- 
ing classes, and shall fix his compensation within the lary range 
specified for such class: ¢ ss 1, $8,000 to $10,000; class 2, $7,000 to 
$9,000; class 3, $6,000 to $8,000; class 4, $5,000 to $7,000 iss 
$4,000 to $6,000; class 6, $3,000 to $5,00 clasa 7 low ) 
In making appointments to a grade and « 1 in xing « pensa- 
tion the Secretary shall take into consideration the examination and 


record of th ff r and the post to which assigned. 

(c) The Secretary is authorized to promote or demote in grade or 
class, to increase or decrease within the salary range fixed for the 
class the compensation of, and to separate from the service officers of 
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t ! mmerce service, but in so doing the Secretary shall take 
into considerat records of efficiency maintained under his direction. 
\ f the foreign commerce service may be assigned 


United St for a period of not more than three years 
char in grade, class, or salary, or with such change as the 
lire 
; a) Su t to the requirements of the il service laws and | 
he Secretary | ithorized to appoint, fix the compensation of, 
promot demote nd separate from the service ich clerks and other 
istants for ficers of ‘the forelgn commerce service as he may deem 
ry 
(b) When authorized by the Secretary and in accordance with the 
regulation of tl Civil Service Commission, officers of the foreign 
commer may employ in a foreign country, from time to time, | 
fix the compensation of, and separate from the service such clerical and 
subcler l assistants as may be necessary. 
Sy 5. (a \ny officer of the foreign commerce service designated 
t » Secretary of Commerce shall, through the Department of State, | 
t regularly and officially attached to the diplomatic mission of the 
United States In the country in which he is to be stationed. If any 


stationed 


the United 


such officer is to be in a country in 


States, 


which there is no diplo- 
proper recognition and standing, 
with full facilities for discharging his official duties, shall be arranged 
by the Depart Th 


matic mission of 


ment of State 


Secretary of State may reject the 
name of any such officer if in his judgment the assignment of such 
officer to the post designated would be prejudicial to the publie policy 


of the United States 


(b) No officer of the foreign commerce service shall be considered as 
having the character of a public minister. 

Sec. 6. (a) Any officer, clerk, employee, or assistant of the Bureau 
of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, while on duty outside the conti- 
nental limits of the United States and away from the post to which he 
is assigned, shall be entitled to receive his necessary traveling expenses 
and his actual expenses, in an amount not exceeding $10 per day fixed 
by the Secretary, incurred for sabsistence, including, at the discretion 
of the Seeretary, expenses for subsistence for the entire period while 
attending a trade gathering, congress, or conference, and, in any other 
case, for the entire period (but not exceeding 60 days) while remaining 


continuously in any one place, except that the Secretary is author- 


ized to prescribe a per diem allowance not exceeding $8 in lieu of 
subsistence. 
(b) The Secretary may authorize any officer of the foreign com- 


merce service to fix, 
for such officer, 


in an amount not exceeding the allowance fixed 
allowance for actual subsistence, or a per diem 
allowance in lieu thereof, for any clerical or subclerical assistant em- 
ployed by such officer under subdivision (b) of section 4. 

(c) Any such officer, clerk, employee, or assistant, while on duty 
within the continental limits of the United States, shall be entitled to 
receive the traveling expenses and 
sistence, 

Src. 7 


actual expenses incurred for sub- 
or per diem allowance in lieu thereof, authorized by law. 


Any appropriation available during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1925, for the Department of Commerce for commercial at 


tachés, or for promoting commerce in Europe and other areas, South 
or Central America, or the Far East, shall be available for carrying out 
the provisions of this act, including the payment of salaries and com- 


pensation for personal services, In the District of Columbia or elsewhere, 


necessary janitor and messenger service, traveling and subsistence 
expenses and per diem allowances, the purchase of necessary furniture 


and equipment, stationery, and supplies, typewriting, adding, and com- 
puting machines, and repairs, the purchase of books of 
reference and periodicals, newspapers, reports, documents, plans, specifi- 
cations, manuscripts, and all other necessary publications, the payment 
of rent outside the District of Columbia, and all other necessary inci 
dental expenses. With the approval of the Secretary, an officer of 
the foreign commerce service may enter into leases for office quarters 


accessories 


and may pay rent in advance in a foreign country where custom or 
practice requires payment in advance. 
Sec. 8. This act shall take effect on July 1, 1924. 


Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Sanpers of Indiana). 
The gentleman from Maryland makes the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. It is clear that there is no quorum 
present. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 
point? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Because I think a bill of this kind ought 
to have a quorum for its consideration. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio moves 
a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Doorkeeper will close the 
doors, the Sergeant at Arms will bring in the absentees, and 
the Clerk will call the roll. 


Why should the gentleman make that 


| Bulwinkle 





The Clerk called the roll, 
to answer to their names: 


and the following Members failed 


| Abernethy Drane Lilly Rogers, N. H, 
Aldrich Driver Little Rosenbloom 
Anderson Fairfield Logan Sabath 
Beck Faust Lyon Schall 
Berger lish McClintic Sherwood 

toles Freeman MeNulty Sullivan 
Brand, Ohio Funk McSwain Summers, Wash, 


Britten Gallivan 


Geran 


Magee, I’a, 
Miller, Lil. 


Taylor, Colo, 
Taylor, Tenn. 


Burdick Hammer Mills Thomas, Ky. 
Butler Hardy Morin Timberlake 
syrnes, 8. C, Haugen Mudd Tydings 
Casey Howard, Okla. Newton, Mo. Vare 
Celler Iiudspeth Nolan Vincent 
Clark, Fla. Hull, Tenn, O'Brien Voigt 
Cole, Ohio Jones O'Connor, La, Ward, N. Y. 
Collins Jost Patterson Watson 
Connolly, Pa, Kahn Peavey Weller 
Corning Kendall Phillips Wertz 
Curry Kent Porter White, Me. 
Darrow Knutson Purnell Wilson, Miss. 
Davis, Minn, Kunz Quayle Winter 
Dominick Langley Ransley 
Doyle Larson, Minn. Reed, W. Va. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three hundred and _ thirty- 


nine gentlemen are present—a quorum. 
open the doors. 

The doors were opened. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with 
further proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The Doorkeeper will 


EXAMINATION OF THE BANKRUPTCY LAWS 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report from 
the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
presents a privileged report from the Committee on Rules, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A resolution (H. Res. 350—Report No. 975) to appoint a subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on the Judiciary to examine into the bank- 
ruptey laws of the United States. 


FOREIGN COMMERCE SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES 


Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there anybody on the In- 
terstate and Foreign Service Committee opposed to the bill to 
demand a second? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I am opposed to the bill H. R. 7034. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is opposed to 
the bill? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I am. 

The SPKEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks under the 
circumstances he must give recognition to the gentleman from 
Maryland. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland 
demands a second. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
that a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts asks unanimous consent that a second be considered 
as ordered. Is there objection? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. TI object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Automatically the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Wirnstow] and the gentleman from 
Maryland [{Mr. Linruicum] will take their places as tellers. 
As many as are in favor of a second being ordered will pass 
between the tellers and be counted. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 93, noes 
32. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
chusetts [Mr. Winstow] 


Speaker, 


The gentleman from Massa- 
is entitled to 20 minutes, and the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. LintrHitcum] to 20 minutes. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, it is evident by the vote 
that there is no quorum present. I make the point of order 
that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mary- 
land makes the point of order that there is no quorum pres- 
ent. The Chair will count. [After counting.] Two hundred 
and twenty gentlemen are present—a quorum. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Wrnstow] is recognized. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
the bill before you was presented to and considered by the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce early in this 
session. The purpose of it is to give a statutory existence to 
the Foreign Bureau of the Commerce Department, which has 
been working for a number of years without having a recog- 
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nized statutory position, and further to make some regulations 
and laws affecting the bureau. A purpose also of the bill is to 
provide laws defining its functions in relatien to other depart- 
ments working in the foreign field. 
We had no sooner got under way with the bill in hearings 
narration of the bill than there appeared on the horizon 
an objection to the bill from a quarter of which we had no 
previous knowledge and with respect of features which we had 
no intimation would become subjects of discussion. 
1 refer to agricultural elements. No sooner had we found 
out that there was difficulty in the Agricultural Department 
in respect of some of the purposes of the bill, as they under- 


and yr 
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stood them, or as they saw fit to interpret them, than we under- | 


took to get 
the Government, 


in touch with them and with other departments of 
particularly the consular departments of the 
State Department, because we might be running into 
lo make a long story short, after 
t! hill favorably, we held many 
chairm of our committee, with 
Department and later on 


we had 
meetings, particularly the 
representatives of the State 
with the Agricultural Department. 


their | 


voted to report out 


We brought out, after 8 or 10 meetings, the bill which is before 
vou to-day, but in respect of which a few amendments to clarify 
ha heen suggested and such are under discussion. Those | 
amendments are not very important, but they have been offered 
n order to meet some of the desires of the Departments of | 


5 
Strate ane 


Agriculture. 


Mr. CLARKE of New York. Will the gentleman permit a 
que stion ? 
Mr. WINSLOW. Yes. 


ir. CLARKE of New York. Do I understand that this bill 
has the approval of Secretary Wallace? 

Mr. WINSLOW. 
{ Laughter. ] 
Mr. CLARKE of New York. 


do not. 


That is what I wanted to know. 

Slr. WINSLOW. But, boiling this all down, a bill is before 
us, with suggested amendments, which meets the entire ap- 
proval of the State Department, the President of the United 
States, the Army, the Navy, the Tariff Commission, and every 
other Government organization which works in foreign fields, 
with the exception of the Department of Agriculture. We may 
as well understand that at the outset, because that will be the 
discussion to-day. 

We worked with the Secretary of Agriculture in order to get 
a bill whieh would suit him and his associates. We finally 
eliminated all elements of discussion except one, namely, that 
with reference to that part of the bill which gives this for- 
cign bureau of the Commerce Department an opportunity te 
investigate and report on agricultural and forestry matters, 
The Secretary of Agriculture demanded, insisted, and finally 

e an ultimatum as affecting his judgment of the bill and 
his approval that we cut out of the bill all references to for- 
estry and agriculture in so far as the Department of Commerce 
might have a right to investigate these subjects and report 
ihereon, Now, as it happens, 47 per cent of their total busi- 
hess am 

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINSLOW. I will yield omce more, but can not yield 
further. 

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. Are these appointees under 
the civil service like those in the State Department? 

Mr. WINSLOW. They are under the civil service; yes. 

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. I notice the salaries are some- 
what higher. 

Mr. WINSLOW. That is an interesting and important sub- 
ject, but for the moment we want to get at what the bill is all 
about. Now, the query is just this: Is a duplication likely to 
occur under the provisions of this hill which will interfere with 
the proper functions of the Agricultural Department? If there 
are, our committee does not want it. We went over and over 
it and met the objections of the Agricultural Department time 
afier time. We changed this paragraph and that paragraph 
in order to make them satisfied, but we have declined up to 
how to eut out references to the right of the Commerce Bureau 
to investigate and report on agricultural matters and forestry 
matters as affecting trade movements in the interest of our 
country’s business, 

We have in our possession a letter from General Lord, of the 
Budget, in which he says that the President of the United 
States sees no objection to comprehending these references to 
agriculture in the commerce bill; and the President of the 
United States, in order to get these foreign departments work- 
ing together as they ought to work, each occupying its own 
field and each doing its proper work, promulgated an Execu- 
tive order, which was issued from the White House on the 


~ @ | 
The gentleman may understand it, but I 
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4th of April, 1924, and since that time the Departments of 
Agriculture and of Commerce, the State Department, and all 
other departments which have 


representation in the foreign 


field have been working under that Executive order, and it 
remains alone for the Agricultural Department to find any 
considerable or harmful duplication or to tind any trouble 
whatever. 

There is not time for me to give you all the facts I can 


furnish you many facts which show that the Commerce Depart- 
ment is rendering a great service to the business of this coun- 
try, a greater service than is rendered by 

ment. I do not know exactly where 


suggestions, but as the discussion 


ny 
to begin to g 


other depart- 
ive you these 


here as indicated Dy those 


interested in the Agricultural Department—is to fall on that 
feature, I am obliged to use the little time I have and devote 
it to that feature. Il say to you that every line o 
the country has appealed to y: us Members of this lIlonse 
to approve this bill and put it throng 

1 have never observed mu 1 ! a 
devoid of the propaganda taint, coming to the office of the ¢ 
mittee as has come in from individuals re, there, and evs 
where in support of this bill The D riment of Commerce 
has had a perfectly wonderful grewt! They have developed 
at a rate which would pass anyon lief if the lid not 


investigate it 

Just to show you 
tion of logic, bec: 
denartment has j 
pamphlet 
on the 9th 


nomic 


and I state these facts without any 
will not permil 
usive of sper 


izves- 
1use time n 19 wears this 
al reports, S70 of these 
: ’ 


one which is to be 


. ! 
3Su “l, eX 


documents. 
of June. up to the Eur peah eco- 
conditions which agricultural products It is 
merely suggestive of a regular issue to business men In the 
year 1921 were written inquiries peured into 
this bureau for consideration. In 1024, estimated on the time 
which has already expired during this present year, that record 
has grown up to twice the number 1098.000. It is a 
that this matter has to be rushed over in this way, but here is 
a large, comprehensive commerce report and 26 per cent of it 
is devoted to agricultural 
nature. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Does the 
the document the better it is? 


Here is 
absolutely 


released 
given 
mw + 

ect 


there 505 000 


sine 


subjects of a very miscellaneous 


gentleman think the thicker 


Mr. WINSLOW. Maybe. ‘This volume is distributed to sjx 
hundred and odd publishers of newspapers in order that they 
may get the news in reference to the work of the department. 

I wish now to go back to the Executive order of the Presi- 
dent which requires that in every field where there is a diplo- 
matic head there shall be meetings every month, under the 


direction of the representatives of the State Department, of 
all representatives of the Government wl ire in the zone in 
question, and there they are to get together and compare notes 
and assist one another in order to avoid useless duplication 
of service and give the best results to the eountry. 

This is an interesting document, but it is too long to read 

Just giving you the high spots, representatives of farm 
organizations, with memberships reported by their representa- 
tives to be 489,000, producing crops valued at $392,000,000 in 
1903, supported the bill, and they come here as representatives 
of the farming element, and we have it of easy 
in the hearings, 

Cotton was represented by the president of the American Cet- 
ton Growers’ Exchange, whe favored this bill as affecting his 
agricultural trade interests. Likewise the head of the 


reference here 


A SNe 


ciation of California Rice Growers, a representative of the 
Tobacco Growers’ Association, and so we might go on with 
reference to the agricultural interests supporting this bill. 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield for a brief 
question? 


Mr. WINSLOW. Make it sharp. 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Is there any difference in the character 
of the work done by the agricultural men abroad and the com- 
merce men? 

Mr. WINSLOW. Yes; there is. That question is helpful te 
me. The character, generally speaking, is, or is supposed to be, 
entirely different. First of all, we expect the Agricuitural De- 
partment to investigate all the scientific features relating to 
agriculture, the quality of seed, the sort of stuff we can grow 
here, and all that sort of thing; and, in addition te that, we ex- 
pect them te give out their conclusions that will be helpful to 
the trade of this country. 

The Commerce Department, speaking in a kind of casual 
way, has not any business interest in the kind of seed or the 
color of cotton or anything else, except in so far as it will be 
helpful to trade movements, to the sale, and they do not under: 
take te report on the strictly scientific end of the business at 
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all; and in one of the amendments which we have proposed we 
provide that the Foreign and Domestic Commerce Bureau of 
the Department of Agriculture shall not indulge in these sci- 
entific propositions and that they shall be left to other depart- 
ments We do not want any authority for the Commerce 
Department except to help the trade of the country. 

We have here a report showing some very interesting matter. 
Last year we had shipped from this country abroad—and all 
of the work in connection with this was tabulated and spread 
about for the benefit of the business people of this country— 
$1,084,000,000 worth of merchandise. The State of New York 


shipped out $183,000,000, the State of Texas $147,000,000, and | 


then we dropped down to $74,000,000 for Pennsylvania and on 


down to $61,000,000 for Nevada, taking in the various States 
and Territories. 


livery one of these States has had business in foreign coun- | 


tries, und every State which has entered into that business has 


had correspondence with the Foreign and Domestic Commerce 
Bureau. 

This bureau has 89 representatives around the world picking 
up information to help agriculture, and to help all trade. If 
it does help agriculture, so much the better, but not in a scien- 
tific way. It is solely to help the trade movements of agricul- 
ture, 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ASWELL]. 

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, the organic act creating the 
Department of Commerce takes certain functions from other 


departments and turns them over to the Department of Com- | 


meree, but that organic act does not mention the Department 
of Agriculture, clearly showing that Congress did not intend 


to have the Department of Commerce usurp any of the func- | 


tions of the Department of Agriculture. My distinguished 
friend [Mr. Winsrtow] made a fine speech boosting the Depart- 
ment of Commerce, I, too, want the Department of Commerce 
to expand; but he says that 26 per cent of the work of the 
Commerce Department was in agriculture. This should be 
stopped now. The second section of this bill provides that the 
Department of Commerce shall make a report on the economi- 
cal and commercial activities of agriculture and on all other 
subjects in foreign countries. 

Gentlemen, IT want to call attention to this fact: The Depart- 
ment of Commerce under the present Secretary has specifically 
and continually encroached upon and usurped the authority 
of the Department of Agriculture until we have an inexcus- 
able and indefensible duplication of work and an appalling 
waste of funds by letting Mr. Hoover and his associates usurp 
the functions of the Department of Agriculture. The Depart- 
ment of Commerce has no right to touch an agricultural prod- 
uct until after it goes into commerce. I believe that every 
friend of agriculture who is concerned with the activity of 
this great department will vote against this bill, because you 
have just passed a bill in the House to give authority in this 
matter where it belongs—to the Department of Agriculture. I 
am in sympathy with the Department of Commerce, but I 
want its activities confined to commerce and not to usurp or 
duplicate work in agriculture. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns]. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have nothing but 
admiration for the work being done by the highly efficient Bu- 
reau of Domestic and Foreign Commerce under its splendid 
and capable head, Docton Klein, and I have always done what 
I could to promote the activities of that department. From its 
establishment the bureau and its valuable work has had no 
more ardent supporter than I have been; but I do not think 
we ought to bring up here at practically the eleventh hour of 
this session of Congress a bill which, it is charged, takes from 
the Department of Agriculture some of its activities. 

1 might support this bill if we had an opportunity to discuss 
it under the regular rules of the House, subject to amendment. 

Mr. MAPES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I can not; I have but two min- 
utes. This bill proposes to take from the Department of Agri- 
culture the authority to make investigation and report as to 
ygriculture and market conditions in foreign countries and 
pace it in the Department of Commerce. If it does not do 
that, then it clearly will bring about duplication, for it gives 
to the Department of Commerce certain jurisdiction over purely 
agricultural matters not contemplated when that department 
was organized. 

Mr. MAPES, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I can not; I have not the time, 





— 


Mr. MAPES. I want to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The gentleman from Michigan 
knows the rules of the House, and when I courteously decline, 
he ought to respect my attitude and not continually interrupt. 
[Applause. ] 

Now, if it does not result in duplication, if it does not do what 
I said, if it does not take from the Department of Agriculture 
some of its present power, it is clearly a case where there will 
be duplication, and Congress ought not at this hour, without 
an opportunity to discuss the bill, without an opportunity to 
offer amendment, undertake to pass an important bill like this, 
which, it is charged, will result in duplication and additional 
expense to the Government. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Tennessee has expired. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. KercHam]. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
some four or five weeks ago by a very substantial majority we 
passed a bill, H. R. 7111, clearly defining the field of activity 
of the Department of Agriculture so far as collecting statistics 
and extending the markets in agricultural products in coopera- 
tion with various farm organizations. The vote was 33 yeas 
and 221 nays against recommittal. In common with those who 
have preceded me in opposition to this bill in its present form 
I am pleased to state that if it restricted the activities of the 
Department of Commerce to the fields where the law creating 
it designed it should operate I would give my hearty support 
to it, but because I believe it contravenes the provisions of 
Hl. R. 7111 passed by this House and puts in the Department 
of Commerce duties which ought to be assigned to the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture I am against the bill unless it could be 
amended in that particular, and there is no opportunity un- 
der the rules of the House to do that. If you go into the 
history of the developments of the Department of Commerce you 
will find a clearly defined latitude of work for this department, 
and specifically agriculture is left out in defining such duties. 
No less a parliamentarian than the late James R. Mann made 
that declaration, and his word ought to be final with most of 
us. One feature of the bill we have entirely overlooked. From 
the beginning of the Department of Agriculture the foreign 
work in the extension of markets and the gathering of farm 
statistics has been specifically confined therein, and has been 
developed until it is a remarkably fine service, which is made 
available to the Department of Commerce and all other de- 
partments of the Government in the finest spirit of coopera- 
tion. Until only within the last year has the Department of 
Commerce begun to build up a skeleton organization and go 
into the foreign field, with an idea, it seems to me, of taking 
over the very heart of the agricultural work, the direction of 
marketing of farm products, and we want that retained within 
the Department of Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLAcK]. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I am going to discuss 
one feature of this bill that has not yet been mentioned. I 
eall attention to the fact that in the Deparment of Commerce 
we have the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce and 
that it is presided over by Docton Klein. He is the chief of 
the bureau and he will receive a salary under the classifica- 
tion act of $7,500 a year. This bill seeks to set up another 
bureau within the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce 
to be known as the Foreign Commerce Service, and it will pay 
the subordinates of Doctor Klein the following salaries: 

Class 1, $8,000 to $10,000 per year; class 2, $7,000 to $9,000 
per year; class 3, $6,000 to $8,000 per year, and so on. 

Bear in mind these employees will be under the direction of 
Doctor Klein, the head of the bureau, who receives a salary of 
$7,500 a year. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. 
man yield? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. No. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. But—— 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes; I yield to the gentleman if 
he wants to dispute the accuracy of what I have said. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I simply wanted to say that 
in the State Department the Director of the Consular Service 
receives less than the consuls general. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Oh, yes. Congress recently passed 
the Rogers bill, which makes a new and separate classification 
of the Diplomatic and Consular Service and pays some rather 
extravagant salaries, but I did not vote for the bill. I voted 
against it. I call attention to the fact, whether you pay 


The time of the gentleman 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
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heed to it or not, that the one purpose of these bills is to 
hegin making exceptions to the reclassification act which we 
passed here during the Sixty-eighth Congress. In that bill 
we provided for the classification of all of the employees of 
the Government service, and the maximum salary under the 
act is $7,500 per year. The reason we passed that bill was 
because there was so much lack of uniformity in the Govern- 
ment salaries. The whole purpose of this bill we are now 
considering is to cut around the reclassification act and set 
up independent salaries far in excess of those provided in 
the law. I am strictly opposed to doing any such thing, and 
will vote against this bill. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Texas has expired. 


Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the | 


gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Dickinson]. 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, under date of April 
5 of this year I put into the Recorp a statement of the legisla- 
tion that has led up to this conflict of control. Ninety per cent 
of the information that the Department of Commerce is getting 
for the Department of Agriculture is absolutely worthless, and 
vet they come in here now and want you to expand their author- 
itv under this bill to do the very thing that the Department 
of Agriculture is doing more efficiently and more effectively. 
As farmers we do not want this Congress to turn over to an- 
other department the right to collect information that is valu- 
able to the farming interests of this country and not to the 
commercial interests. Let me show you what the Department 
of Commerce did under the investigation of crude rubber, the 
law that was put through here under the deficiency appropria- 
tion act. That law contained this sentence: 

\nd to investigate related problems in the development of the foreign 
rade of the United States in agriculture and manufactured products, 
including personal services in the District of Columbia, ete. 


Under that provision they devoted nearly all of their investi- 
gations and spent practically all of their money provided for 
crude rubber investigation in gathering information with refer- 
ence to statistics on agriculture in foreign countries. Under 
that wording the Department of Commerce claims that it is 
authorized to undertake a complete direction of the agricultural 
service throughout the world and that the Department of Agri- 
culture should obtain consent of the Department of Commerce 
before undertaking investigations of agriculture in foreign 
countries. I say to you that if there are any friends of the 
farmer in this House to-day, they should vote against this bill. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Speaker, will the gentieman yield? 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. No; I can not yield. The gentle- 
man has 15 minutes and I have only 3. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Iowa has expired. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Younes]. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, this is an age of specialists. The 
officials of the Department of Agriculture are specialists in 
production. They make two blades grow where before only 
one grew. But I ask this question seriously of every man here 
who claims to be a friend of the farmer: Do you know of any- 
thing that the Department of Agriculture has ever done to sell 
anything excepting to furnish bear news? There are no sales 
experts connected with the Department of Agriculture. The 
whole department is saturated with the idea of production, and 
it is perhaps unreasonable to expert that salesmanship could be 
developed in such an atmosphere. 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. What is the Bureau of Markets? 

Mr. YOUNG. About all the Department of Agriculture has 
ever done now or during past administrations to sell anything 
is to give out inflated or exaggerated estimates in respect to 
the yield of crops and report it at precisely the wrong time. I 
think it is pretty nearly time for us to wake up to the fact that 
there is something to do other than to produce. A wholly un- 
necessary report was volunteered by the Department of Agri- 
culture last fall regarding the amount of turkeys in cold storage 
which cost the farmers in one State, North Dakota, more than 
a million dollars. 

The officials of the Department of Commerce are sales spe- 
cialists. They think it while awake and asleep. It is the domi- 
nating thought of the department. What we need to do for 
the farmer is to get better markets, to have better salesmanship, 
and the natural place to find salesmanship is in the Department 
of Commerce, where there are sales experts who think about 
nothing else. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
North Dakota has expired. 
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Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Speaker, does anyone have the partia- 
mentary right to ask as a matter of personal privilege to cor- 
rect a statement? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can 
question of personal privilege. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WINSLOW. The gentleman from Michigan just 
that when the Ketcham bill was before the House I 
it. I did not oppose it. 
it and I voted for it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that 
not a matter of personal privilege. Does the gentleman fr: 
Massachusetts desire to yield more time? 

Mr. WINSLOW. Only at the finish. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself three min- 
utes. [Applause. ] 

Gentlemen of the committee, you will realize very little can 


be said in the short space of time at my disposal. It 


rise to a 


said 
opposed 


I did offer an amendment to perfect 


Ith 


is 
those high 
spots should demonstrate the unwisdom of the passage of this 
bill in its present form. 

[ am not opposed to the principle involved in this bill: in 
fact, | am in favor of the proper and systematic establishment 
of the foreign commerce service instead of the present method 
followed by the Department of Commerce, but 1 am opposed 
to taking up a measure of this vast importance under suspen- 
sion of rules, with slight debate and without any 
to amend the bill. 

The Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee have offered 
certain amendments to the bill and asked that it be passed 
with these amendments under suspension of rules. It is im- 
possible to procure a copy of the bill with the suggested amend- 
ments, and there is not a Member on the floor of 
who knows what the real bill is, unless it be the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WiNnstow] or the gentleman from 
Kentucky |Mr. BarkKtey], and yet we are asked to pass this 
bill, which means so much to the commerce of our 
without an opportunity to know its provisions. 

The bill does not limit the number of appointees which can 
be made by the Secretary of Commerce. The salaries range 
from $10,000 per year down. In addition to this these em- 
ployees are to receive as much as $10 per day for subsistence 
and travel expenses, the amount to be paid to be regulated by 
the Secretary of Commerce. That is not all. In paragraph B 
of section 3 you will find that the Secretary of Commerce has 
the power to appoint these officers, and, there being no limit, 
he can naturally appoint as many as he can obtain an appro- 
priation to pay. 

The Secretary may promote or demote any official in grade 
or class; he may increase or decrease the salary, or if disposed 
he may separate him from the service entirely, and the only 
restraint or restriction, if it be one, is that he shall take into 
consideration the appointee’s efliciency, and he, the Secretary. is 
sole judge of his efficiency. I contend that this unlimited power 
over an unlimited number of employees is too great, and while 
I have every confidence in the present Secretary of Commerce, 
yet it must be understood that this is a permanent bill, which 
may be in existence for a great many years. 

Then again, under paragraph B of section 6, the Secretary 
may authorize any officer of the foreign commerce service to 
fix, in an amount not exceeding the allowance fixed for such 
officer, an allowance for actual subsistence or a per diem al- 
loWance in lieu thereof for any clerical or subclerical assistance 
employed by such officer; in other words, the Secretary can not 
only exercise these powers himself, but he may delegate other 
officers to fix the actual subsistence or per diem for those em- 
ployees under him. 

I can not believe this committee desires to authorize the fixing 
of expenditures to subordinate officers in the foreign commerce 
service. Another strong objection to this bill is that it enables 
employees of the Government by special enactment to receive 
salaries in excess of that authorized by Congress under a gen- 
eral act recently passed limiting salaries to $7,500. If you pass 
this bill without restriction as to number of employees, with 
but little restriction as to subsistence and traveling expenses, 
it is impossible to say what appropriation may be necessary to 
earry out the provisions of this bill. 

I am not one to quibble as to proper salaries for good men, 
but I do think when you are granting these large salaries we 
should know how many are to receive them and what class of 
men are to be appointed. 

Under the foreign service act recently passed by Congress, 
consuls were limited to $8,000 per annum, except as to the 
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consul in London, whose salary was allowed to remain at 
$¥,000 during the occupancy thereof by the present Incumbent. 
No one can gainsay the fact that we have the best Consular 
Service in the world, and our men are satisfied and contented. 
Out of flis salary allowance they are compelled to pay into the 
retirement fund for the State Department 5 per cent of their 
salary apnually, while the men appointed under this bill would 
only be compelled to pay the general retirement fund assess- 
ment, 

Now, gentlemen, as I have said, I am not opposed to the 
principle embodied in this bill, but I can see no reason why 
it should not go over until the next session, at which time 
we shall have abundant opportunity to debate and amend the 


bill, and to pass one which will be a credit not alone to the 
Department of Commerce but likewise to the commercial life 
of our country. I therefore plead with you to vote against this 
bill and defer action until the next session in December. [Ap- 
plause, | 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland 
has one minute remaining. , 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I yield that to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Grirrrin} 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I 
confess that it seems to me like an affront to this body and 
somewhat of a slight to another committee of this House that 
this bill should be brought out by the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce at this time. There is at present a 
joint committee of the Committee on Appropriations of this 
Tlouse, consisting of its standing subcommittees on the Depart- 
ments of State, Commerce, Labor, and Agriculture, engaged in 
making a study of this precise question as to what shall be done 
to coordinate the work of the various consular, commercial, 
and agricultural agents of the United States. At the present 
time there is a conflict and overlapping of authority and a 
duplication of expense. 

The object of this joint committee is to ascertain and sug- 
gest appropriate legislation to coordinate the work of these 
several departments. That joint committee has not yet com- 
pleted its Iubors. TI hold in my hand a volume representing 
the hearings up to date, and it is only fair that we should 
be permitted to complete our investigation and make a report. 

I ask you, gentlemen, to vote against this bill and allow us 
to take up the subject later on, when we can give it proper 
deliberation. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from New York has expired. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of my 
time, four minutes, to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BARKLEY]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky 
is recognized for four minutes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the remarks of 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr, Lintrsicum] and other 
gentlemen who have suggested the matter of the number of 
employees and their salaries, I want to say this: This bill 
does not add a single employee to the pay roll of the United 
States. It does not form a new service. It simply gives a 
legal status to a service that already exists and is in operation 
in foreign countries, undertaking to develop the foreign com- 
merece of the United States. The bill does not increase sal- 
aries. The only difference is that the salaries are at present 
paid out of lump sums. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; I regret I can not yield. 

The salaries, I say, are paid at present out of lump sums by 
the Department of Commerce, and we fix a limit to the Sal- 
aries that may be paid, It is a very simple problem, The 
State Department and the Department of Commerce and the 
Department of Agriculture, all three, have agents in foreign 
countries, and they have for some years been duplicating the 
work. This is an effort to simplify the foreign service of the 
United States so that the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic 
Commerce may have a corps of men who have a recognized 
legal status in foreign countries, whose duty it shall be to 
advance the trade of the United States. The Secretary of 
State agrees to this bill, and the Secretary of Agriculture dis- 
agrees to it simply because in one place we mention “ agricul- 
ture” and “ forestry.” 

Let us see what this bill does. I hope those gentlemen who 
represent agricultural districts will give attention to this, while 
I read one of the provisions of the bil. The bill provides that 
“The officers of the foreign commerce service shall (a) pro- 
mote the foreign commerce of the United States,” and “(b) in- 
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vestigate and report upon economic, commercial, and industrial 
conditions and activities of foreign countries, and economic and 
commercial aspects of agriculture, manufacturing, mining, for- 
estry, shipping, transportation, finance, labor, and legislation, 
and of all other activities in foreign countries which may be of 
economic, commercial, or industrial interest to the United 
States.” Representatives of nearly every farmers’ marketiug 
association that deals with farm products sold to foreign nations 
came before our committee or sent letters there urging the pas- 
sage of this bill. [Applause.] 

Subsection (d) provides that under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of Commerce the oflicers of the foreign commerce service 
“shall, within their respective jurisdictions, and under the 
supervision of the chief or acting chief diplomatic officer of the 
United States for such jurisdiction,” direct “the economic and 
commercial investigations and reporting, and the trade promo- 
tion and commercial intelligence activities of all other officers or 
employees of the United States.” 

You will notice that the foreign commerce service is directed 
to report, among other things, upon the economic and commer- 
cial aspects of agriculture, manufacturing, and forestry. In 
other words, if we strike out the words “ agriculture” and “ for- 
estry,” the Department of Agriculture would be in favor of this 
bill, All we do is to authorize this service to investigate and 
report upon economic, commercial, and industrial conditions and 
activities in foreign countries, and economic and commercial 
aspects of agriculture, manufacturing, mining, forestry, and so 
on; and we do not in any way interfere with the authority of the 
Department of Agriculture. 

The passage of this bill will not do away with a single 
representative of the Department of Agriculture in a foreign 
country who is already there or interfere with their activi- 
ties in any way. 

There are two kinds of investigations involved here. One 
is the scientific investigation, and the Department of Agricul- 
ture is now engaged, and it ought to be engaged, in the in- 
vestigation of agriculture from the scientific viewpoint, in 
order to determine the agricultural conditions in foreign coun- 
tries and obtain general scientific knowledge. They do that 
now, and they will continue to do that and make their re- 
ports; and our agents in the Commerce Bureau will use 
that information. There is no duplication, or if there is it 
will be very slight. But in any event it will not in any way 
interfere with the functions of the Department of Agricul- 
ture, and any man who votes against this bill because the 
words “agriculture” and “forestry” are in it, and whose 
constituents are interested in the commercial and economic 
aspect of agriculture, which it is proposed to investigate, will 
vote to cripple and hamper our development in agriculture 
and our foreign trade in agricultural products and all other 
products of our country. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Kentucky has expired. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WINsLow] to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill as amended. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that in his judgment, two-thirds having voted in the 
affirmative, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mary- 
land demands a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 121, noes 71. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two-thirds not having voted 
In the affirmative the motion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill is lost. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr, Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll. 
Those in favor of the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill as amended will, when their names are called, answer 
“ yea,” those epposed will answer “ nay.” 

The question was taken; and there were—yens 169, nays 158, 
not voting 106, as follows: 


YRAS—169 

Ackerman Browne, Wis. Cooper, Ohio Fleet wood 
Almon Browning Cramton Foster 
Andrew Brumm Crosser Frear 
Anthony Buckley Crowther Free 
pate rach Rantecee Dalicgse prone 

acon am mpse othingham 
Barbour Chimiblom Denioon Fuller 
Barkley Christopherson Driver Gallivan 
Reedy Claney Dye Garrett, Tenn. 
Bixler Cleary Elliott Garrett, Tex. 
Black, N. Y. Colton Fairfield tibson 
Brand, Ohio Connery Faust jraham, Tit. 
Briggs Connoliy, Pa. Fish Graham, Pa, 
Browne, N J. Cook Fitzgerald Greenwood 
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trand, Ga, 
Buchanan 
Busby 

BRyrns, Tenn, 
Canfield 
Cannon 

arew 

isey 

Clague 
Clarke, N. Y. 
Cole, Iowa 
Collier 
Connally, Tex. 
Crisp 

Crol 

Cullen 
Cummings 
Davis, Minn. 
Davis, Tenn 
Deal 
Dickinson, lowa 
likinson, Mo. 
Dickstein 


Cc 
C 


Abernethy 


Aldrich 
Anderson 
Beck 
herger 
Boies 
ritten 
Bulwinkle 
Burdick 
Burton 


sutier 
rnes, 8. C, 


I 
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‘4 

( 

( 
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Cole, Ohio 
Collins 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corning 
Curry 
Darrow 

i 

I 

I 

I 


rane 


Drewry 


Longworth 
Luce 
Melbuffe 
MeFadden 
MacLafieriy 
Magee, N. Y. 
Mapes 
Merritt 
Miller, Wash. 
Minahan 
Mooney 


Moore, Ohio 
Mx ores, Ind. 
Mort is 
Murphy 


Nelson, Me. 
Newton, Minn. 
Nolan 
O'Connell, N. Y. 
o’Connell, R. 1. 
O'Sullivan 
Oliver, Ala. 
Paige 

Parker 

Parks, Ark. 
Perkins 
Periman 
Porter 

Prall 


NAYS 


Dominick 
Dowell 

Kagan 

Evans, lowa 
Evans, Mont, 
Favrot 

Fisher 
Fulbright 
Fulmer 
Garber 
Gardner, Ind. 
Garner, Tex. 
Gasque 
Gilbert 
Goldsborough 
Green, lowa 
Griffin 
Hastings 
Haugen 

Hill, Wash, 
Hooker 
Howard, Nebr. 
Jeffers 
Johnson, Tex. 
Johnson, W. Va. 
Kerr 

Ketcham 
King 

Kopp 

Kurtz 
Lanham 
Lankford 
Larsen, Ga, 
Lazaro 
Leavitt 

Lee, Ga. 
Lindsay 
Linthicum 
Lowrey 
Lozier 


taker 
Ransley 
Rathbene 
Rayburn 
Reece 
Reed, N. Y. 
Reid, Ti. 


Roach 
Robsion, Ky. 
Rogers, Mass 
Rouse 
Sanders, Ind. 
Sch r 

Seott 

Seger 
Shallenberger 
Shreve 


Smith 
Snell 
Speaks 
Sproul, Ml, 
Stalker 
Stephens 
Strong, Da, 
Sweet 
Swing 
Swoope 
Taber 
Tague 
—158 


MeClintic 
McKenzie 
McKeown 


MeLaughlin, Mich 
McLaughlin, Nebr. 


McNulty 
McReynolds 
McSwain 
McSweeney 
Major, Il. 
Major, Mo. 
Mansfield 
Martin 

Mead 
Milligan 
Moore, Ga, 
Moore, Va. 
Morehead 
Morrow 
O’Connor, La. 
O’Connor, N. Y. 
Oldfield 
Oliver, N. Y. 
"ark, Ga, 
Peery 

Pou 

Purnell 

Quin 

Ragen 
Rainey 
Ramseyer 
Rankin 

Reed, Ark. 
Richards 
Robinson, Iowa 
Romjou 
Rubey 

Sabath 
Salmon 
Sanders, N. Y. 


NOT VOTING—-106 


Edmonds 
Fairchild 
Fenn 
Fredericks 
Freeman 
Funk 

Geran 

Gifford 
Glatfelter 
Greene, Mass. 
Hammer 
Harrison 
Howard, Okla. 
Hudspeth 


Hull, William RE. 


Hull, Tenn, 


Jobnson, 8. Dak. 


Johnson, Wash. 
Jones 

Jost 

Kahn 

Keller 

Kendall 

Kent 

Kiess 

Kindred 
Knutson 


Kunz 
Kvyale 
Langley 
Larson, Minn. 
Lilly 
Little 
Logan 
Lyon 
McLeod 
MacGregor 
Madden 
Magee, Ia. 
Manlove 
Michaelson 
Michener 
Miller, U1, 
Mills 
Montague 
Moore, Il. 
Morgan 
Morin 
Mudd 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton, Mo. 
O’Brien 
*atterson 
Peavey 


Temple 

Thatcher 

‘Tilson 

Timberlake 
Tinkham 
Ire 


dway 
Vaile 
Vestal 
Vinson, Ky. 
Walowright 
Wasson 
Watkins 
Watres 
Watson 
Wertz 


Williams, Mich, 
Williams, Tex, 
Willlamsoa 
Wilson, Ind, 
Winslow 
Wood 
Wurzhach 
Wyant 

Yates 

Young 
Zihiman 


Sanders, Tex. 
Sandlin 
Schall 

Sears, Fla. 
Sherwood 
Simmons 
Sinelair 
Sites 
Smithwick 
Spearing 
Sproul, Kans. 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Stengle 
Stevenson 


Summers, Wash. 


Sumners, Tex. 
Swank 
Taylor Colo, 
Taylor, W. Va, 
Thomas, Okla, 
Thompson 
Tillman 
Tucker 
Underwood 
Upshaw 
Vinson, Ga. 
Voigt 

Weaver 
Wefald 
Weller 

White, Kans. 
Williams, Ill, 
Wilson, La. 
Wingo 
Winter 

Wolff 

Wright 


Phillips 
Quayle 

Reed, W. Va. 
Rogers, N. H. 
Rosenbloom 
Schneider 
Sears, Nebr. 
Sinnott 
Snyder 
Strong, Kans. 
Sullivan 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Thomas, Ky. 
Tincher 
Tydings 
Underhill 
Vare 
Vincent, Mich. 
Ward, N. Y. 
Ward, N. C. 
Welsh 

White, Me. 
Wilson, Miss. 
Woodruff 
Woodrum 


So, two-thirds net having voted in the affirmative, the motion 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 


Mr. Kahn with Mr. Clark of Florida. 

Mr. Boies with Mr. @pernethg. 

Mr, Curry with Mr. Wilson of Mississippi. 

Mr. Patterson with Mr. Drane. 

Mr. White of Maine with Mr. Byrnes of South Carolina. 
Mr. Ward of New York with Mr. Jost. 

Mr. Moore of Illinois with Mr. O’Brien. 
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Mr. Anderson with Mr. Kunz. 


Mr. Little with M fly. 

M Mudd with Mr. R rs of New Har ce, 
Mr. Cole of Ohio with Mr. Sullivan 
Mr. M relson with Mr. Quayle, 
Mr. M n with Mr. Logan 

Mr. Fenn with Mr. Montagu: 

Mr. Darrow with Mr. Corui: 

M Mills with Mr. Hamme 

M Butler with M Kindred 

Mr. Madden with Mr. W drum. 
Mr. ¥ e with Mr. Carter 

Mr. Ald h with Mr Cydings 

Mr. Ws i with Mr. Doughton 


M Rurton with Mr. Bulwint 
Mr. Manlove with Mr. Thomas 
Mr. Dyer with Mr. Celler 


f Kentucky. 


Mr. lredericks with Mr. Doyle 

Mr. Newton of M iri with Mr. Geran, 
Mr. MacGregor with Mr. Collins, 

Mr. Morgan with Mr. Davey 

Mr. freeman with Mr. Drewry 


Mr. Greene of Massachusetts 


with Mr. Howard of Oklahoma, 


Mr. Kendall with Mr. Hudspeth 
Mr. Magee of Pennsvivania with Mr. Jones, 
Mr. Kiess with Mr. Kent 


Mr. Johnson of Washington with Mr 
Mr. Gifford h Mr. Kvale. 

Mr. Johnson of South Dakota with M 
Mr. Phillips with Mr. Lyon 

Mr. Michener with Mr. Berger. 


Harrison, 





Hull of Tennessee 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr Speaker, T desire to vote, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman present and 
listening when his name was called? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 1 
and did not hear the bell ring. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
come within the rule. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


was in my office downstairs 


Then the gentleman does not 


CONFERENCE REPORT EXECUTIVE OFFICE AND SUNDRY 


BUREAUS, ETC, 


INDEPENDENT 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up conference re- 
port on H. R. 8233, making appropriations for the Executive 
Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, com- 
missions, and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, 
and for other purposes, 

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points 
of order on this conference report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
calls up a conference report, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
8233) making appropriations for the Executive Office and sun- 
dry independent executive bureaus, boards, 
offices for the fiscal vear ending June 30, 


commissions, 


wry 


and 
, and for other 


purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 


Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 6 
7, and 15. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 8, 9, 12, and 14, and agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follow- 
ing: “No part of the moneys appropriated or made available 
by this act for the United States Shipping Board or the United 
States Shipping Board Emergency Fleet Corporation § shall, 
unless the President shall otherwise direct, be used or expended 
for the repair or reconditioning of any owned or con- 
trolled by the Government, if the expense of such repair or 
reconditioning is in excess of $50,000, until a reasonable oppor- 
tunity has been given to the available Government navy yards 
to estimate upon the cost of such repair or reconditioning, if 
performed by such navy yards within the limit of time within 
which the work is to be done: Provided, That this limitation 
shall only apply to vessels while in the harbors of the United 
States, and all expenditures in connection with such work are 
to be considered in estimating the cost”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following: 
“$10,000 except the following: One at not to exceed $25,000 


vessel 
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and five at not to exceed $18,000 each”; and the Senate nities 
to the same, 

lhe committee of conference have not agreed on amendments 
numbered 4 and 190, 


Wu. R. Woon, 
J. W. Sum™Mess, 
JOHN N. SANDLIN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
F. E. WaRREN, 
W. L. Jongs, 
Lee 8S. OVERMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, | 
| 


BTATEMENT 


‘managers on the part of the House at the further confer- | 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on certain | 
iments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8233) making ap- | 
propriations for the Executive Office and sundry independent | 
‘ itive bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices for the fiseal | 
venr 1925, submit the following statement in explanation of the | 


effect of the action agreed upon and recommended in the ac- } 


panying conference report as to each of such amendments, | 
ely: 

(au Nos. 1, 2, and 8, relating to the American Battle Monu- | 
ments Commission: Strikes out the limitation of $20,000 pro- | 
posed by the House for personal services, and provides, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for the reimbursement of actual travel 
expenses of the members of the commission at not to exceed $8 
per day, or per diem in lieu ef subsistence at not to exceed $7 | 
per day. 

On Nos. 5 and 6, relating to the Employees’ Compensation 
Appropriates $136,600, as proposed by the House, | 
instead of $138,040, as proposed by the Senate, for salaries, 
anil $10,050, as propo ec hy the Flonse, instead f $12,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, for contingent expenses. 

on No, 7: 


Commission: 


Approvriates $300,000, as proposed by the House, } 
instead of $200,000, as proposed by the Senate, for contingent | 
expenses of the General Accounting Oflice. 

‘in Nos. 8 and 9, relating to the Smithsonian Institution: | 
Appropriates $49,550, as propesed by the Senate, instead of | 
$40,000, as proposed by the House, for the system of inter- | 
pational exchanges, and apprepriates $2,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $1,500, as proposed by the Heuse, for the 
purchase of books, pamphlets, and periodicals. 

On Nos. 11, 12, 13, and 14, relating to the United States Ship- 
ping Board: Strikes out the language proposed by the Senate 
and inserts a substitute paragraph which provides that no part 
of the moneys appropriated for the use of the Shipping Board | 
er the Fleet Corporation shall be expended for the repair or | 
reconditioning of any ship where the cost of the repairs or re- 
conditioning is in exeess of $50,000 until the available Govern- 
ment navy yards have been given reasonable opportunity to 
estimate upon the cost of performing the work; and provides | 
further that the limitation shall apply only to vessels while | 
in the harbors of the United States; corrects a typographical | 
error in the bill; provides a general limitation of $10,000, as | 
proposed by the House, instead of $11,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for salaries of officers of the Fleet Corporation, and pro- 
vides for salaries in excess of this Iimit as follows: One at not 
to exceed $25,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of one 
at not to exceed $20,000, as proposed by the House, and five at | 
not te exceed $18,000 each, instead of six, as proposed by the 
Senate, and instead of four at not to exceed $15,000 each, as | 
proposed by the House; and strikes out, as proposed by the 
Senate, the limitation upon the appropriation to permit the 
payment of judgements and awards in suits in admiralty. \ 

in No. 15: Strikes out the language proposed by the Senate 
authorizing the sale of a guidebook in the Washington | 
wert. 

(he committee of conference have been unable to agree upon 
the following amendments of the Senate: 
No. 4, which provides for the detail of one part-time em- | 
ployee to the Civil Service Commission in the district office at 
New York City; and 

No. 10, which provides for the expenditure of certain un- 
expended balanees of appropriations under the office of the 
superintendent of the State, War, and Navy Department 
buildings in the erection of a temporary boiler plant for the 
heating of the Navy and Munitions Buildings and other Gov- 
ernment buildings in the vicinity thereof. 

Wrr11am R. Woop, 

Joun W. SumMMERs, 

JouHN N. SANDLIN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Speaker, I raise a point of 


| order against that portion of the conference report setting forth 


that the Shipping Board can not expend any part of the appro- 
priation In excess of $50,000 before giving an opportunity tu 
available navy yards to estimate. I make the point of order 
on the ground that the conferees have exceeded their authority. 
The House has taken a position, as well as the Senate, for a 
mandatory provision In this portion of the bill. The conferees, 
in violation of their instructions from the House, have receded 
on two occasions and have agreed to a conference report setting 
forth a permissive proposition. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield right there? 

Mr. BLACK of New York. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. BEGG. Is this the same point of order that was raised 


| yesterday? 


Mr. BLACK of New York. 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Sanpers of Indiana). Does 
the gentleman froin New York differentiate this point from the 
ruling made by the Speaker on the former oecasion? 

Mr. BLACK of New York. It is impossible for me to differ- 
entiate this point and the ruling made by the Speaker on the 


It is practically the same point of 


| 3d of June, but I wish to say to the Chair that the ruling 


made by the Speaker on the 3d of June was based on a prece- 
dent offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. SANnpgErs], 
and I wish to call the attention of the Chair at this time to 


| that precedent and the effect it should here have if read closely 


and given that deliberation that an important proposition of 
this kind is entitled to. 

In the Sixty-seventh Congress when this question arese the 
Tiouse adopted an amendment that was mandatory in its pro- 
visions as to the expenditure ef money by the Shipping Board. 
The Senate, on the other hand, adopted a permissive proposi- 


| tion. So that the point at issue between the two Houses in the 


Sixty-seventh Congress was whether or not it should be manda- 


| tory or permissive, and the compromise effected by the confer- 


ence was between those two points, requiring that it be a per- 
missive proposition if the amount shonld be in excess ot 
$100,000, The situation that confronts this conference is en- 
tirely different. The situation that confronted this conference 
was a very certain set of instructions that the amendment 


| should provide that something of a mandatory nature should be 


done. ‘There was no question between the two Honses as to 
whether it should be mandatory or permissive. The only ques- 
tion between House and the Senate was how far the mandatory 
provision should go. The difference this year, us presented by 
the last conference report on this question, was a difference 
between hoth Houses of Congress and the conferees. There was 
no difference at all between the Houses as to whether this 
should be mandatory or permissive. and I submit it is something 
like this proposition, if I may put a parliamentary proposition 
in a popular way: A woman is having trouble with her husband. 
He says he will pay her $500. She says she wants $1,000, and 
her lawyer and his lawyer meet, and her lawyer agrees that in- 
stead of taking the $1,000 she insists on or the $500 that her 
husband is willing to give her, she will take nothing. I re- 
spectfully submit that the conferees have violated most out- 
rageously the instructions of this House given to the conferees 
on at least two occasions by a very substantial vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule, 
The gentleman from New York makes the point of order that 
the conferees have exceeded their authority. The question pre- 
sented by the gentleman from New York is precisely the same 


| question which the Speaker of the House ruled upon with ref- 


erence to this conference report when it was before the House 
on a former oecasion. The rule is well settled that when a 
certain portion is stricken out and a new amendment is written 
that that gives the conferees entire authority to deal with the 
subject matter of what was stricken out and what was put in its 
place, and they may strike out the subsequent amendment and 
agree to any germane proposition. The Chair is of the opinion 
that this is germane, and following the precedent the Chair has 
referred to, the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What force or significance, then, has the 
vote of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I wanted.to be guided as to what is be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. WOOD. 


The Chair will state that is 


Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I 


wish to state very briefly what this conference report contains. 
There are but two questions that were in dispute, one with ref- 
erence to the salaries paid the officers of the Shipping Board 
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ence repert and meve te recede and coneur with the Senate 
iendment and then you will finish this matter at once. You 


i a Rte 


right to do it; yea, more than that, if you are men 

| Applause. | 

to defy beth Houses when you are trying to save the people's 

money... That is your right and it is your duty. 
drive ft) 


he shipyards out of business 


vou will de it. These conferees have no right 


lle a tic 
e ; a the other with reference to repairs upon ships belonging to 
Y t] = ates requ them to be made in the arsenals 
a er navy yards of the Government. This report modifies the 
4 eport with reference to salaries paid Shipping Board 
t; 7 i duces all $11,000 salaries to $10,000. It elim 
R o 218.000 man, so that there are no salaries now of th 
114 s and there are but five of the $15,000 class With 
’ the matter of repairs, we have changed the 
é fre $100,000 to $50,000, so that in the event the repairs 
» OCU more an opportunity must be given to the 
ns irds 
ese are the only two changes. I think we are in as sub 
‘ s! tial an agreement as it is I ssible for us to get, the 
mee now in the bill is substantially the same as that for 
: » our t vear, which has proven satisfactory not only to the 
3 ards throughout the country but likewise satisfactory t 
5 the S ing Beard 
Nl SCHAFFER. Will the gentleman vield? 
Mr. WOOD. I yield. 
\ SCHAFER You state an opportunity has been given to 
F e vavy yards; what opportunity has been given them—just an 
rtunity to go through the form of submitting a bi 
WOOD. No; there have been several large jobs done by 
ious navy yards 
I 4d five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hurt.) 
‘ l HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker and Membet of the 
* House, twice has this House spoken on this matter The 
t 3 Seria te as spoken twice, and the conferees have flouted both 
F i he House and the Senate twice. [|Appluiuse 
F 4 \ it you re tryin to do is te _ a limit on the profiteer 
ei that is going on in the Shipping Board 
i You have spoken, and yet the conferees defy you and brin 
k to this House something thut means nothing re is 
' ol one thing for you to do, and that is to reject the confer- 
7 
' 


No one wants 
; They can compete with 
e havy yards and they do compete with them, but let the 
navy yards have an opportunity to find out how much money 
these rich corporations are making off the Government through 
i the Shipping Beard. If they are making too much, do as you 
said you would do—have the work done in the navy yard. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I had not the opportunity yes 
erday er the day before to add a bit more to the report of 
the testimony given by Admiral Plunkett hefore the committee 
nquiring into the Shipping Board affairs, He testified that 
of there were some repairs to be dene, and bids were brought in. 
j Morse & Co, bid four thousand nine hundred and a fraction dol- 

lars. ‘The Brooklyn Navy Yard bid $1,500, and then Morse & 
Co. agreed to de it for $1,500 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is enly one ef many instances 
where the profiteers get the people’s money. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL ef lowa. Yes. 

3 Mr. BEGG. Suppose it was mandatory to go to the Govern- 
a meut shipyards and they submitted a bid that was lewer and 
en could not build it for that—the Gevernment would have 
io pay the higher bid, would it not? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The Government of the United States 
can afford to make bids and carry out their bids as well as 
Morse & (o. The gentleman knows very well that under the 
naval bill we wrote the same provision, and then it is written 
in the Army bill permanently. It is only the Shipping Board 
objects to having a limit placed on the profiteers. 

4 Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 

i Mr. HULL of Iowa. No: I refuse to yield. 

pk Mr. BEGG. I want to say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The gentleman knows the rules of the 

2 Ilouse, and he can sit down. 

Mr. BEGG. I will. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It is only the Shipping Board that ob- 
jects to having a limit put on the profiteering that goes on in 
their department. We wrote the same provisions into the naval 
bill. I hope you will reject the conference report and then 
4 recede and concur in the Senate amendment. [Applause.] 

e Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I think we may 
just as well realize that the House of Representatives is not 


i 


the only body that makes up the Congress and that we have 


San are 


ae eee 


8) 
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done ever) thing we « :e 
I { nclus \\ ‘ 
TRI ‘ ~ | 
i¢ ties are ¢ is \ rt 
I | 
. 
Ail i = 4 ‘ l | “3 
‘ ‘ vit } } 
S! ( ‘ i n el Ziv 
the . j . 
\ HULI Le é ( 
fer re ale 
I rAGUI I 
\ MADDEN I the 
S50. e estim ) ‘ } ‘ ‘ 
beer ! ul | g | { 
having right il i \ Ui 
\W ] l i ‘ ’ ‘ i ‘ re 
i S ¢ t« thi | } 
Hou will elies t id 
fail 1 tha ou ‘ t 
rem ed te ou 
{ Woot) Mfr Spe lear f rey’ ! rt ( ) 1 ] 
ie thin a nore ‘ } ! é f } 
rr ¢ te id TE move e p 
he ¢ ‘ on wu ‘ j (cle ’ ! uf 
Pac here were If 
Mi rAGUI \f [ ( y 
i EAKER } ‘ | nN MM 
- : for the i i ro 
e q on | i \ 
l ent two have 1 I i { ? if 
ane i Vs rett 
M PAGUI Mi ‘ r, I ce ( te ! ma 
[‘ ‘ ) 1 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempere. The centleman from Ma th 
setts 1 e pol Oo g rhe ¢ : vill ! 
[After coun | two hundred and venty-ol Vlember re 
pres i | I us que on S ordered, a 
( tion ‘ igre the conte ma po! 
rl us it iken indonad u (demanded | ly 
LAGI » trie were 12] uye and 52 nor 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and 
1 Ly me 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The ¢g eman from Tov d 
munds the yeis and nays. Those in favor of ord ge the ! 
and nays will rise and stand until counted [After count 
Thirty-six Members have risen, not a sufficient number, and e 


yeas and nays are refused 


The SPEAKER resumed the chair 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair counted 
moment uo 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Since that time several Members have Yi 
tired 

The SPEAKER. It is very clear that there is a quorum pre 
ent On the division there were—ayes 169. noes 62 


quorum here just 


So the conference report was agreed to 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker. I move that the House recede 
and concur in the Senate amendment Ne. 4 

The SVEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 6, line 25, insert a new paragraph as follow 

Exeept for one person detailed for part-tin duty th ! t 
office at New York City, no details fron ny executive ‘partment or 
independent establishment in f District of Columbia « ‘sew t 
the commission's central office in W ¥ 1 or to a f its dist 
offi s shall be made dur g the fis | veal nadir Tune 0. 192 rut 
this shall not affect the making of details for service as members 
boards of examiner outsid th r liate office of the re 
taries The Civil Service Commission shall have ver nm cas ‘ 
emergency to trar r or detail any of its employees herein provided 
for to or from its office or field force 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, all this do is to permit the 
Civil Service to detail from one of the other departments some 
employee for a part of the time for dut 1 New York when 


business is pressing there. 
The SPEAKER. The qnestion is on the lotion of the itle- 


man from Indiana to recede and com 













































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 






JUNE 5 





! > Question Was division 


125, nays 25 


ind on a 
nvVves 


taken 


(demanded by 


here were 


the motion wus agreed to 
e SPEAKER Phe Clerk will report the next amendment 
! acreemennt 
‘ rk read as f WS 
é ifter it 1, is t th il ing 
he unexpended lanes f the appropriations provided for in 
vd ite len ifiees propriation act for the fiscal 
tu24 ipproved | ruary 13, 109253, for salaries and for fuel, 
j dd Ha us items for th fice of the Superintendent 
N Department B gs, there shall be immedi 
1 main available during the fiseal year 1925 a sum 
) I tions not ex ding $125,000, for the erection of a 
{ boiler unt for he heating of the Navy and Munitions 
i ng ind other Government buildings in the vicinity thereof, in- 
il expenses incident to the setting of boilers, the procurement 
ry equipment, laying of steam lines, et 
or all printing and binding for the State, War, and Navy Depart 
Bail gs, $2,750 
Vir, WOOD. Mr. Speaker, this amendment permits the cus 


Minn of public buildings and grounds to use the unexpended 
constructing a house from which power and 


‘leetricity will be furnished to certain of the Government build- 


mianee in power 


im; Vhich power is now being purchased from the outside. It 
will result in an estimated saving of between seventy-five and 
me hundred thousand dollars a yvear to the Government, at an 
expenditure of about $125,000 IT move that the House recede 
mnial mcur in the Senate amendment 

The SPEAKER The question is on motion of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that the House recede and concur 

‘he motion was agreed to, 

Mr. WOOD, Mr. Speaker, [ move (o reconsider the votes by 


lich the conference 
recede and 
ere ngreed to 


Che SPEAKER. Without 
There was no objection 


report 
concur in 


em) to 


Senote 


Was gl ind by 


mmendments 4 


Which the 
and 10 


Metions to 


objection, it is so ordered, 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE "RESIDENT 


Mr. ROSENBLOOM, 
reported that this day 


For HIS APPROVAT 


Enrolled Bills, 
they had presented to the President of 
the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

If. R. 7877. An act making appropriations for the military 
and nonmilitary activities of the War Department for the fiseal 
year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, 

H.R. 5478. An act to amend sections 1, 3, and 6 of an act en- 
titlal “An aet to provide for the promotion of vocational re- 
habilitation of persons disabled in industry or otherwise and 
their return to civil employment.” 

H. J. Res. 194. Joint resolution to print as a House document 
the proceedings of the national enucampments of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, the United Spanish War Veterans, and 
the American Legion, for the use of the House and Senate. 

H.R. 526. An aet authorizing the Secretary of War to enter 
into an arrangement, on behalf of the United States, with the 


from the Committee on 


Alexandria Light & Power Co., whereby civilians may obtain | 


electric current from a Government-owned transmission 
extending from Alexandria to Fort Humphreys, Va. 


H. R.8145. An act for the protection of the fisheries of 
Alaska, and for other purposes 
POLLUTION OF COASTAL NAVIGABLE WATERS 


Mr. DEMPSEY. 
uid pass the bill S. 1942, to protect navigation from obstruction 
and injury by preventing the discharge of oil into the coastal 
havigable waters of the United States, as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York 
suspend the rules and pass the bill which the Clerk will report, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That this act may be cited as the “ oil pollution 
act, 1924." 
St 2. When used in this act, unless the context otherwise re- 
qiires 
1» The term “oll” means oil of any kind or in any form, in- 


cluding fuel oil, oil sludge, and oil refuse; 


(>) The term “person” means an individual, partnership, cor- 
poration, or association; any owner, master, officer or employee of a 
vessel; and any officer, agent, or employee of the United States; 

rhe term “coastal navigable waters of the United States’ 
meaos all portions of the sea within the territorial jurisdiction of 
the United States, and all inland waters navigable in fact in which 
the tide ebbs and flows: 

(i) The term “ Secretary " means the Seeretary of War, 


line | 


Mr. Speaker, [ move to suspend the rules | 


moves to! 


Sec. 8. That, except in case of emergency imperiling life or property, 
or unavoidable accident, collision, or stranding, and except as otherwise 
permitted by regulations prescribed by the Secretary as hereinafter 
authorized, it shall be unlawful for any person to discharge, or suffer 
or permit the discharge of oil by any method, means, or manner into 
or upon the coastal navigable waters of the United States from any 
vessel using oil as fuel for the generation of propulsion power, or any 
vessel carrying or having oil thereon in excess of that necessary for 
its lubricating requirements and such as may be required under the 
laws of the United States and the rules and regulations prescribed 
thereunder. The Secretary is authorized and empowered to prescribe 
regulations permitting the discharge of oil from vessels in such quanti 
under such conditions, and at such times and places as in his 
will not be deleterious to health or sea food, or a menace to 
navigation, or dangerous to persons or property engaged in commerce 
on such waters, and for the loading, handling, and unloading of oil. 

Sec. 4. That any section 3 of this act, or any 
regulation prescribed in pursuance thereof, is guilty of a misdemeanor, 
ind upen conviction shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $2,500 
nor than $500, or by imprisonment not exceeding one year not 
less than 30 days, or by both such fine and imprisonment, for each 
offense. And any vessel (other than a vessel owned and operated 
by the United States) from which oil is discharged in violation of 
section 5S of this act, or any regulation prescribed in pursuance thereof, 
shall be liable for the pecuniary penalty specified in this section, and 
Clearance of such from a port of the United States may be 
withheld until the penalty is paid, and said. penalty shall constitute 
1 lien on such vessel which may be recovered in proceedings by libel 
in rem in the district court of the United States for any district 
within which the vessel may be. 

Sec. 3. A local inspectors of may, subject to the 
provisions of $450 of the Revised Statutes, and of the act 
entitled “* An to provide for appeals from decisions of local in- 
spectors of approved June 10, 1918, 
such board to the master 
licensed officer of any vessel found violating the provisions of 
this act 
That no 


suspension or 


ties, 


opinion 


person who violates 


less 


vessel 


board of Vessels 
section 
act 
vessels, and for other purposes,” 
suspend or revoke a license issued by any 
or other 
section & of 

Sec. 6. of clearance, or the 
herein, shall be en- 


within three months 


penalty, or the 
‘ation 


withholding 
of licenses, provided for 
this aet occurring 


revo 


forced for any Violation of 


after its passage 


See. 7. That in the administration of this act the Secretary may 
make use of the organization, equipment, and agencies, including 
engineering, clerical, and other personnel, employed under his di- 


rection in the improvement of rivers and harbors, and in the enforce 
ment of existing laws for the preservation and protection of navigable 
And for the better enforcement of the provisions of this 
officers and agents of the United States in eharge of river 
and harbor improvements, aud the assistant engineers and inspectors 
employed under them by authority of the Secretary, and officers of 
the Customs and Coast Guard Service of the United States, shall haye 
power and authority and it shall be their duty to swear out process 
and to arrest and take into enstedy, with or without process, any 
person who violate any of said provisiona: Provided, That no 
person shall be arrested without process for a violation not committed 
in the presence of some of the aforesaid officials: And provided 
further, That whenever any arrest is made under the provisions of 
this act the person so arrested shall be brought forthwith before a 
commissioner, judge, or court of the United States for examination 
of the offenses alleged against him: and such commissioner, judge, 
or court shall proceed in respect thereto as authorized by law in 
cases of crimes against the United States. 

Sec, &, 


waters 


act, the 


may 


one 


That this act shall be in addition to the existing laws for 
the preservation and protection of navigable waters and shall not bea 
construed as repealing, modifying, or in any manner affecting the 
provisions of those laws. 

Sec. ® That the Secretary is authorized and directed to make such 
investigation as may be ascertain what polluting sub- 
stances are being deposited into the navigable waters of the United 
States, or into nonnavigable waters connecting with navigable waters, 
an extent as to endanger or interfere with navigation or com- 
upon such navigable waters or the fisheries therein; and with 
a view to ascertaing the sources of such pollutions and by what means 
they are deposited; and the Secretary shall report the results of his 
investigation to the not later than two years after the 
passage of this act, together with such recommendations for remedial 
legislation as he deems advisable: Provided, That funds appropriate 
for examinations, surveys, and contingencies of rivers and harbors 
may be applied to paying the cost of this investigation, and, to ade- 
quately provide therefor, the additional sum of not to exceed $50,000 
is hereby authorized to be appropriated for examinations, surveys, and 
contingencies of rivers and harbors. 


The SPEAKER, 


necessary to 


to such 
merce 


Congress 


The question is on the metion of the gentle- 


man from New York te suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
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s taken; and, in the opinion of the Chair, The judiciary is the balance whe hinery of 
two-t ng ted in favor thereof, the rules were sus- | Ment. The authority of last resort 
nassed stitu If war is to be a " 
a for 1 wh > col { I 
i (4 ITUTION with the Arn ind Na Congrtes 
Or] Mr. S cer, I ask unanimous consent to extend | put the court speaks h tl 
’ e Recorp by including therein the oration of | a ijudicated. I io ‘ 
| ( Lrie lat r of the Representative from Il ficial set ent. wit hand , 
7 or e ( stitution of the United States. court } pil a old 
PEAKER there objection? Let a 1 unmove yy m ti 
ol ) for , th 1ArY the ¢ 
COOK. Mr. Speaker, a number of metropolitan news- g ystet : , _- : , 
ng the Washington Evening Star, inaugurated | ment, t final control , 
‘ 3 I ¢ the high-school students of the United States | gumrage of the peo] Under tl pra ; 
( best oration on the Constitution of the United States, | presigent — ; 
‘ a led the country Into seven zones, and the District of | potis . iid 
‘ ‘ mbia Was one zo In the contest in this zone there were | Bla , nev : ‘ 
‘ S ols entered, and at the Eastern High School the | ¢«, the Itv f 
‘ est s won by Miss Ruth Greenwood, the 16-year-old | ¢o,; ndment i LR Richt ad on 
‘ eter of Representative ArTHUR H. GreENWoop, of the | jg the 
| district of Indiana; and in the zone contest Miss Green- | the freedom of ‘ anoudl 
was given second place, or alternate for the District in | py jyry, a) Se eo 1 f . 
f hearing to be held at Continental Memorial Hall] py nede’s Mag Char . . 9 ; 
1 . June 6, 1924, and under the consent granted I i 1 inte ( it Phe . ; :' , , 
n of Mi Greenwood, which is as follows: | to | { : c of Anglo-A . ‘ 
ri CONSTITUTION A ent gz the ivi \ ‘ it i b 
M Rut Greenwoor I tern High &cl l Star « I l moc! aver W ‘ I lished al izensh 
ce test.) B or ik I ‘ I ‘ pre I si a ire 
\ mn t nas a lIcrim to the Capital Cit seeks a in Seer . ane 4 nities of citize of depri g tl , 
+t which to pay deep patriotic devotion, it may be found in the | life, liberty porp without due proce or by the wnequal prt 
p corrider of the Congressional Library, where are preserved and t : ft say A A by t imien ‘ 
‘ Javed in their origi form our great twin charters of dé cracy . nt oe me tie clim of { trary rupination « 
the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution of the United ms 1d of any State 
Stat i Luixatic ‘ i 1 wi ul l i i a ‘ 
cracy is not a natural endowment in human but has | from former Federal methods, ba ipportio! the 
matured through a long series of struggles against primitive A d ng . enu Phe . ‘ \ A ‘ i 
the selfish arrogance of feudalism, and the tyranny of the | places th irden upon those be 
right of kings. | In t ir respective 1 u both nte N ion 3 inherent 
Nurtured the traditions of an English ancestry who loved liberty, | P » rs to protect the lt] i ifety of the 
enriched by the experience of town meetings and assemblies of the | + liti Based upon this a pted authority, the eight ith amendn t 
Colonies, separated from monarchy by wide expanse of ocean, and | outlaws that archenemy of { in dest m ¢ bike id 
inspired by the unhampered environment of a new world, our fathers | 0") to wal he traffic in a holie liquor Ihe ta te e Fatihes 
holdls hallenged the ancient creed that human rights descend from | the majority has spoken; our plain duty is to ¢ 
some exalted prince and substituted a new doctrine—that all men are | Suffrage is n 1 inalienable right « tizenship, t ‘ ntrolled 
created equal, and just government receives its power from the consent | by the States, subje l el t he fifteenth. and nine 
The original States possessed colonial self-government under writ ; re es Uaee Of Ses When vy have ¥ . to the Ler 
ter arters granted by the king, but lacked a binding union provid- | tories and the Di Colu L equal evall and ij 
a common defense and able to promote a general welfare 1 | ir country i ercire a : 
é ish this dual relationship, to adjust the control and define w ith. | What mak ir Nation ¢ 
out conflict the respective powers between State and Nation was the | What it does for its people and wh t ibutes to the progress 
5 preme task of our Constitution builders. The product of tl o the world The Jewish people gave rid at or (sreee 
& rs was a covenant comparable unto the bond of marriage, wherein contributed learning and art; DPngland united the world with it 
3 State and Nation are joined in wedlock and each loves, cherishes, and col erce ; it Ame a's distin yn n is in tl science of 
3 protects the other | governt nt here is something more than ji gination and se ment 
j he powers of the Federal Government are enumerated and specified, | about this 150-year-old Consti a It i srounded upon virtuc 
{ while the reserve powers remain in the States; and if denied to the | Wisdom, sacred theories, and phenomen principles. If it has lived 
2 States, reside with the people. Under this adjustment the Nation triumphant through civil war, industrial u vals, and foreigi 
<E directs its force in channels Federal in character, and the States are | flicts, why is it not worthy of our revere Why is it not a marve 
s se preserved in full integrity over affairs entirely local. Both ous cocument Why should not « i ( al (esht 
4 vereignties have developed a line of implied or necessary powers and | BO other? The Constitution is the « ip! yw of this } ‘ 
} e commanded the respect and obedience of a free people, whose and its people, our « utr niy b Let us love it as t Bible 
hearts are loyal to both State and Nation. | cheerfully obey its mandates, and diligently seek its enforcement 
On a eacred tripod in the Temple of Apollo at Delphi sat a Pythian | Then and only then i h of us rightfully boast, fam an Ameri 
i priestess, giving responses to those consulting the oracle; likewise our | Can Citizen. 
Constitution is the oracle of law, order, and civic conduct, and is sup MINUTE MEN'S CONSTITUTIONS AMENDMENT 
ported by a sacred tripod. The oracle speaks and Congress enacts our | 


¢ laws; the oracle speaks again and the judiciary interprets our laws; | : UPSTIAW. -_. Sw r, la = avu _ LY CA 
tend my ren 





the oracle speaks a third time and the Executive administers our law: 











' % While working in ordered harmony, each of these three departments is | bill. 
3 a check and balance for the others, a novel but effective arrangement The SPEAKER. As the e obj n? 
3 as provided in the Constitution. Each House of Congress is a cheek There was no objection 
upon the haste, bias, or error of the other | Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Speaker and g n inder leave 
The Senate, the assembly of the States, checks the Execu | granted me by the House I giving here a brief statement on 
‘ pointments and confirmation of treaties. The House, the | !a vital question of lk iti At the request of Frank J 
resentative body, holds the power to propose re ime me | Batchelle 4 chairman of the national conmittee of the American 
a with the Senate concurring, to declare war and provide the ways and Minute Men. of which organization I have tl honor t« ea 
means for its successful prosecution. The Executive has a veto power member, I have presented to the House of Representatives i 
dj over legislation, but both Houses concurring may override his denial | support of the Minute u's constitutional amendment to pre 
a two-thirds majority, and by a similar vote may propose amend- | hibit sectarian approp Lions, TesSoLUuLlior m religior nal 
I en ratified by three-fourths of the States, may modify | patriotic orgal izations whose total membership considerably 
tl To impeach the President, the Houg prosecutes and exceeds 10,000,000 citizens. It is not n ntentio 0 discus 
the Senate sits as a tribunal to decide the cass All such action must this amendment at length at the pi | { | expect to do 
harmonize with the Constitution according to the interpretation of the that when Congress conve»hcs or if ret Le 1) 








judiciary. cember, at which time a determined and, | trust, a successful 
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effort will be made to secure the passage of the measure. But 
now T wish merely to say a few explanatory words concerning 
the amendment and the great, unselfish organization which 
came into being for the express purpose of helping to place this 
“umendment in the Constitution, 
rhis measure, House Joint Resolution 159, if added to the 
Nutional Constitution, would absolutely prohibit appropria- 
tions of public money for sectarian schools and other religious | 
institutions and would terminate all controversy over the mat- | 
ter. In the minds of thinking men, it would forever remove } 
any real cause of religious controversy from American politics. | 
The measure is in every way eminently just and fair. It treats | 
religious body exactly alike. The Government, remem- | 
ber, must be the protector of all churches, but it must not be | 
the patron of any. 


#Ve!l 5 


There is a very real need for the amendment. In several | 
States large amounts of public money are appropriated regu- 
larly for sectarian institutions. In several other 


quent attempts are made to secure such grants, many of the 
efforts being successful. Open demands have been made for 
support of sectarian schools in different parts of the 
country, and actual attempts have been made to secure such | 
appropriations in Rhode Island, Maine, and Illinois, the effort | 
being successful in the last-named State, and hundreds of 
! dollars being given to the religious schools of | 
one denomination, There is no provision in the National Con- 
stitution to prevent sectarian appropriations by Congress when- 
ever the element favoring such grants can secure the necessary 
votes in this body. These facts have convinced thinking citi- 
zens that this great issue must be met by the American people, 
and I believe that the statesmuantike 
is by 


State 


' 
| 
States fre- 
| 
} 


wusunds of 


way to settle the question 
the adoption of the Minute Men amendment. 

rhe American Minute Men, the movement which originated 
the amendment and which is leading the fight in its behalf. 

in no way connected with any other society or organization. 
It aims to prohibit sectarian appropriations; that and nothing 
else It is in no sense of the word narrow, bigoted, or in- 
tolerant. It stands for broad American principles in a broad | 
American Way 

Its present membership is at least 5,400,000, and that mem- 
bership is composed of men and women of the highest possible | 
standing. I am well acquainted with the membership of the 
movement in my own State, and I have met large numbers 
of its leaders in other sections of the country, and I have no} 
hesitation in saying that there are few organizations in the 
entire country that equal, and that excel, the American | 
Minute Men in the moral and mental caliber of their mem- 
bership. 


Every 


hone 


member of this body will, I think, soon be convinced 
truth of this statement, for before Congress reconvenes | 
each of you will receive a communication from the committee 
on national legislation of the Minute Men, urging the speedy | 
passage of the amendment, and signed by 1,000 citizens who are 
proud to acknowledge their membership in the organization. | 
Included among the signers are many bishops, many college | 
presidents, leading clergymen of almost every religious de- | 
nomination, and laymen of the highest standing. 

Cooperating with the honored Speaker of this House in} 
filing these resolutions, we bring to you the militant senti- | 
ment of 10,000,060 citizens—the first public display of the} 
strong national sentiment in support of the proposed constitu- 
tional amendment. This menn, however, that the} 
work for the measure has just commenced. Far from it. For} 
several years quiet, systematic, educational work has been | 
going on all over the country, until to-day in every city and | 
town there are large numbers of patriotic, unselfish men and | 
women who are prepared to devote their time, their thought, 
their energy, and their votes to the permanent settlement of 
this question of sectarian appropriations. And the work that 
has built up this great movement has been entirely a labor 
of love and of patriotism, fer no officer of the Minute Men re- 
ceives any salary or substantial recompense of any kind for 
his services. There are no dues of any kind connected with 
the organization, the necessary expenses being met entirely 
by voluntary contributions. 

This amendment, which has been indorsed by civic, religious, 
and patriotic organizations all over America, is necessary to 
correct Widespread abuses as natural as human nature -itself. 
Of course, no man can object to such a law, except somebody 
who wants to get his hand in the Public Treasury for his own 
particular creed, Such an amendment is as fundamental as 
the very spirit of our Constitution—a spirit, adas, which has 
often been abueed for lack of this specific provision. 

If Roger Williams was right in teaching that the State has 
no right to coerce any person's conscience in the realm of 


of the 





does not 
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religion, then this constitutional amendment is right in de 
manding that no man’s purse shall be coerced for the sake o 
promoting another person’s sectarian views. Its ensetme: 
into law will be the tardy triumph of the very essence of re. 
Americanism. 

SHALL COOLIDGE AND PROSPERITY BE UPHELD 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous cousent to ex 
tend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, in this campaign of 1924 w 
as a people are to determine whether we are to uphold the 
Sane and sound achievements for national and world advance 
ment wrought under the administration of Presidents Harding 
and Coolidge and stand by a man who personifies the highes' 
American ideals of simplicity of life, loftiness of characte: 
and unquestioned ability, or turn the Government over to the 
party of negation and disaster. 

No matter what specious attempt may be made by the Demo 
cratic Party to divert the publie mind, there is but one issue 
and that is whether Calvin Coolidge shall be permitted to re 
main at the head of our Government during the next four 
years. The party of Lincoln and McKinley and Roosevelt and 
Hughes has a record of unparalleled accomplishments, Its 
leadership and its principles were never of a higher standard 
than now. Yet the Repubilcan Party is content this year to 
present to the country a man. It invites opposition and criti 
cism. It defies any to find a flaw in a President whose singu 
lar fitness for his office has appealed to every American. 

Calvin Coolidge was born on a farm in Vermont and reared 
in the very atmosphere of old New England traditions of al! 
that is best in Americanism. As a boy he breathed the spiri! 
of «a Puritan ancestry, of sincere regard for the Constitution 
and the independence of our fathers, of reverence for God and 
the right as his conscience taught him to see the right. So 
that when he was graduated from Amherst College and the law 
he was in character already prepared for that high place to 
which destiny was to call him. And then for 30 years he de 
voted himself unstintedly to the Commonwealth of Massachu 
setts, doing his simple duty day by day and still living, even 
when governor of the State, in one side of a double house at 
Northampton, fer which he paid a rental of $32 per monti 
He and Mrs. Coolidge had no servants. They reared their two 
boys as they themselves had been reared—he as a farmer's boy 
and she as a school-teacher—and these boys are now in college 
In the Boston police strike he did not flinch, but with characte: 
istic determination and vigor quelled disorder in an how 
When the stage was set for the nomination of another in the 
convention his name and his exploit captured the delegates, and 
he was named Vice President. When the tragic moment of the 
death of Warren G. Harding came, while a Nation mourned as 
the body was carried across the continent, he had been raking 
hay on his father’s farm in Vermont. In the night he was 
awakened from that sound sleep which the tiller of the soi! 
always earns and by the light of the kerosene lamp and the 
old family Bible was sworn in by his aged father. Born on 
the Fourth of July and the very expression of all that a Ver 
mont fireside may mean, he thus beenme President of the 
United States, the most exalted office in the world 

With quiet courage he faced the problems of government 
More like Lincoln in the simplicity of his origin and of his life 
and character than any other President we have had, he at 
once made the country feel safe in his hands. He seemed like 
a breath of air from the Vermont hills. In his annual message 
Congress became aware that a new voice was speaking fo: 
America and that he had the certainty of mind to grasp and 
hold leadership. Directly for or against every proposal, none 
doubted where he stood or on what grounds. This impression 
was later augmented by his Lincoln Day and other addresses 
With marvelous grasp of our problems, he expressed them with 
a terseness and a clarity which convineed and captivated 
everybody. 

In the primaries of his party he swept every State, includ 
ing that of his leading opponent. Even those in Congress who 
clamored for the bonus and passed it over his veto could not 
but admit his manly courage and his withholding no objection 
he could think of. Some differed with him and amended the 
perfection of the suggestions he had made, but the great meas 
ures for the restriction of immigration and the reduction o! 
taxation which were enacted during the present year, he urged 
and demanded in the interests of the people and to him the 
credit is due for them. When he found that the retention in 


office of some of his associates in the Government was no longe: 
compatible with the public interest, he did not shield them as 
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men of his own party, but courageously and immediately de- | trend. This conference, which w m ially se ad 
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manded their retirement. And thus in a few short months of progressive remedies, such as i@ stimulation of building 
power as Chief Executive he stands forth as a typical and great | activity. 
American, expressive of all the simple honesty, courage, capa- | The results of these Republican measures > ven b e 
bility, and experience in publie affairs which the man wno figures gathered from reports by the United States |] npl 
occupies that high office ought to possess. Proving himself | ment Service. On October 31, 1921, a total 1,560,155 were 
eg worthy of continuance in power, I have no doubt that he will | employed by 1,428 industrial meerns in 65 ci : Each o 
he (rimphantly elected in November. | these concerns usually employed 500 or more | ’ 
Calvin Coolidge stands, and honestly stands, for sound and } maintained a normal pay roll of 1,600,000 work \ : 
right principles of government. He does not believe in class later these same plants employed 1,766,509, an increase 183 
rule Ile does not favor pandering to the selfish interests of | per cent. To-day the same employment 
any section or group. He does not Jike blocs. He is for a | dustry has recuperated from Democratic bad $s to such 
covernment of all of the people. Consistently he has let it be |} extent that the Nation has not enough labor ie build 
known that he is not a demagogue and that he would not seek | trades and has for two years suffered 
to gain votes for himself at the expense of the taxpayers. Since | common labor 
he was sworn into office he has been charged with all the] [¢ is true that there is usually a falline off j @ spring and 
responsibility of the executive branch of the Government, and | summer of a presidential year, due to > Uncertainty am 
has had behind him only an ostensible Republican majority in | pusiness men as to whether a Republican protective tarit 
the legislative branch. A small minority under the label of |} pe continued, but this year it can not be de i that ther . 
the Republican majority has voted with the Democratic Party | widespread prosperity throughout the countr It seems to n 
for semisocialistic measures. Always under some specious pre- | jnevitable, then, that a Congress will be chosen w “= 
tense of helping the ills of some in the community, these dema- | yote for such protective measures as Will keep our m roing 
gocues have let it be known in a very modest way that they |} give employment and high wages to our labor, and further 
are really the only patriots left in the country and the only | enhance a great business revival American prosperit wid an 


ones who defend the interests of the people! 

The great body of Republicans in the House and Senate have 
supported the President. Both he and they have had to confess 
to a Republican minority in the Congress, to a lack of support | 
to carry through their program of the last few months, to par- | 
tisan efforts of the Wisconsin brand of Republicanism to | 
destroy the great party whose name it bore. Nevertheless, the | 
President has secured the main objects he has sought—tax re- 
duction and restriction of immigration—and at the close of the 
Congress he stands forth as not only a great leader of his party 
but of the independent thought of the country. That independ- 
ent thought believes in the honesty of his purposes and his 
convictions and in a maelstrom of charges, counter charges, | 
badinage, and epithet surrounding the many investigations con- 
ducted for partisan purposes believes his is the still small voice 
speaking for sanity and common sense and good government. 

With Calvin Coolidge in the White House the people have 
confidence in their President. And as the result of a large 
Republican majority in Congress when the tariff act wus passed 
we have a prosperity which can not be assailed by the Demo- 
cratic Party and which the people will vote in November to sus- 
tain, because a Republican Congress has assured prosperity by 
a protective tariff, has limited immigration and labor competi- 
tion until American wage earners could find work, and has 
caused such industrial rehabilitation as to reduce the number 
of unemployed in this country from 5,000,000 at the close of the 
Wilson administration to practically none except the normally 
inactive at the present time. It is certainly advisable to again 
choose a large Republican majority in Congress in order that 
those henefits may be continued. 

We can not but recall the fact that the Democratic Party 
failed to prepare us for peace just as it had previously failed to 
prepare us for war. Thus in the 15 months between the in- 
auguration of President Wilsen and the outbreak of the 
Hhuropean war the tack of tariff protection threw 1,000,000 
workers out of employment. After the armistice and the re- 
moval of the barrier against imports caused by the war the | 
lack of this protection again resulted in unemployment. The 
Democratic administration remained inert and apathetic in | 
the face of growing economic depression. On December 7, 1918, 
the United States Employment Service of the Department of 
Labor, then under Democratic control, reported 16 cities show- 
ing a labor surplus of 22,000. 

This number grew until on March 8, 1919,.it reported 373,775 
out of work. While the Democratic administration was watch- 
fully waiting to see when this trend toward hardship and want 
would cease, it did nothing to prevent it, and the surplus con- 
tinued to grow at the rate of 5,000 and then 10,000 per week 
until a total of 5,550,000 was reached less than 12 weeks after 
Mr. Wilson retired, following upon the defeat of his candidate 
by a majority of 7,000,000 of votes. 

The Republican Congress remedied this condition when it 
came into power by stopping the immigration of foreign labor, | 
used to cheaper standards of living, and by enacting a tariff | 
sufficiently high to protect American industry, and therefore 
American wage earners, from an inundation of goods made in 
countries where lower wages and standards prevail. President 
Harding also called a conference on unemployment, which de- 
vised ways and means of checking the downward economic | 
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American protective tariff are synonymous. Grover Cleveland 
and Woodrow Wilson, the only two Democratic President 
since the United States became a manufacturing nation afte 
the Civil War, brought hard times and unemployment 
consequence of their tariff-for-revenue-onl: 


is 1 
polices Republican 
Presidents, sustained by Republican ONZTeSSeS ipable o 
enacting a protective tariff, have brought such good times as 
to make this the first industrial nation in the world. It should 
be apparent to every manufacturer and every wage earner ¢! 
facts are better than promises and that their welfare will best 
be subserved by the reelection of a Republican administration 

Confidence in the President and the prevalence of prosperi! 
are worth voting to maintain. These objects appeal to ever, 
American, But when he feels in his pocket the musical jingle 
of more coin than would be there if the Republican administra 
tion had not reduced expenditures and taxation, he hasan added 
incentive to vote for Republican candidates this fall When 
President Harding took over the reins of government by a vote 
in the Electoral College which would have been unanimous had 
it not been that some of the southernebrethren are still voting 
for Andrew Jackson, the state of the country is deplorable 
indeed. In spite of much talk, there was no Budget system 
The Democratic administration had been wasteful and extraya 
gant. Two billions of dollars had been wasted in an attempt 
at Government operation of the railroads Another billion was 
wasted in aireraft materials which were never used. Still 
another billion was thrown away in Government management of 
the telephone and telegraph systems fhree billions were 
bartered upon the experiment of operation of shipping lines by 
the incompetent administration In the last year controlled by 
a Democratic majority in both branches of Congress the total! 
uppropriations were $6,455,000,000. Everybody remembers the 
general breakdown of the Postal Service, the demoralization in 
the War Risk Bureau, the lending of hundreds of millions to 
foreign governments after the wur had been successfully 
cluded, and the granting after the armistice of immense contracts 
for materials which never could be used 

Contrast with this the wonders in Government finance wrougl: 
by a Republican Congress and a Republican administration 
In the first session of the new Congress appropriations were 
cut down to $4, 780,000,000 This total has been steadily re 
duced until this year it is approximately $32,.780,000,000. Of the 
publie debt $4,500,000,000 has been paid off, with a consequent 
reduction of $200,000,000 in the annual interest fhe debt is 
being further reduced at the rate of $500,000,000 a vear. Au 
arrangement has been made with Great Britain whereby that 
Empire pays on her debt to us $160,000,000 a year during the 
next 62 years. The protective tariff has not only yielded 
$550,000,000 annually in revenue but has stimulated the pu: 
chasing power of all of the people and made it much more 
possible for them to bear their burdens. Liberty bonds have so 
reacted to this governmental financing as fo increase in value 
from 85 to par. A saving of $5,000,000,000 to the taxpayers of 
the United States during the following 10 years was made 
possible by the conference on limitation of armaments 

The number of unnecessary employees placed on the Federal 
pay rolls by a Democratic administration was reduced by 
47,780 in the District of Columbia and by 256,897 in the entire 
country. The personnel of the Army was reduced from 204,000 
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and of the Navy from 193,000 to 86,000. 


to 125,000 


A budget 


system \ augurated, with resultant unification of bureaus 
and agencies. In the United States Senate 41 useless com- 
miilees were eliminated. 


This would not have meant so much to the taxpayer if the 
Republican Party, responsible for these splendid accomplish- 
economy, had not at the earliest moment possible re- 

‘Thus with the enormous work in economy done by 
the Republican Congresses following upon the re- 
pudiation of the Democratic administration a revenue law was 


ments i 
levy “we . 
duced taxes. 


the first of 


enacted which reduced taxes by $819,000,000 a year. There- 
after further economies were continued by the enthusiasm 
of President Harding and then of President Coolidge, with the 
result that lust year the National Treasury reported a surplus 


of S2800,000,000, Hence to further reduce the 
taux burdens of the people. And so President Coolidge urged 
upon the s that there be a reduction of all taxable in- 
cous by approximately 25 per cent. He proposed also that 

reduced to 25 per cent in 


lurge incomes. be 
revenue which would otherwise go to the Govy- 


it be cume possible 
(‘ongres 


the surtuxes ou 


order that the 


erninent might enter into new enterprise and stimulate in- 
dustry, Because of the Wisconsin minority acting with the 


Democrats this was refused, though the very high taxes were 
Kut the President wus responsible for 
reductions, Which are a source of gratification to every 
American, first because tax bills are and second, because 
with declining taxes must come declining prices. It is estimated 
that the total reduction per annum will vary but in three years 
Will total $400,000,000 a year. 

l’rosperity has by this tax measure been made more secure. 
it has been further augmented by the policy of the Republican 
administration toward immigration. Immediately after the 
wur when a tide of foreign labor seeking eusier living conditions 


omewlhat reduced, 
the Lax 


less, 


began to enter our ports, in spite of the fact that millions of 
our Wage earners were facing unemployment, it became ap- 


that if that tide continued our workers would be unable 
pete with them and both would serieusly suffer. It was 
therefore determined by the Republican majority in Congress 
that the number of those permitted to come should be restricted 
cent of the nationals in the country in 1910. That law 
wus for five years and was to expire July 1, 1924. It therefore 
heeume present Congress that a 
decision be made as to whether such restriction be continued, 
whether all restriction should be done away with as in the past, 


or whether a new method should be arrived at. In the mean- 


parent 
lo Col 
to 3 per 


imperative at the session of 


t’me it had become apparent that with the intensive develop- 
ment of the country and consequent concentration of popula- 
tion a policy of future unrestricted immigration would be sui- 
cidul te our laber and to our industrial structure generally. 
It was also felt that our Americanism should be further pro- 


ted by such restriction as would not only be fair to all races 
und promote the assimilation of those already here, but would 
be tuir to the United States. It was therefore suggested 
in Congress, and I actively supported the suggestion, that fu- 
ture immigration should be confined to a smail percentage of 
those who have made Ameriea what it is; that is, of the de- 
seendants of all who have come to our shores frem other lands, 
from the time of the founding of our country to the present 
day. ‘This suggestion was enacted into a law restricting the 
entire immigration every year to 150,000, to be apportioned ac- 


ais 


cording to the national origins of all now in the United States, 
American-born as well as foreign-born. In other words, Eng- 
lish, NSeoteh, Irish, Germans, Italians, Swedes, Norwegians, 


Poles, and all ether races will be permitted to make up their 
share of the 150,000 to be admitted annually in exact propor- 
tion to those of their race now in the country. Thus, restric- 
tion has become a uational policy and on such a fair basis and 
for such patriotic reasons that none can complain. The Presi- 
dent had urged further restriction in his annual message and 
said, “America must be kept American. For this purpose it is 
necessary to continue a policy of restricted immigration; ” and 
again, “ Those who do not want to partake of the American 
spirit ought not to settle in America.” He is therefore largely 
responsible for a measure which safeguards America for Ameri- 
cans in the years and perhaps the generations to come. 

For the farmer many measures were enacted to better his 
condition. During the war he had had his wheat price held 
down to $2.26 a bushel by a southern-controlled Democratic 
Congress while cotton was permitted to soar beyond reason. 
Under a Republican Congress he found immediate relief. An 
emergency tariff act was passed to protect our agricultural pre- 
ducts from competition with cheaper foreign staples and this 
at a time of rapid decline in agricultural prices. When the 


more permanent tariff act was not enacted into law these highly 
Grain exchanges 


beneficial emergency rates were continued. 
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were regulated so as to prevent gambling in the price of such 
staples. Through the War Finance Corporation $500,000,000 
was extended in relief credits to the farmer to help him over 
his period of readjustment. 

Cooperative marketing was legalized. The Government took 
over control of the packing industry and guaranteed the farmer 
an open market for the sale of his livestock. A real farmer 
was made a member of the Federal Reserve Board. The rate 
of interest on farm-loan bonds was increased in order to make 
them more marketable. In the present Congress it was pro- 
posed that the Government enter the business of farming on a 
vast scale. This could not be done without diminution of that 
spirit of initiative which has made America the first industrial 
nation in the world. Under the MeNary-Haugen bill it was 
proposed to create an agricultural export commission through 
which there might be organized a corporation to engage in 
buying and exporting farm commodities; that this commission 
might establish a price ratio to be paid for them; that the sale 
within the United States of similar commodities be limited 
through the purchase of the surplus and the prevention of 
foreign imports; that cash and eredit be extended by the Goy- 
ernment to cover losses incurred by the corperation; and that 
all buyers use credit receipts for these farm staples and re- 
deem them at the end of the year out of the export surplus 
disposed of by the Government. This measure was a mixture 
of the methods of the United States Grain Corporation adopted 
during the war strictly as a war measure and those of pure 
socialism. Portunately it was voted down by a majority in- 
tent on keeping the Government out of the direct conduct of 
business and especially on preventing it from embarking upon 
the field of soeialism on so vast a seale. It was well meant, 
but not for the advantage of the farmer in the long run. When 
the grent measures enacted by a Republican Congress for the 
benefit of the farmer since the Democratic Party was swept 
out of power by a landslide, it must be conceded, in view of the 


jnature of the MceNary-Haugen bill, that the farmer has been 


assisted within sound lines and together with other measures 
enucted for his relief is well on the way to recovery from the 
decided slump in prices following upon the tremendous inila- 
tion of the war days when the rest of the world was not pro- 
ducing and yet was buying prodigiously of ail that America 
could raise to feed and clothe vast armies. From 1921 our 
imports of all commodities increased from $3,761,000,000 to 
$5,358.000,000, and our exports from $5,353,000,000 to $6,025,- 
000,000 in 1924. These figures are the highest in our history. 

In addition to the stupendous achievements wrought by a 
Republican administration for the prosperity and welfare of 
our people at home, it must be said that at no time in our his- 
tory has there been such a record achieved by us in foreign 
affairs as under the direct guidance of Charles E. Hughes, our 
masterly Secretary of State. During the war the votes of the 
Democrats in Congress were 67 per cent in favor of the war 
measures which were adopted, and the votes of the Republicans 
were 72 per cent in favor of those measures. Immediately 
after the war, when it was suggested by President Wilson that 
the United States enter the League of Nations, this same patri- 
otic Republican membership in Congress opposed him on the 
ground that it would be unpatriotic to impair our sovereignty 
and integrity as a nation in order to do so. ‘They held that 
this eourse would utilize the vitality of the American people 
to uphold in perpetuity the suzerainty of some peoples over 
other peoples. President Wilson called for a great and solemn 
referendum, which, as a Democratic Senator afterwards ex- 
pressed it, was great for the Republicans and solemn for the 
Democrats. President Harding ebeyed the 7,000,000 mandate 
of the people and consistently opposed the league. President 
Coolidge as consistently has opposed -it. But both reeom- 
mended a policy of extending the peace of the world through 
a world court for the settlement of international disputes, 
through conferences for better understanding among the na- 
tions, through helpfulness in the distribution of necessary aid 
to starving peoples, and through the settlement of the vexed 
reparations question upon a just and therefore lasting basis 
which would assure European recuperation. In the last three 
years 50 treaties have been signed by the United States. Sec- 
retary Hughes is authority for the statement that billions of 
American money have been put into investments abroad for 
the aid of economie recovery. The limitation of naval arma- 
ment alone will stand forth im history as a great event which 
marked the beginning of a new era. The United States was 
made the equal of Great Britain in naval strength, and the total 
construction of all of the great nations was reduced to such 
an extent as to greatly relieve the tax-burdened peoples ef those 
countries. Even more important than that, if possible, was the 
establishment of a new understanding in the Far Kast, whereby 
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the Anglo-Japanese pact of So many years was brought to an 
end un ” 
Britain, Japan, and China was adopted and the “ open door 
in the Orient assured for the future. Even more harmonious 
relations with Latin America were fostered. In Mexico the 
ctuble government of Obregon was upheld and another ruin- 
a > snd perhups prolonged revolution prevented, 

to the solid achievements of the Republican 
iministration and its appeal to the youth of the country we 


In opposition 





d a four-power treaty between the United States, Great | 


. the vain promises and futile appeals to demagogism of the 

[) ratie Party In 1910 it was the Democratic Party that 
red with great solemnity that it would reduce the cost of | 

| ind bring it down to the market basket of the average 
} vife. No sooner had it entered into power, following upon 
{ Republican split into two factions, than prices went soar- 
. I had declared that a market basket containing 15 
«had risen in price from $8.28 in 1896 to $15.59 in 1910, 

id it therefore the Republican Party ought to be turned 
ou powe it was. The Wilson administration came in, and 
en the price of the same articles mounted until in 1918 they 
rinle S30.87 It was all bunk Not content with this, the 
Democratic Party said in 1916, when Charles E. Hughes was | 
ppesing candidate, that it would keep the country out of 

wal or which leading Republicans had been pleading 

ry} ition On that issue if won the election, and the 
country entered the war which a Democratic President on 
August 19, 1919, admitted to have been inevitable. In 10920, un- 
hed by this record, it declared that it would keep us out 
fusther wars by entrance into a League of Nations. This 

too much for the country to believe, and the Democratic 

, s repudiated. This vear it returns again, trusting that 
smories of the people are short and that it can convince 

that the Republican record of achievement of the last 
three yeurs as contrasted with the previous eight Democratic 
years of demoralization is not fact but fable. and that the 


Peapot Dome revelations reveal a corruption of the entire Re- 
mblican administration which should meet with the stern dis 
val of the people and the turning over to the Democratic 





vy, the true servants of the people, of all branches of the 
«leral Government. 
ly is true that one or two in very high places in the Republi- 
uiministration were accused of crookedness. I shall not 


mpt to deny that. A crook was found in the Cabinet during 
e administration of General Grant. but that did not prove 
reneral Grant to be one, nor did it undermine the faith of the 
\inerican people in their Government or cause the country to go 
Democratic. I do not minimize any offense. It would be idle 
or me to do so. But I do say that the honesty and integrity 

(alvin Coolidge have never been questioned, and that he has 
heen as unswerving in his determination to get at the facts and 
uinish the guilty as any Democratic Member of Congress could 
possibly be. The offense of Albert Fall is not minimized by 
he fact that on Doheny’s pay roll were four former members of 
he Cabinet of President Wilson; but that fact makes at once 
exceedingly hypocritical all of the scandal mongering from 
he lips of irresponsible criminals in an effort to besmirch an 
itire administration which has wrought achievements for the 
numon good which can not be properly measured for another 
ceneration., 
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We are entering upon a new era of de 
generation in America The old leaders 
new ones are coming to the front 


“lopment and a new 
are passing away and 


The radio and a thousand 


means of communication between man and man are awakening 
us to the new possibilities of life in our time. We must tie to 
the ferces which make for all the best in the American spirit 
and the American ideal The Republican Party is the parts 


of Lincoln, of the abolition of slavery, of the preservation of 


the Union, of the development of the country, of peace and 
progress and prosperity and respect for our institution nd 
our law We must uphold it in this campaign as the basis of 


our prosperity and the hope of the youth of our land. Calvin 
Coolidge best represents to-day the 


manly bravery and simpl 
honesty of Lincoln, The country has turned to him It will 
be vindicated in his election to the hichest office in the gift of 
the people 
THE BARKLEY RI 
Mr. CROSSER Mr Speaker, | ask unanimous consen ta 
extend my remarks in the Recorp upon the Barkley bil 


The SPEAKER Is there objec tion: 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CROSSER. Mr. Speaker, there is always, of 


great difference of opinion as to 


course, i 


not 


whether or propsed laws 


would, to speak in the language of the Constitution, “ promote 


the general welfare,” but Ll am firmly convinced that the pro 
posed railway labor act would serve that end 
Kveryone would say that it is desirable to have harmoniou 


between 
quently, therefore, 
If, therefore, we \ 


relations the maunhagement and employees and 
uninterrupted operation of the railroads 


ish to bave industrial peace, established by 


agreements made by men representing the opposing sides of 
; disputes, by men who make such agreements free from the 
threat of economic pressure and free from the feeling of being 
at a disadvantage before the law, then the Barkley bill, pro- 
posing the railway labor act, will secure that result more fully 
than any law yet enacted by Congress 

The bill requires, first, that the parties confer with each 


When President Coolidge appointed counsel of both parties | 


id instructed them to proceed to see that justice was done, no 


matter who might be hit, and that the rights of the Govern- 
ment be protected, no matter whether Democrats as well as 


Republicans voted in Congress for the oil leases, he inspired 
the country with confidence and left the way clear for a correct 
appraisal of the true worth of the puerile and partisan investi- 
gations which have been carried on for months with 
purpose of attaining Democratic campaign advantage. 

Surely no one will attack the name or the fame of President 
Harding. His kindliness of personality and true Americanism 
can not be assailed. He was beloved by all the people, and so 
is his memory. None will contend that he was responsible for 
the character of Aibert B. Fall. President Harding's abilities 
ind achievements were great, and the respect in which he is 
held by his countrymen is not lessened by scandal bearers nor 
by the fact that a member of his Cabinet did that which War- 
ren G. Harding never would have done. Neither can anyone 
say that Calvin Coolidge is less honored because he was Vice 
President in an administration in which a Cabinet officer was 
found to have taken some money he should not have taken. 
Coolidge and not Fall is responsible for the Government— 
thank God! 


the sole 


it past any crook who may for a time hold high place in it, 
and carry it safely on its way to grander and greater things, 


And Coolidge is the kind of man who will carry 


i 


other in their own way in an effort to settle 
they fail to agree in this way, then their 
mitted to the adjustment boards 

provision for the adjustment which is in my 
opinion the most valuable feature of the plan proposed by the 


their disputes Ii 
disputes must be sub 


The boards 


bill, requires the parties to a dispute to meet each other 
through representatives of equal number and with authority 
to make public the facts concerning the dispute. Such repre 
sentatives constitute the adjustment boards proposed in the 
bill, They are to be appointed by the President and paid by 
the Government! The bill provides for four such boards Upon 


ach adjustment board is imposed the duty of investigating 
and considering disputes between the companies and the work- 
men embraced within the classification of employees, jurisdic- 
tion of whose disputes with their employers is given to such 
board. The membership of such boards comprises, 
as far as practicable, representatives of all the classes of em 
ployees, jurisdiction of whose disputes with the managers is 
conferred upon such board. These adjustment boards, there 
fore, make certain of having on each side of disputes men who 
understand the railroad business and the methods of operation. 

If the boards of adjustment fail to decide any dispute which 
may have been referred to them, the parties to the dispute may 
then put their before the board of mediation and con- 
ciliation which is provided for in the bill. This board consists 
of five men, appointed by the President, and are not to be nomi 
nated by either the companies or the workmen 
a@ nonpartisan body 


employ ee 


case 


It is, therefore, 
us fur as possible, and differs in that re 


spect from the adjustment boards, which are equipartisan if 
the board of mediation and conciliation fails to settle a dis- 
pute, it is required to induce the men and the companies, if 


possible, to agree to arbitration If the parties agree to such 
arbitration, they may have a bourd of arbitration consisting of 
either three or six members. 


If the parties agree upon a board of three members, then 
each party names one arbitrator, and the two arbitrators so 


named select the third arbitrator. 

If the parties decide to have a board of six members, then 
each party chooses two members, and the four thus chosen 
select the remaining two. If the arbitrators appointed bs 
the parties, either to the board of three or to the board of six, 
fail to select the remaining arbitrators as authorized, the 
Board of Mediation and Conciliation is required to name them 

A majority of the adjustment 
render a decision. The same 
of arbitration. 


sufficient to 
boards 


shall be 
regard to 


board 


is true in the 
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Mr. Speaker, L eoutend that the provisions of the bill are 


reasonably calculated to supply means whereby the parties, 
miu to man, without amy advantage by one over the other, 
muy fran aud fairly state their side of a dispute and 


‘ ‘io settle their trouble. 

Why, then, the bitter opposition which has been directed 
against the bill? If we will study the situation a little we 
ihat the real objection is not what is expressly stated 


by the opponents of the bill. Read the history of railroad 
labor disputes since the enactment of the transportation act. 
Read the hearings before the committee of the United States 
Senate, examine the documents introduced in evidence before 
the Senate committee, and if you are impartially seeking the 
truth will see that the real objection is to dealing with 
employees coll vely through their representatives. Oh, I 
kn t il were to uccept fully the statements of the 
! ) \ might reasonably suppose that they had decided 
te u with their employees in a society of brotherly love, 
but if you study the facts carefully, their real purpose be- 
cole clear ‘ 
‘They do not, of course, begin by telling their workmen that 
they do not believe in labor unions and that they do not want 
to settle labor conditions with organizations of workmen. The 
representatives of the railroads are far too elever to start in 
that way ‘They understand the human mind too well to speak 
so blunt! Oh, no; they usually ‘sure their men that they 
believe them to be first-rate fellows and that organizations of 
such men as they are good things with which the companies 


would be only too glad to deal. They therefore encourage their 


mien to form organizations of their own so that they can coop- 


erate with the management, as they tell us, like “one large 
fuimily.” Their plan is to eneourage th precess until other 
yroups and the men of other eompanies have been induced to 
separate from the national organizations, until the national 
organizations shall have been coinpletely destroyed. Then 
comes the change of attitude on the part of the manager mem- 


bers of the society 


of brotherly love. 

The workmen can be told then that business is business and 
that if they do not like the terms of employment propesed to 
them the employer can get other experienced men from other 
parts of the country, other roads. The men then must 
either accept the terms, however objectionable or unfair, or beg 
the men who offer to take their places to join a national de- 
fensive organization, and it is generally too late to do that 
elfectively. 

In short, the men who may have been induced to divide into 
organizations upon the plea that the companies are 
anxious to have independent unions of their own employees, 
und that they would be glad to deal with them, are, after the 
small organizations have taken the place of the big ones, told 


from 


sina tl 
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| the Senate committee. 


by the companies that every man must deal with the companies | 


separately because the managers do not believe in collective 
bargaining. I do not charge that the managers are actuated by 
evil motives, 


Their environment and the mental atmosphere of the em- 
ployers cause them to believe that because they, by chance, 
have 
man must use in order to make his skill of value, they, the 
munagers, have a right to dictate absolutely the terms and con- 
ditions of the workman’s service. 
who are induced to separate from their established organiza- 
tions and persuaded to enter organizations nursed by their 
employers—I do not claim that these men are governed by evil 
motives. I know that they are doing what is easiest for the 
immediate moment and I realize that they have not seen the 
end from the beginning. They have simply failed to see that 
they have been victims of a process of separating them first 


I do not sny that the men | 


come into control of the material things which the work- | 


into small groups and that finally they will be told that the | 


employers insist upon the right to deal with them in the 
sinallest possible “group” and that is “a group” consisting, 


so to speak, of one. 

These confiding fellows have simply forgotten the old say- 
ing: “If we don’t hang together, we shall hang separately.” 

Now, my friends, that explains the real objection to the bill. 
That explains the constant tirade of the railroads’ representa- 
tives 
shall be made by the nationally organized crafts. 

I realize that there are men who sincerely believe in a 
compulsory method of fixing wages and working conditions, 
and they can not appreciate the idea of settlement by nego- 
tiatien. If, however, they will consider the matter carefully, 
they will see that any plan which involves arbitrary means of 
tixing the rates of compensation and working conditions, con- 
stitutes slavery, and T am sure that few, if any, wish to admit 
that they now believe in that doctrine. 


against the clause of the bill providing that nominations | 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 





The representatives of the railroads insist, however. that 
there are no company-created unions, and that we are unjust 
in saying that there are such. Let me call your attention to 
some evidence on that point produced at the hearings before 
First of all let me read from the opinion 
of the Railway Labor Board in case 2130. I quote the follow- 
ing language: 

The employees had the right to select their organization, the Order 
of Raflroad Telegraphers, to represent them in all neoftiations with 
the carrier, but the carrier by 
exercise of this right. 

The carrier assumed 
formulated the ballot 


absolute compulsion prevented the 


charge and control of the employees’ election, 
and the accompanying instructions 
protest of the employees’ representatives, and proce 
election in accordance with its own arbitrary policy. 





over the 


led to hold the 





On pages 209 and 210 of the Senate hearings will be found a 
list of some 20 carriers who maintain organizations which the 
companies mentioned require their employees to join, and in 
many the company deducts the men’s dues from their 
wages. For example, the Santa Fe road deducts from the pay 
of the men the dues which they owe to their company-created 
associations. The Rock Island system requires its men to join 
company unions and deducts their dues from their pay, and so 
it is with many other companies. 

On page 211 of the hearings appears a letter from the gen- 
eral manager of the Missouri Pacific system to the chief master 
mechanics, superintendents, and other superior servants. I 
quote from the opinion this language: - 


cases 


Explain to and urge upon any new employees 
strike 


or men who went out on 
and returned to work the plan of the association and the ad- 
vantages of being in a position to deal with the management without 
regard to outside influence. * * * 

To accomplish the and maintain interest in the association, 
please arrange for superintendents, shop superintendents, and master 
mechanies and their subordinate officers to keep in close touch with 
chairmen, committeemen, other association officers, and the men them- 
selve & * ° * 

Master mechanics will chairmen in maintaining lists of em- 
pleyees of each craft who are and are not members of the association ; 
. . . * a > e 

The division and local mechanical department supervisory oflicers 
will ariange to be invited to atteud association meetings of the men 


whom they supervise and should avail themselves of the opportunity. 
* >. * 


above 


assist 


Superintendents will talk regularly to master mechanies, foremen, 
committeemeu, and other craftsmen with a view to keeping up interest 
in this assoelation, knowing the number of members, and those eligible 
for membership, and ascertain the reason eligible employees are not 
members of the association. 


In the case which arose between the Pennsylvania Railroad 
Co. and the Shop Craft Association, the testimony of the gen- 
eral manager of the Pennsylvania Railroad in regard to the 
employee associations promoted by the company, showed that 
the company had paid the salaries of fhe representatives, 
whom the men had elected as officers of the union, that they 
helped write their constitution, printed their constitution and 
by-laws, furnished them with officers and leaves of absence, 
and arranged eonventions at which they were entertained. 

Even the statements of representatives of so-called inde- 
pendent labor organizations who appeared at the hearing, ap- 
parently had been prepared by the management. For example, 
Mr. C. FE. Anderson, who claimed to represent many independ- 
ent organizations, said in his testimony coneerning the prepara- 
tion of his statement: “ Suggestions came from different ones 
on the management side.” This statement appears on pzxge 
282 of the Senate hearings. I could cite many more instances 
similar to those which I have just mentioned, but to those who 
are open-minded the facts already given will be snfficient to 


| convince them as to the frequent adoption of such methods. 


Those who are not open-minded and not open to conviction, 
would not be persuaded if we were to produce tons of evidence 
uncontradicted, 

Mr. Speaker, no one more than myself desires a cessation of 
industrial strife. To me it is not a fundamental remedy for 
the unjust distribution of wealth. I believe more could be 
accomplished in that respect by giving free play to the natural 
laws by destroying the monopoly of the earth and its resources 
exercised by the few to the disadvantage of the many, and by 
this means removing the cause which drives unreasonable num- 
bers of men into competition for the same job and thus en- 
ables the man who has the employment to offer an exceedingly 
unfair advantage in the matter of determining the compensa- 
tion to be paid, 
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I realize, however, the difficulty in getting men to consider 
fundemental remedies for any of the ills which beset society. 
For that reason, I consider it proper to support the best methods 
of collective dealing. It is the only way at present generally 
understood by which reasonable justice can be enforced. We 
must have independence and self-respect developed among the 
neonte of this country in general. That is more important to 
me than the particular wage which may be paid at this time, 

ir when men are freed from fear and a feeling that they may 

e penalized if they offend their employers, they will then secure 
a reasonable return for their service. In short, it will establish 
a race of men whe are really freemen, and that is far more im- 
yortant than the question as to how many dollars any mem- 
her of society happens to have. There is not a man, whether 
r not he be the possessor of a vast amount of property and 
to labor organizations, or, on the other hand, is a so- 
called workingman himself, who will not see that it is much 
more important that they leave to their posterity a society estab- 
principles of justice, where every man has moral 
ourage and self-respect to such an extent that he cringes be- 
fore no man. It is far better, I say, that we leave that sort 
‘ eacy to our children than that we bequeath them material 

ith equal to that of Croesus. It is therefore for the benefit 
not only of the men who are members of the organization but 
uitimately for the benefit of the whole Nation that autocracy 
n the industrial world be opposed as much as we oppose it in 
the political world. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

to address the House for one minute, and to ex- 
my remarks in the Record upon the subject of one Gary, 
nd one Nicholas Murray Butler. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 

» object, I shall not object if the House will grant me the 
privilege of printing the speech of Nicholas Murray Butler in 
he RECORD. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. But these are my own remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, it is high time 
or the American people to get awake to the danger of the 
violent propaganda now being uttered by the great financial 
captains of the country—propaganda which clearly has for its 
wbject the subordinating of the power of the United States 
Congress to the will of the Chief Executive. 

The chiefest promoter of this propaganda has been the 
United States Chamber of Commerce, an organization con- 
trolled as absolutely by the predatory interests as a school- 
bey controls his own aggie. Recently the Literary Digest, 
the most dangerous agent of near-criminal wealth in all the 
vorld, specially presented the violent views of certain cap- 
tains of industry who believe Congress has served its day, 
and that it is now time to either do away with the Con- 
cress altogether, or permit the Congress to consider only 
such legislative program as might meet the advance ap- 
proval of the President, 

In seeming effort to be absolutely fair and impartial in 
presentation of public opinions, the Literary Digest now re- 
quests several Congressmen to write their impressions regard- 
ing the sentiments uttered by Judge Gary, grand master of 
Steel Trust, and Nicholas Murray Butler, master of the preda- 
tory kennels, in which are confined the literary hounds of 
big business. I am one of the Congressmen selected by the 
Literary Digest to give my view of Gary, Butler, and other 
spokesmen for that element of our citizenship which is se 
desperately trying to pave the way for the subordination of 
the Congress to the will of the President. Accepting the invi- 
tation extended by the editor of the Literary Digest, I have 
made the following statement: 

I am so very new in the Congress, in no sense a large figure 
here. But, while walking my quiet way among the Representa- 
tives and Senators of the people, I have not neglected to take 
measure of the men and their merits. Since beyhood days I 
have studied the lives and works of the men of mark in the 
Congress of the Nation, and instantly now, based upon that 
study in other days and upon my personal touch in these days, 
[I am bold to express belief that at no time in our history has 
the Congress held upon its rolls the names of more true and 
faithful legislators than appear upon the rolls of the two 
Houses of the Congress now in session. 

In capacity as a juror I have been frequently commanded by 
the court to be the judge of the credibility of witnesses and 
the weight of their evidence. Under such an instruction, while 
passing upon the testimony of Judge Gary, who has consigned 
the American Congress to the hottest corner of tradition’s 


) 
i 


lished on 
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hottest hell, I fear I should feel it my duty to utterly reject 
the testimony of Judge Gary for two good reasons: First, 


that he is an overly interested party e litigation now be 
fore the Digest court, and second, because his competency to 
testify on the subject of the merits of the ¢ ress has in no 
sense been established 

Suppose I might now say t! “the 1 ' Am «0 
ciation of men in any legitimate American it t ) 
ciation of steel magnates.” Well, perhaps the better thou of 
America might instantly accept that declaration as true, n 
the theory that Judge Gary is a type of the rage man al ig 
the magnates in the steel industry. But } 
Judge Gary is a fair type of the ave re steel 1 ite. My 
own estimate of him beholds |! } t 
enemies of our American institutions I revurd m as an 
honest man, doubly dangerous becanse of his hone y tle n 
estly believes, as do all professional and profiteering patriots, 
that the hour is ripe for a change in our system of government 
If he and his type might have their way the vould instantly 
dissolve the Congress and nfer exclusive and iginal juris- 
diction upon the Chief Executive in all matte ‘ e lation. 
Viewed from his standpoint as a nonbeliever in the plan of the 
fathers for three separate but coordinate branches of govern- 
ment, Judge Gary will be justified in saying that the present 


Congress is an evil body. 
Only to-day a Member of the Congress told me a _ recent 
dream. In the dream he clearly beheld Madam Defarge. She 


was knitting. He dreamed again She wus unraveling her 
knitting and revealing the names of the enemies of our dear 
Republic. He dreamed again, and in the honor place among 
those enemy names he beheld the name of a professional 
patriot. Iie dreamed iin. Now » saw the tumbrils rolling 
through the street, and in one of the tumbrils he saw and re 
ognized the faces of many whose names had appeared in the 
unraveled knitting. The streets through which the tumbrils 


passed were lined with multitudes of the better part of Ameri 
can manhood and womanhood. Vast was the silence. Not a 
voice of protest was heard, not a cry for mercy raised in behalf 
of those who had presumed too far in their efforts to destroy 
the Republic by demanding that the Congress shall surrender 
its inalienable rights and privileges to the executive branch 
of the Government. 

Suppose any average American citizen should to-day write 
or speak as viciously of the Supreme Court as Gary and Butler 
write and spenk about the Congress. What would happen? 
Why, instantly such citizen would be branded by the big-busi- 
ness press as a dangerous radical, an I. W. W., and possibly 
an anarchist, and all the machinery of the law would quickly 
get in action to throw such a citizen into a Federal prison. 

But why should the judicial arm of the Republic be regarded 
as more sacred than the legislative arm of our Government? 
The fathers built the Republic upon a foundation composed of 
three different stones—the legislative, the executive, and the 
judicial. In those building days each of those three separate 
and distinct branches of the Government was declared to be 
equal and all three coordinate. What has happen¢ 1 to lead to 
the assumption that the legislative branch of the Government 
should no longer perform its own functions, but should permit 
the executive and the judicial branches to perform the duties 
and exercise the prerogatives of that legislative branch which 
the fathers of the Republic so wisely provided? If it be a 
mark of bad citizenship to criticize the judicial or the execu 
tive branch of our Government, why shall it not be a mark of 
evil citizenship to criticize the legislative branch of Govern 
ment? 

For my part, I favor granting to every citizen full right of 
free speech in criticizing all three branches of our Govern 
ment. In my capacity as a Member of the greatest legislative 
bedy in the world, acting specially for the people of my home 
district and generally for all the people of the Republic, I crave 
approval of my course when it shall meet approval of my 
fellow citizens, and I shall not fear criticism of my course. If 
it shall be a good course, criticism will not harm. Lf it be a 
bad course, then it ought to be criticized and condemned. 

Onee again referring to the scientific prepaganda now being 
uttered by the predatory interests in their effort to subordinate 
the Congress to the will of the Presideat, let me plead with all 
citizens upon whom my pleading may fall to awake to the 
danger of the hour. That danger lies in the possible success 
of the propagandisis. And if their efforts shall sueceed, and 
if the plam of the fathers of the Republic for three separate 
and distinct branches of government—separate, but always co- 
ordinate—shall be so changed as to remove the right of sepa 
rate and distinct prerogatives in the legislative brauch alone— 
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well, if that shall be accomplished, then the day of a dictator 
in Washington will dawn as certainly as ever dawned a dicta- 
tor’s day in Mexico, 

Men who love the Republic ought to awake to the danger. 
It is not as difficult to keep a governmental dictator out of 
power as it is to throw him out after he shall have established 
hiimuselt in power, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
\ message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following concur- 
rent resolutions: 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 21 


Resolved bu the 


Senate (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring), That the President of the United States be requested to re- 
turn to the House of Representatives the enrolled bill (H. R. 5325) 
conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, 


adjudicate, and center judgment in any claims which the Choctaw and 
Chivckasaw Indians may have against the United States, and for other 
purposes, 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 3 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the report of the United States Coal Commission relative to the 
anthracite and bituminous coal industry, with accompanying papers, 
charts, diagrams, and illustrations (including not to exceed one sup 
plemental volume), be printed as a Senate document, with contents 
and index, and that 5,000 additional copies be printed, of which 1,100 


copies shall be for the use of the Senate Document 
for the the Mines and 
3,500 copies for the use of the House Document 
for the the 


Room, 100 copies 
Mining of the Senate, 
Room, and 300 copies 
Interstate 


use of Committee on 


use of Hiouse Committee on 


and Foreign Com- 
merce 
The 


insisted 


message also announced that the Senate had further 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 8839) making 
appropriations for the government of the District of Columbia 
and other activities chargeable in whole or in part against the 
revenues of such District for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
W225, and for other purposes, had requested a further confer- 
ence with the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. Putpps, 


Mr. Jones of Washington, and Mr. Barri as the conferees on | 
the part of the Senate. 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 


to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 1898) reclassifying the salaries 
of postmasters and employees of the Postal Service and read- 
justing their salaries and compensation on an equitable basis, 
and for other purposes. 

WHAT POLITICAL PARTY SHOULD THE WOMEN 


Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Speaker, through political parties is 
the only way a citizen can render service to one’s country. 
This is the readiest and most effective means. The people do 
their political work through the agency of political parties; 
then it follows that political parties are the potent factors in 
developing political career, 

Men, as a rule, inherit to a large measure their politics from 
their father or grandfather, but not so with the women of 
to-day. The voting job was suddenly awarded her, and the 
first thing that women desire to know when permitted to enter 
the political arena is “ how to vote right.” 

Therefore the women of the Nation should affiliate with the 
party of their choice and exercise their political activity in and 
through some political party. An understanding of what the 
differences are between the political parties should determine 
with which one to be aligned with and support. 

The Democratic Party should appeal to the women of the 
country on account of its unwavering stand for the rights of 
humanity. Every great humanitarian law written upon the 
statute books of the United States has been first championed by 
the Democratic Party and in nearly every instance written into 
the law by the hands of its lawmakers. 

The great task of the Democratic Party is to develop and 
maintain a high quality of citizenship, and in this task it ap- 
peals to the women of America, who have always been strenu- 
ous and constant champions of good morals and good 
government, 

Women, who are broad and unselfish in their love for the 
human race, are more susceptible to the attractions of the 
principles of the Democratic Party. 

The Democratic Party appeals te the women of America 


CHOOSE 


because it stands for those things in public life which require 
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unselfishness, courage, vision, and cleanness on the part of its 
public officers. It is opposed to special privileges; it is opposed 
to extravagant expenditures of money; it favors all those 
beneficent laws for the uplift and the betterment of unfortunate 
human beings and for the education and well-being of the whole 
of the American people. 

Of course Adam blamed all his troubles on Eve, but it is some 
consolation to the women of the world that Eve did not eat the 
apple because it was good to look upon and pleasant to the 
eye but because it would make her wise. It evidently did make 
her wise, and she has transmitted that wisdom on down to her 
daughters through the ages, because ever since that time Adam 
has performed with great docility and uncomplainingly what- 
ever task she has set him at, and no doubt this was one of the 
reasons that man postponed so long the granting of political 
rights to the women of the country. 

One of the characteristics of the woman in politics is that 
she believes that political officeholders and political parties 
ought to stand for what they say they stand for, and for that 
reason women should require that the political party of her 
choice should show a history of unchanging principles and faith- 
ful discharge of public duties. 

Therefore the women of our country, who are moved by 
unselfishness and who have contributed so much to the world, 
and whose vision is not circumscribed by a little ward or pre- 
cient but looking to the general welfare of the great masses of 
110,000,000 people, must be moved and induced to affiliate and 
support enthusiastically the party that stands for such prin- 
ciples. 

The Republican Party through its Congress placed upon the 
statute books of our country a tariff law known as the 
“ Fordney-McCumber Act,” which hits women harder than men 
by declaring everything they wear a luxury and taxing every- 
thing they wear as though it was a sin for a woman to wear 
Women’s wearing apparel is taxed 
under that law from 60 to 90 per cent. The tax on ginghams 
has been doubled, and imported dresses that cost a small sum 
in the foreign markets can not be purchased here except by the 
wealthy and very well to do, This tariff bars the beautiful 
handmade articles of wear which can be bought initially at 
a low cost but are increased five times by this measure. 

One would not complain because:only the rich are able to buy 
if the poor women in the foreign sweatshops were getting a 
part even of this increase, but such is not the case. The 
wealthy manufacturers of this country receive the money into 
their treasuries on account of this tariff. 

The women of America, who bear the sons of the Nation upon 
whom fall the duty to bear the arms of defense, are entitled 
to first consideration in the matter of policies promoting peace. 

The present Republican Congress has set aside the work of 
the disarmament conference held by President Harding. 
After we wasted $700,000,000 of good American money by 
scrapping warships in the process of construction, the present 
House of Representatives passed a bill to build $146,000,000 
of new warships. This is done at the insistence of the war 
crowd. When they want money for the Army or the Navy 
they start a lot of war-scare stories in the papers and call 
every man a pacifist who dares even to call the attention of 
the American people to the amount of money spent on the 
Army or the Navy. 

I want my country to be honest and sincere in its efforts to 
secure a reduction of armaments on land, sea, and air, and 
genuine peace in the world, that the sound of tramping soldiers 
to martial music, and the roar of guns in sanguinary conflict 
between nations will belong to a past and forgotten civilization. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to— 

Mr. CEeLLer, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

Mr. Burton, for Friday and Saturday, on account of death in 
family. 

Mr. Hupspertn, for balance of the session, on account of im- 
portant business. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS 


By unanimous consent, Mr. LEHLBACH was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files papers filed in support of H. R. 11256 
of the Sixty-seventh Congress, no adverse report having been 
made thereon. 

Also papers filed in support of H. R. 10174 of the Sixty-seventh 
Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. CAREW. Mr. Speaker, when the House meets at 8 
o'clock to-night do I understand that it is to take up the Consent 
Calendar? 

















ee esha 


yt 
oy 





~ ees 


cee 


RIPE Te ill et 00 ls 


nda tet i anmntcaaignpilantan Mey 0 En yl 


An. 


+e 
sia 


Bi : 


peace 


oo 


3 doh 


v 


anne 


1924 


CONGRESSIONAL 








whe SPEAKER. The Consent Calendar and any business 
that may come over from the Senate, but no suspension of the 
rules 
HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW 
Vr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


fhat when the House adjourns to-night it adjourn to meet at 11 
a’elock a. m. to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

rhere was no objection. 

\Ir TULL of Iowa. Mr. Spenker, ff the gentleman from Ohio 
will vield, are there any conference reports te come up to-night ; 
what? 

LONGWORTH. There may be some important business 
from the Senate. I ean not tell. 


anal if so, 
Nir 


come over 


RECESS 
e SPEAKER. Under the order of the House heretofore 
mace the House will stand in recess until 8 o'clock this evening. 
Accordingly (at 6 o'clock p. m.) the House stoed in recess. 


EVENING SESSION 
The reeess having expired, the House was called to order at 
8 o'clock by the Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the Consent Calendar 
beginning where we left off last night. 
THE NORWEGIAN 


STEAMSHIP “ HASSEL” 


The first business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
7558) to authorize the payment of an indemnity to the Gev- 
Norway on account of sustained by the 
ners of the Norwegian steamship Hassel as the result of a 
between that steamship and the American steamship 


‘ nent of losses 
( sion 
earble 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

Be ét enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be paid te the 
ernment of Norway, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
appropriated, as a matter of grace and without reference to the 
question of liability therefor, as full indemnity for the losses sustained 
y the owners of the Norwegian steamship Hassel as the result of a 
collision en Angust 24, 1918, between that steamship and the American 
steamship Ausable, operated by the War Department, the sum of 
*{64,169.23, as recommended by the President in his message to Con- 
cress of February 25, 1924, printed as Senate Document No. 52, Sixty- 
eighth Congress, first session. 


wire 


The committee amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 1, line 8, after the word “I/assel” insert the words “or any 
‘ r parties pecuniarily interested.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 


a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


J QUIET TITLE TO LANDS WITHIN PUEBLO INDIAN LAND GRANTS 
fhe next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(8S. 2982) to quiet the title te lands within Pueble Indian 


land grants, and fer other purposes. 
Che Olerk read the tifle of the bill. 
‘The SPBKAKRER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? [After a pause.|] The Chair hears none. 
the Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, That in 


etc., order to 


quiet title te various lota, 
parcels, and tracts of land in the State of New Mexico fer which 
claim shall be made by or on behalf of the Pueblo Indians of said 
State as hereinafter provided, the United States ef America, in 


its sovereign capacity as guardians of said Pueblo Indians, shall, by 
its attorney general, file in the District Court of the United States 
for the district of New Mexico, its bill or bills of complaint with 
a prayer for discovery of the nature of any claim or 
any kind whatsoever adverse to the claim 
as hereinafter determined 

Sre. 2. That there shall be, and hereby fs, established a board to be 
known as “ Pueblo Lands Board” to consist of the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Attorney General, each of whom may act through an as- 
sistant in all hearings, investications, and deliberations in New Mexico, 
and a third member to be appointed by the President of the United 
States. The board shall be provided with suttable qnarters in the 
city of Santa Fe, N. Mex., and shall have power to require the presence 
of witnesses and the production of documents by subprena, to employ a 
clerk whe shall be empowered to administer oaths and take acknowl- 
eigments, shall employ Cerical assistance, interpreters, and 
Stenographers with such compensation as the Attorney General shall 


claims of 
of said Pueblo Indians, 


such 


| 
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deem adequate, and it shall be provided with such necessary supplies { 
equity t s it may require on requisitions toe the Depart nen! Sd 
Justice The compensati and allowance for travel and expenses of 


the member appointed by the President shall 


be fixed by the At 
General 


it shall] be the duty of snid board to investicate, deter 


rate le mine, ar ’ t 
ani set forth by metes and pounds, illustrated where neceesar i 
netes and plata, the lands within the exterior boundaries of an) i 
granted er confirmed to the Pueblo Indians of New Mexico b: 
thority of the United States of America, or any prior soverei 
acquired by said Indians as a community by purchase or ot 
title te which the said board shall find not te have been extineuislh 
accordance with the provisions of this act, and the board shul 
include in their report any claims of non-Imdian claimants who, in the 
opinion of said beard after investigation, held and occupy auch clains 
of which they have had ativerse possession, in accordance with the 
provisions of section 4 of this act: Pro ided, hmoever, That the be i 


shall 


the 


be unanimous in 


be determined that 
Indian title 


I 


: 


all decisions whereby it shall 


' 
has been ex 


1 
tished 


ng 

The board shall report upon each pueblo as a separate unit, and upon 
the completion of each report one copy shall be filed with the United 
States District Court for 


the District of New Mexico, one with the 

Attorney General of the United States, one with the Secretary of the 
interior, and one with the Board of Indian Commissioners 

Sec. 3. That upon the filing of each report by the said board, the 


Attorney General shall forthwith cause to be fled in the United States 
District Court for the District of New Mexico, as provided in section 1 
of this act, a suit to quiet title to the lands described in enid report as 
Indian lands, the Indian title te which 
not to have been extinguished. 

Sec. 4. 


is determined by satd report 


That all persons claim ng title to er ownership of any 
lands involved in any such suit or suits ma in addition to any 
other legal or equitable defenses which they may have or have had 
under the laws of the Territory and State of New Mexico, plead lim 
itation of action, as follews, to wit ; 

(a) That in themselves, their ancestors, ernt 


tors, privies 


eessors in 
actual, 
aimed, 


interest or claim of Interest 
contimueus, nacdverse 


of title from the 
the date of the passace of this act, and 


they have had oper, 
lien of the 


6th day of 


notorions, 
exclusive, posses premiere 
under color 


January, 1902, to 


have paid the taxes lawfully 
nasessed and levied thereon to the extent required by the «statutes of 
limitation, or adverse possession of the Territory or of the Stote of 
New Mexico, since the 6th day of January, 1902. to the date of the 
passage of this act, except where the claimant was exempted or en 
titled to be exempted from such tnx payment 
(db) That in themselves, their ancestors, erant Ts, pTivies, or 
predecessors in interest or elaim of interest, they have had open, 
notorious, actual, exelusive, continuous, adverse pessession of the 
premises claimed with claim of ownership but witheut color of title 
from the 16th day of March, 1889, to the date of the passage of this 
act, and have paid the taxes lawfnily assessed and levied thereon to 
the extent required by the statutes of limitation or adverse posses 
sion of the Territory or of the State of New Mexico, from the 16th 
day of March, 1899, to the date of the passage of this act, except 
where the claimant was exempted or entitled to ty rempted from 
sucn ras pay ment 
Nothing in this act contained shall be construed to impair or 
destroy any existing right of the Pueblo Indians of New Mexico to 
assert and maintain unaffected by the provisions of this act their title 
and right to any land by original proceedings, either in law or 


equity, in 
may 


any court of competent jurisdiction 


md any such right 
be asserted at any time prior to the filing 


of the field notes and 


plats as provided in section 13 hereof, and jurisdiction with respert 
to avy such original proceedings is hereby conferred upon the United 
States District Court for the District of New Mexico with richt of 
review as in other cases: Provided, howerer, That any contract en 
tered into with any attorney or attorneys by the Pueblo Indians of 
New Mexico to carry on such litigation shall be subfect to and in 
accordance with existing laws of the United Stat« 


£ec.5. The plea of such limitations, successfully maintained, shall 
entitle the claimants 


70 Pleading to a them, their 


decree in favor of 


heirs, executors, successors, and assigns for the premises so claimed 
by them, respectively, or so much thereof as may be established, 
which shall have the effect of a deed of quitclaim as against the 


Untted States and said Indians, and a 
upon any other ground shall have a like effect. 

The United States may plead in favor of the pueblo, or 
vidual Indian thereof, as the case might be, the sald limitat 
before defined 

Sec. 6. It shall be the further duty of the board to separately rey 
in respect of each such pueblo— 

(a) The area and character of any tract or tracts of land within 
the exterior boundaries of any land granted or confirmed to the Pueblo 
Indians of New Mexico and the extent, source, and character of any 
water right appurtenant thereto in poss 


decree in favor of Asimants 


any 


indl- 


ions herefin- 


sion of non-Indian claimants 
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at the time of filing such report, which are not claimed for aia) 


Indians by any report of the board. 
bv) Whether or not such tract or tracts 
could be or could 


of land or such water rights 
any time recovered for said Indians 
United States by reasonable any right of the 
prosecution is defined 
nited States within the same period of 
real property could have 
statutes of the Territory and State 


have been at 


prosecution of 
Indians Seasonable 
by the IT 


within which 


said 
prosecution 
suits to recover 


under the limitation 


(c) The fair market value of said water rights and of said tract 
or tracts of ( lusive of any improvements made therein or 
pli 1 there non-Indian claimants) whenever the board shall 
determine that such tract or tracts of land or such water rights could 
be or could have been at any time recovered for said Indians by the 
United States by seasonable prosecution of any right of the United 
States or of said Indians, and the amount of loss, if any, suffered by 


said Indians through failure of the United States seasonably to prose- 
i any ich right 
‘The United States shall be 


pensation, to the 


liable, and the board shall award com- 
pueblo within the exterior boundaries of whose lands 
tracts of land to which such water 
appurtenant to the extent of any loss suffered 
failure of the United States seasonably to 
United States or of said Indians, subject to 
review as herein previded. Such report and award shall have the force 
and effect of a judicial finding and final judgment upon the question 
and amount of compensation due to the Pueblo Indians from the United 
States for such Such report shall be filed simultaneously with 
and in like manner as the reports hereinbefore provided to be made 


such tract or shall be situated or 


rights shall have been 


by id Indians through 


prosecute any right of the 


losses, 


and filed in section 2 of this act. 

At any time within 60 days after the filing of said report with the 
United States District Court for the District of New Mexico, as herein 
provided, the United States or any pueblo or Indians concerned therein 
or affected thereby may, in respect of any report upon liability or of 
any finding of amount or award of compensation set forth in such re- 
port, petition said court for judicial review of said report, specifying 
the portions thereof in which review is desired. Said court shal! there- 
upon have jurisdiction to review, and shall review, such report, finding, 
or award in like manner as in the case of proceedings in equity. In 
any such proceeding the report of the board shall be prima facie evi- 
dence of the facts, the values, and the liability therein set forth, sub- 
ject, however, to be rebutted by competent evidence. Any party in 
interest may offer evidence in support or in opposition to the findings 
in said report in any respect. Said court shall after hearing render its 
decision so soon as practicable, confirming, modifying, or rejecting said 
report or any part thereof. At any time within 30 days after such 
decision is rendered said court shall, upon petition of any party ag- 
grieved, certify the portions of such report, review of which has been 
sought, together with the record in connection therewith, to the United 
States Cireuit Court of Appeals for the Bighth Circuit, which shall 
have jurisdiction to consider, review, and decide all questions arising 
upon such report and record in like manner as in the case of appeals in 
equity, and its decision thereon shall be final. 

Petition for review of any specific finding or award of compensation 
in any report shall not affect the finality of any findings nor delay the 
payment of any award set forth in such report, review of which shall 
not have been so sought, nor in any proceeding for review in any court 
under the provisions of this section shall costs be awarded against any 
party. i 

Sec. 7. It shall be the further duty of the board to investigate, ascer- 
tain, and report to the Secretary of the Interior who shall report to the 
Congress of the United States, together with his recommendation, the 
fair market value of lands, improvements appurtenant thereto, and 
water rights of non-Indiaun claimants who, in person or through their 
predecessors in title prior to January 6, 1912, in good faith and for a 
valuable consideration purchased and entered upon Indian lands under 
a claim of right based upon a deed or document purporting to convey 
title to the land claimed or upon a grant, or license from the governing 
body of a pueblo to said land, but fail to sustain such claim under the 
provisions of this act, together with a statement of the loss in money 
value thereby suffered by such non-Indian claimants. Any lands lying 
within the exterior boundaries of the pueblo of Nambe land grant, 
which were conveyed to any holder or occupant thereof or his prede- 
cessor or predecessors in interest by the governing authorities of said 
pueblo, in writing, prior to January 6, 1912, shall unless found by said 
board to have been obtained through fraud or deception, be recognized 
as constituting valid claims by said board and by said court, and dis 
posed of in such manner as lands the Indian title to which has been 
determined to have been extinguished pursuant to the provisions of this 
act: Provided, Vhat nothing in this section contained with reference to 
the said Nambe Pueblo Indians shall be construed as depriving the 
said Indians of the right to impeach any such deed or conveyance for 
fraud or to have mistakes therein corrected through a suit in behalf 
of said pueblo or of an individual Indian under the provisions of 
this act 









, r ~ 
JUNE 5 





Sec. 8. It shall be the further duty of the board to investigate. 
ascertain, and report to the Secretary of the Interior the area and the 
value of the lands and improvements appurtenant thereto of non- 
Indian claimants within or adjacent to Pueblo Indian settlements or 
towns in New Mexico, title to which in such non-Indian claimants is 
valid and indefeasible, said report to include a finding as to the benefit 
to the Indians in anywise of the removal of such non-Indian claimant 
by purchase of their lands and improvements and the transfer of the 
same to the Indians, and the Secretary of the Interior shall report 
Congress the facts with his recommendations in the premises. 

Sec. 9. That all lands, the title to which is determined tn said suit 
shall, where surveyed and mapped under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, at the expense of the United 
States, but such survey shall be subject to the approval of the judge 
of the United States District Court for the District of New Mexico, 
and if approved by said Judge shall be filed in said court and become a 
part of the decree or decrees entered in said district court. 

SEC 


or suits, necessary, be 


10. That necessary costs in all original proceedings under this 
act, to be determined by the court, shall be taxed against the United 
States, and any party aggrieved by any final judgment or decree shall 
have the right to a review thereof by appeal or writ of error or other 
process, as in other cases, but upon such appeal being taken each party 
shall pay his own costs. 

Sec. 11. That in the sense in which used in this act the word 
“purchase "' shall be taken to mean the acquisition of community lands 
by the Indlans other than by grant or donation from a sovereign. 

Sec. 12, That any person claiming any interest in the premises in- 
volyed but not impleaded in any such action may be made a party 
defendant thereto or may intervene in such action, setting up his claim 
in usual form. 

Sec. 13. That as to all lands within the exterior boundaries of any 
lands granted or confirmed to the Pueblo Indians of New Mexico, by 
any authority of the United States of America or any prior sovereignty, 
or acquired by said Indians as a community by purchase or otherwise 
and which have not been claimed for said Indians by court proceedings 
then pending or the findings and report of the board as herein pro- 
vided, the Secretary of the Interior at any time after two years after 
the filing of said reports of the board shall file field notes and plat 
for each pueblo in the office of the surveyor general of New Mexico at 
Santa Fe, N. Mex., showing the lands to which the Indian title has 
been extinguished as in said report set out, but excluding therefrom 
lands claimed by or for the Indians in court proceedings then pending, 
and copies of said plat and field notes certified by the surveyor general 
of New Mexico as true and correct copies shall be accepted in any 
court as competent and conclusive evidence of the extinguishment of 
all the right, title, and interest of the Indians in and to the lands so 
described in said plat and field notes and of any claim of the United 
States in or to the same. And the Secretary of the Interior within 
30 days after the Indians’ right to bring independent suits under this 
act shall have expired, shall cause notice to be published in some news- 
paper or newspapers of general circulation issued, if any there be, in 
the county wherein lie such lands claimed by non-Indian ciaimants, 
respectively, or wherein some part of such lands are situated, otherwise 
in some newspaper or newspapers of general circulation published 
nearest to such lands, once a week for five consecutive weeks, setting 
forth as nearly as may be the names of such non-Indian claimants 
of land holdings not claimed by or for the Indians as hercin provided, with 
a description of such several holdings, as shown by a survey of Pueblo 
Indian lands heretofore made under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior and commonly known as the “ Joy Survey,” or as may be 
otherwise shown or defined by authority of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and requiring that any person or persons claiming such de- 
scribed parcel or parcels of land or any part thereof, adversely to the 
apparent claimant or claimants so named as aforesaid, or their heirs 
or assigns, shall, on or before the thirtieth day after the last publica- 
tion of such notice, file his or their adverse claim in the United States 
Land Office in the land district wherein such parcel or parcels of land 
are situate, in the nature of a contest, stating the character and basis 
of such adverse claim, and notice of such contest shall be served upon 
the claimant or claimants named in the said notice, in the same manner 
as in cases of contest of homestead entries. If no such contest is 
instituted as aforesaid, the Secretary of the Interior shall issue to the 
claimant or claimants, or their heirs or assigns, a patent or other 
certificate of title for the parcel or parcels of land so described in said 
notice; but if a contest be filed it shall proceed and be heard anid 
decided as contests of homestead entries are heard and decided under 
the rules and regulations of the General Land Office pertinent thereto. 
Upon such contest either party may claim the benefit of the provi- 
sions of section 4 of this act to the same extent as if he were a party 
to a suit to quiet title brought under the provisions of this act, and 
the successful party shall receive a patent or certificate of title for the 
land as to which he is successful in such proceeding. Any patent or 
certificate of title issued under the provisions of this act shall have the 
effect only of a relinquishment by the United States of America angy the 
said Indians. 
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If after such notice more than one person or group of persons united 


in interest makes claim in such land office adverse to the claimant or 
claimants named in the said notice, or to any other person or group of 
persons who may have filed such contest, each contestant shall be 
required to set forth the basis and nature of his respective claim, and 
the on the said claims shall be heard and decided as upon an 


1) contest or intervention. 


And in all cases any person or persons whose right to a given parcel 
areels of land has become fixed either by the action of the said 
rd or the said court or in such contest may apply to the Commis 
er of the General Land Office for a patent or certificate of title 


eive the same without cost or charge. 

Sec. 14. That if any non-Indian party to any such suit shall assert 
nst the Indian title a claim based upon a Spanish or Mexican 
nt. and if the court should finally find that such claim by the non 
Indian is superior to that of the Indian claim, no final decree or judg 
ment of ouster of the said Indians shall be entered or writ of posses 
on or assistance shall be allowed against said Indians, or any of them, 
inst the United States of America acting in their behalf. In 
ih case the court shall ascertain the area and value of the land thus 
beld by any non-Indian claimant under such superior title, excluding 
therefrom the area and value of lots or parcels of land the title to 
h has been found to be én other persons under the provisions of 
this act: Provided, however, That any findings by the court under the 
isions of this section may be reviewed on appeal or writ of error 
at the instance of any party aggrieved thereby, in the same manner, 
to the same extent, and with like effect as if such findings were a final 
judgement or decree. When such finding adverse to the Indian claim 
has become final the Secretary of the Interior shall report to Congress 
“Se facts, including the area and value of the land so adjudged 

rainst the Indian claim, with his recommendations in the premises. 

Sere. 15. That when any claimant, other than the United States for 
iid Indians not covered by the report provided for in section 7 of this 
act, fails to sustain his claim te any parcel of land within any Pueblo 
Indian grant, purchase, or donation under the provisions of this act, 
ut has held and occupied any such parcel in good faith, claiming the 
same aS his own, and the same has been improved, the value of the 
improvements upon the said parcel of land shall be found by the court 
and reported by the Secretary of the Interior to Congress, with his 
recommendations in the premises. 

Sec. 16. That if any land adjudged by the court or said lands board 
against any claimant be situate among lands adjudicated or otherwise 
determined in favor of non-Indian claimants and apart from the main 
body of the Indian land, and the Secretary of the Interior deems it to 
be for the best interest of the Indians that such parcels so adjudged 
against the non-Indian claimant be sold, he may, with the consent of 
the governing authorities of the pueblo, order the sale thereof, under 

uch regulations as he may make, to the highest bidder for cash, and 
if the buyer thereof be other than the losing claimant, the purchase 
price shall be used in paying to such losing claimant the adjudicated 
value of the improvements aforesaid, if found under the provisions of 
section 15 hereof, and the balance thereof, if any, shall be paid over to 
the proper officer, or officers, of the Indian community, but if the buyer 
be the losing claimant, and the value of his improvements has been 
adjudicated as aforesaid, such buyer shall be entitled to have credit 
upon his bid for the value of such improvements so adjudicated. 

Sec. 17. No right, title, or interest in or to the lands of the Pueblo 
Indians of New Mexico to which their title has not been extinguished 
as hereinbefore determined shall hereafter be acquired or initiated 
by virtue of the laws of the State of New Mexico, or in any other 
manner except as may hereafter be provided by Congress, and no sale, 
grant, lease of any character, or other conveyance of lands, or any 
title or claim thereto, made by any pueblo as a community, or any 
Pueblo Indian living in a community of Pueblo Indians, in the State 
of New Mexico, shall be of any validity in law or in equity unless 
the same be first approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 18. That the pleading, practice, procedure, and rules of evidence 
shall be the same in all causes arising under this act as in other civil | 
causes in the Federal courts, except as otherwise herein provided. 

Sec.19. That all sums of money which may hereafter be appro- 
priated by the Congress of the United States for the purpose of pay- 
ing in whole or in part any liability found or decreed under this act 
from the United States to any pueblo or to any of the Indians of any 
pueblo, shall be paid over to the Bureau of Indian Affairs, which 
bureau, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, shall 
use such moneys at such times and in such amounts as may seem 
wise and proper for the purpose of the purchase of lands and water | 
rights to replace those which have been lost to said pueblo or to said 
Indians, or for purchase or construction of reservoirs, irrigation works, 
or the making of other permanent improvements upon, or for the 
benefit of Jands held by said pueblo or said Indians. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read | 
the third time, and passed. 
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RAILROAD ACROSS THE SOUTHWESTERLY PORTION OF FORT LOGAN 
MILITARY RESERVATION, COLO, 

The next business on the Conse Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 7909) granting the consent of Congress to the construc 
tion, maintenance, and operation by the Denver & Rio Grande 
Western Railroad Co., its successors and as s, of a line of 
railroad across the southwesterly portion o he Fort Li n 
Military Reservation, in the State of Colorado. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Granam of Lilinois Is 
there objection? 

Mr. TILSON, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to obje 


what need is there for the pass re of this bill? It « 
does not appear anywhere in the report 

Mr. VAILE I am sorry the bill was not more fully re 
ported. I will say, however, that it is not a bill for a com- 
mercial railroad. This is not a bill for the benefit 
Denver & Rio Grande Western Railroad at all. It is to con- 
struct a short spur track of about a « 
enable the city of Denver to construct a 


o1L the 


juarter of a mile to 
filtration plant on the 
Platt River, and it will be used only for the purpose of taking 
material and construction crews to that plant. 

Mr. TILSON. ‘To what extent, if any, does it interfere with 
the use of that reservation for military purposes? 

Mr. VAILE. Not in the slightest degree. The railroad 
already runs into the reservation grounds to furnish supplies 
for the reservation, and this carries it about a quarter of a 
mile farther. 

Mr. McKENZIE. If the gentleman will yield to me, I will 
state to the gentleman from Connecticut that we investigated 
this matter very carefully before the committee, and we were 
convinced that this was not only an accommodation to the 
people out at the post but absolutely in no way injures the 
reservation, and the committee voted unanimously to report 
it, and I am sorry Mr. Fisher did not make a fuller report 

Mr. TILSON. I want to say that if it were the committee 
asking the passage of it, I doubt if the House would allow it to 
be passed upon this report; but since the committee is not con- 
cerned, but an individual Member is, I will not object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.}| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider the Senate bill instead of the House bill. An identical 
bill has been passed by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colo 
rado asks unanimous consent that a Senate bill of similar pur- 
port be considered in lieu of the House bill. Is there objece- 
tion? [After a pause.]| The Chair hears none. The Clerk 
will report the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 3420) granting the consent of Congress to the construction, 
maintenance, and operation by the Denver & Rio Grande Western 
Railroad Co., its successors and assigns, of a line of railroad across 
the southwesterly portion of the Fort Logan Military Reservation in 
the State of Colorado 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby 

to grant to the Denver & Rio Grande Western Railroad Co., a corpora 

tion organized under the laws of the State of Delaware, its succ: 


ts 


authorized 


sSOrs 
and assigns, a permit to locate, construct, maintain, and operate a line 
of railroad across the southwesterly portion of the Fort Logan Military 
Reservation in the State of Colorado upon such location and under such 
regulations and conditions as shall be approved by the Secretary of 
War. 

Sec. 2. That: the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read the 


| third time, and passed. 


The bill H. R. 7909 was laid upon the table. 
PROBATION SYSTEM IN UNITED STATES COURTS 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 5195) to provide for the establishment of a probation 
system in the United States courts, except in the District of 
Columbia. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. May I ask the gentleman 
to listen to a word of explanation, to see if the objection can 
not be removed? I would like to suggest to the gentleman 
that this bill ought to be passed. We have probation in every 
State in the Union at this time, and there is a bill on the 
Speaker’s desk, unanimously passed by the Senate, covering 








CONGRESSIONAL 


10744 








<ECORD—HOUSE 


JUNE 5 





identically the same provisions. All the judges—I would not | of the Interior, for maintenance of that portion of the Federal aid 


say all, but a large number district attorneys, and 


public opinion ha 


of judges, 


a real demand for this legislation 

Mir. CRAMTON, If the gentleman 
yield, if the gentleman will permit 

Mr. WOLFF. 1 am 


from Pennsylvania will 


going to say to the gentleman from 


Pennsyvly a there is an old adage that starts out something 
like this: “Do unto othe as you would have others do unto 
vou.” There is another old adage that “chickens come home 
tn ronal 

Mr. CRAMTON Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. WOLFF. I will yield. 

Mr. CRAMTON. In order to exemplify another adage, “ Do 
unto others as you would have them do unto you,” IT have a 
letter from a very good friend of mine at Detroit, Mich., which 
letter I desire to place in the Recorp. 

The letter is as follows: 

DETROIT, MICH., June 8, 1924. 
° 


Hien. Lovis C. CRAMTON, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Drar CONGRESSMAN: I am Informed that IT. R. 5195 has been 
reported faverably by the Judiciary Committee of the House, but has 
! vet received consideration in Committee of the Whoele. As you 
deubiless know, this is the bill giving Federal courts authority to place 


prisoners on prohation Should 
Congress adjourn, as is now expected, at the end of this week, un- 
doubtedly this bill will never be acted upon by this Congress. In the 
is this bill is one which 
My experience as judge of a criminal 
court convinces me that the most hopeful aspect of our preseat efforts 
io deal effectively with crime is the power which all judges should 
possess of placing prisoners on probation in certain cases. 

Trusting this may receivé 

Respectfully yours, 


which power they do not now possess. 


event that Congress showld prolong its sessio 
hould receive favorable action. 


your favorable attention, I remain. 


Puiny W. Marsh. 


1 ought to object, so far as some things go, but I feel that 
this legislation is desirable and worthy, and that no persenal 
consideration should be permitted to interfere. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection? 

Mr. WOLFF. I object 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will report the next bill. 


GALLUP-DURANGO HI 


Objection is heard. The Clerk 


HWAY ACROSS THE NAVAJO RESERVATION 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (S. 
2159) autherizing annual appropriations for the maintenance 
of that pertion of Gallup-Durango highway across the Navajo 
indian Reservation and providing reimbursement therefor. 

Che title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
ent eonsideration of this bill? 

Mr. BISGG. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, why 
is it necessary to appropriate $20,000 a year for this highway 
separately? Tew manv miles long is it? 

Vir. MORROW. IT have not the exact mileage. 

Mr. BHGG. Well, approximately. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. This Navajo Indian Reservation 
read is quite an old road. The appropriations made by Con- 
eress heretofore aggregate about 880,000. 
long. 


there objection to the pres- 


This bill has been heartily approved by Secretary Work 
and Seeretary Fall and Secretary Lane, and by the Endian res- 
ervation. It is to enable the Navajo Indians te get dewn to the 
Santa Fe Railroad at the town of Gallup. 

Mr. BEGG. This makes an appropriation of $20,000 a year 
for the next thousand years. Unless changed, I shall not agree 
to anything like that, 1 will say to the gentleman. I will objeet 
absolutely unless you put a time limit on it. I will let it go by 
nt five years 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Let me make this statement to 
the gentleman. They have just been discovering ofl on this 
Navajo Indian Reservation so that the Indians have funds 
enough to do this. 

Mr. BEGG. Does this come out of the tribal funds? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes. It does not cost the Federal 
Treasury a dollar. 

Mr. REGG. I withdraw my reservation of an objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appropri- 
ated annually, out of apy money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
prisied, the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary 
for each fiscal year, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 


The Clerk will report the bill. 


s been expressed in a hundred ways, and there | 


| 
| 


eee CC 


The road is 90 miles | 


highway from Gallup, N. Mex., to Shiprock, N. Mex., across the Navajo 
Indian Reservation, reimbursable from the tribal funds of the Indians 
of said reservation: Provided, That Indian labor shall be emploved as 
far as practicable: Provided further, That if no funds are available, no 
expenditure shall be made, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
reading of the Senate bill. 

The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was rend 
the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill. 


UNALLOTTED LANDS OF THE OMAHA INDIAN RESERVATION, NEBR. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (HL. 
R. 6541) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
disposal of the unallotted lands on the Omaha Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Nebraska.” 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The question is on the third 


The Clerk will report the next 


Is there objection to the pres- 


‘he Clerk will report the bill. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act approved May 11, 1912 (37 Stat. L. 
p. 111), entitled “An act to provide for the disposal of the unalilotted 
lands on the Omaha Indian Reservation, in the State of Nebraska,” is 
hereby amended by striking out all after the enacting clause and 
inserting the following: 

“ That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to cause to be surveyed. if necessary, and appraised in such manner 
as he may direct, im tracts of 40 acres each or as nearly thereto as 
the Secretary may deem practicable, and after such survey and ap- 
praisement to sell and convey in quantities not to exceed 160 acres 
to any one purchaser, all the unallotted lands on the Omaha Indiana 
Reservation in the Staie of Nebraska except such tracts as are berein- 
after specifically reserved: Provided, That the said land shall be sold 
to the highest bidder under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Interior may prescribe, but no part of said land shall be sold at less 
than the appraised value thereof: Provided further, That the use of 
the underground rights of the unallotted lands be, and the same are 
hereby, reserved for the benefit of the children who are entitled to 
participate in said lands under the act of May 11, 1912, supra. 

“Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to 
reserve from sale under the terms of this act the following tracts of 
land in townsbips 24, 25, and 26 north, range 9 east of the sixih 
principal meridian in Netwaska for the purposes designated: Sixty 
acres of the land now used for agency purposes described as the south- 
east quarter of the northwest quarter and the south half of the north- 
east quarter of the northwest quarter of section 25 be reserved for 
agency and school purposes for so long as the need thereof exists: and 
40 acres for use as a tribal cemeters, described as the southwest quar- 
ter of the southwest quarter of section 24, including the tract now 
used for that purpose: Provided, That 23 acres thereof may be 
reserved for the use of the Presbyterian Church now located thereon 
so long as needed for religious or educational purposes; and 220 
acres, more or less, described as the east half of the northeast quarter 
of section 26, and the west balf of the northwest quarter, and fhe 
north half of the northeast quarter of fhe northwest quarter of section 
25, and that portion of the southeast quarter of the northwest quar- 
ter of section 25 lying south and west of a certain irrigation ditch, 
consisting of approximately 10 acres, and the southeast quarter of the 
southwest quarter of section 24, for the special and specific use of the 
Omaha Tribe, to be used for fair purposes, camping grounds, race 
track, and other tribal needs, the same to be held in reserve from the 
sale authorized by this act until such time as the Secretary of the 
Interior may determine that reserves are no longer needed. 

“Sec. 3. That the proceeds of such sale, after paying all the ex- 
penses incident to and necessary for carrying out the provisions of 
this act, and after reimbursing the general trust fond of the tribe 
for any assessment paid therefrom for protecting the unalloted tribal 
lands from overflow, shall be divided pro rata among the ebiidren 
of the Omaha Trive living on May 11, 1912, who have not received 
alletments of land under the acts of August 7, 1882 (22 Stat. L. p. 
341), and March 8, 1893 (28 Btat. L. p. 630), and shall be expended 
for the benefit of sai@ Indians when and in such manner as in the 
opinion of the Secretary of the Interier shall be to their best interests, 
and pending such expenditure by the said Secretary the sums due the 
respective Indians shall be placed to the credit of the said Indians 
in the Treasury of the United States, and shall bear interest at the 
rate of 5 per cent per annum, but in the event of the death of any 
such Indian while there remains im the Treasury to his credit any 
part of the sum so deposited the said sum shall be paid at once to 
his heirs, who shall be determimed by the Secretary of the Interior 
in accordance with the laws of descent im force in the State of Ne- 
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hraska. and the action of the Secretary of the Interior in determining 
the legal heirs of any deceased Indian, as provided herein, shall in 

il respects be conclusive and fi ial 
Se 4. That for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of 
there is appropriated sum of $1,000, or so much thereof 
necessary, to be reimbursable out of the funds arising from 

! of said land 
s 5. That sections 1, 3, and 4 of this act shall not become 
’ 


ve so long as the need thereof exists of maintaining an agency 
na school for the Omaha Tribe of 


State of 


Indians residing on the Omaha 


n Reservation in the Nebraska,” 


With committee amendments, as follows: 


Pa > line 12, after the word “ underground,” 


ge 2 insert the word 
neral.”’ 
Page 3, line 17, 
serves and insert “ such lands.’ 


Pave 8, line 18, after the word “ needed,” 


after the word “that,” strike out the word “ re- 


insert the words “ for 


sueh purposes 
h pur] 
Pag $. line 20, after the word “is,” where it occurs the second 
rt the words “ hereby authorized to be.” 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, on page 12, in lines 18 and 19, 
e is recommended the insertion of the words “ in tow nsnips.” 


fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2. line 18, after the word “in,” strike out the word town 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ sections,” and in the 
ne, after the figures “26” insert the words “in township 2 


rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. 
to the committee amendments. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en- 

‘ossment and third reading of the bill. 

the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
next bill, 


The question is on agreeing 


Clerk will report the 
DESIGNATION OF 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. S088) to designate the Croatan Indians of 
County and adjoining counties in North Carolina as Cherokee 
Indians, 
The title of the bill was read. 
‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
this bill refers to the fact that this act will not be 
construed to give these Indians any right to lands or moneys 
belonging to the Eastern band of Cherokee Indians, or West- 
ern Cherokees, or the tribes in Oklahoma. Is not the purpose 
of it to give them a chance at the money in the Treasury 
for free schooling? If so, I think it must be pretty clearly 
justified or I shall have to object. 
Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, 


CROATAN INDIANS AS CHEROKEES 


Is there objection? 


iect, 


I will say to the gentleman 
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Robeson | 


right to ob- | 


that this bill was introduced by my colleague, Mr. Lyon, of | 


North Carolina. The only purpose of this legislation, as I 
understand it, is to give them a status or designation. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Is not the only thing to be accomplished 
by giving them that status to give them the right to attend 
the United States Indian schools? 

Mr. WEAVER. I am not sure about that. 

Mr. CRAMTON. For the present-——— 

Mr. WEAVER. I think some provision has already been 
made by the Indian Department for these Indians, and I do 
uot understand that this is to confer any monetary advantage. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 
will report the next bill. 


PROTECTION OF GAME ANIMALS AND BIRDS 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the Dill 
(S. 2761) to authorize the withdrawal of lands for the pro- 
tection of antelope and other game animals and birds. 
The title 6f the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of this bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That, subject to valid existing rights and en 


The Clerk 


The Clerk will report the bill. 


LO7A5 





mals and birds: National-forest lands—Township 18 north, range 7 
east, Black Hills meridian, sect n 24 th half, and south half north 
half; section 25, all township 18 north, r 8 east, sections 17 to 2 
inclusive; section 21, west half: sections 29 tf (2 clusive Public 
lands—Township 18 north, range 7 east, sect s 5 to 9, inclusive ; 
sections 13 to 23, inclusive: section 24, north half north half: sections 
26 to 36, inclusive; and those parts of sections 3, 4, 10, and 11 lying 
south and west of the Riva Road: Provided, That the withdrawal of 
the lands herein authorized shall not affect existing withdrawa for 
national-forest purposes. 

Sec. 2. That the State of South Dakota is hereby authorized and 
permitted to erect and maintain a good, substar il fence in sit 
in whole or in part such areas as may be designated and set aside by 
the President under the authority of section 1 hereof Che State shall 


erect and maintain such gates in this fence as may be 
authorized agents of the Federal Gov 


required by the 
ernment in the administration 


of the national-forest lands embraced therein, or to provide ingr 

and egress to persons occupying lands within said inelosure The right 
of the State to maintain said fence shall continue so long as the area 
designated by the President shall be given protection by the laws of 


the State of South Dakota as a game refuge 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
of the Senate bill. 

» Senate bill 


the third time, and pi 


question is on the third 


was ordered to be read 





a third time, was read 

ssed. 

CLAIMS OF CHOCTAW 
Mr. SNYDER. Mr. 

present a concurrent 


AND CHICKASAW INDIANS 
Speaker, I ask unani 


resolution, 


mous consent to 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 
York asks unanimous consent to present a concurrent reselu- 
| tion. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate Concurrent Resolution 21 

Resolved ty the Senate the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the President of the United Stat equested to return to the 
House of Representatives th enrolled bill H. R. 5325, conferrin 
jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear, examine adjudicate, and 
enter judgment in any claim which the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Indians may have against the United States, and for other purpose 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection to the 


this resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
to the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


present consideration of 


The question is on 


agreeing 


ACQUIREMENT OF LANDS WITHIN 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(S. 1762) providing for the acquirement by the United States 
of privately owned lands within Taos County, N. Mex., known 
as the Santa Barbara grant, by exchanging therefor timber, or 
lands and timber, within the exterior boundaries of any na- 
tional forest situated within the State of New Mexico. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 


rAOS COUNTY, N. MEX. 


there objection te the 


| present consideration of the bill? 


Mr. BEGG. I object. 


ACQUIREMENT OF LANDS WITHIN RIO ARRIBA AND 
N. MEX. 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(S. 3024) providing for the aequirement by the United States 
of privately owned lands within Rio Arriba and Taos Counties, 
N. Mex., known as the Las Trampas grant, by exchanging 
therefor timber within the exterior boundaries of any national 
forest situated within the State of New Mexico. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
understand the gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. Morrow] 
desires to make a statement in connection with this bill, and I 
will withhold my objection in order that he may make such 


TAOS COUNTIES, 


there objection to the 


|} Statement. 


Is there objection to the pres- | 


tries heretofore initiated under the public land laws, any or all of the | 


following-described land in Government ownership may be withdrawn 
from entry and disposition by proclamation of the President for the 
purpose of protecting and propagating antelope and other game ani- 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, referring to these bills for the 
exchange of certain timberlands for other lands, this is a policy 
that has been pursued by the department for several years. 
The law permits it and it is absolutely under the jurisdiction 
of the Interior Department and the Department of Agriculture. 
These lands are examined and determined and the exchange of 
timber is made in conformity with the supervision of the de- 
partment. It is a policy that has been carried out by the Govy- 
ernment and the departments are absolutely in sympathy with 
this action. It is an exchange of lands for the protection of 
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There can be no disad- 


the watershed and for the timber. 
vantage to the Government. 

If there are any questions that gentlemen desire to ask, I 
will be glad to answer them. 

Mr. BEGG. This bill is similar to a number of others where 
the Government of the United States is being authorized to 
ive away cut-over lands to private interests so that they can 
take lands that ure uncut and get good timber out of them. 
Now, I may be converted to that proposition being a good thing, 
but certainly it will be impossible to-night unless we stop every- 
thing else, and that would be unfair to the other bills. 

Mr. MORROW. Will the gentleman hear me further? 

Mr. BEGG. Yes 

Mr. MORROW. When these bills were presented I took them 
up with the Governor of the State of New Mexico. He made an 
investigation and he reported back to me, and I have his letter 
in which he states that this is a proper exchange for the con- 
eervation of the moisture of the State of New Mexico, and that 
this iand is well-timbered land and has not been cut over. The 
department desires this as a protection to the forest reserves. 


Mr. BEGG. I will say to the gentleman from New Mexico 
that it is not very long until another session of Congress. In 
the meantime I will investigate that policy; and if I can be 


shown the wisdom of it, 1 may be converted. But I can not see 
funy good business in it. : 

Mr. MORROW. Will the gentleman hear me further? 

Mr. BEGG. Yes. 

Mr. MORROW, I think if the State authorities of the State 
of New Mexico have made an investigation of this and recom- 
wend that it is to the advantage of the State and to the Goy- 
ernment it should be admitted that they have a better knowl- 
edge of the matter, and I call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that the Department of the Interior and the Department 
of Agriculture are in sympathy with this action. 

Mr. WATKINS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes. 

Mr. WATKINS. As a matter of fact, these bills have the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior and Colonel Greeley, 
of the Forest Service. 

Mr. MORROW. Absolutely. 

Mr. WATKINS. And this action not only has the advantage 
of giving the Government land where it affects the watershed, 
but it puts this land in one block? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from New Mexico has expired. Is there objection? 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, I am going to withdraw my last 
objection. In the meantime I will investigate the rest of them. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby is, authorized, in his discretion, to accept on behalf of the 
United States title to all or any part of privately owned lands situ- 
ated within the Las Trampas grant, located within the counties of 
Mio Arriba and Taos, State of New Mexico, if in the opinion of the 
Secretary of Agriculture public interests will be benefited thereby and 
the lands are chiefly valuable for national-forest purposes, and in ex- 
change therefor the Secretary of Agricniture may authorize the 
grantor to cut and remove an equal value of timber within the 
national forests of the same State, the values in each case to be de 
termined by the Secretary of Agriculture and acceptable to the grantor 
as a fair compensation. Timber given in exchange shall be cut and 
removed under the laws and regulations relating to the national forests, 
and under the @irection and supervision and in accordance with the 
requirements of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Sec. 2. That lands effered for exchange hereunder and not covered 
by public-land surveys shall be identified by metes and bounds surveys, 
and that such surveys and the plats and field notes thereof shall be made 
by employees of the United States Forest Service and approved by the 
United States Surveyor General. 

Src, 3. That any lands conveyed to the United States under the pro- 
visions of this act shall, upon acceptance of the conveyance thereof, 
become and be a part of Carson National Forest. 

Suc. 4. That before any exchange of lands for timber as above pro- 
vided is effected, notice of such exchange proposal, describing the lands 
involved therein, shall be published once each week for four consecutive 
weeks in some newspaper of general circulation in the county in which 
such lands so to be conveyed to the United States are situated. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last 
word. I think our colleague from New Mexico [Mr. Morrow] 
deserves a great deal of credit for the efficient manner in which 
he has pushed this bill through to passage in that he has done 
considerable work over here in getting objections out of the way. 
I think he should have great credit for it. [Applause.] 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third 
reading of the Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE JUDICIAL CODE 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 9314) to amend section 98 of the Judicial Code, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, let us have an explanation of this bill. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
merely provides that hereafter the terms of the United States 
District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina shall 
be held at Fayetteville instead of Laurinburg. The bill has the 
approval of the Department of Justice, the district judge, and 
the district attorney for the district involved, and it appears 
that the change will entail no additional expense to the Govern- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 98 of an act entitled “An act to 
codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved 
March 8, 1911, as amended, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Spec. 98. The State of North Carolina is divided into two districts, 
to be known as the eastern and western districts of North Carolina. 
The eastern district shall include the territory enrbraced on the 1st 
day of July, 1910, in the counties of Beaufort, Bertie, Bladen, Bruns- 
wick, Camden, Chatham, Cumberland, Currituck, Craven, Columbus, 
Chowan, Carteret, Dare, Duplin, Durham, Edgecombe, Franklin, Gates, 
Granville, Greene, Halifax, Harnett, Hertford, Hyde, Johnston, Jones, 
Lenoir, Lee, Martin, Moore, Nash, New Hanover, Northampton, Onslow, 
Pamlico, Pasquotank, Pender, Perquimans, Person, Pitt, Robeson, Rich- 
mond, Sampson, Scotland, Tyrrell, Vanee, Wake, Warren, Washington, 
Wayne, and Wilson. Terms of the district court for the eastern dis- 
trict shall be held at Fayetteville on the Monday before the last Mon- 
days in March and September; at Wilson on the first Mondays in April 
and October; at Elizabeth City on the secon@ Mondays in April and 
October ; at Washington on the third Mondays in April and October; 
at Newbern on the fourth Mondays in April and October; at Wilming- 
ton on the second Monday after the fourth Mondays in April and 
October; and at Raleigh on the fourth Monday after the fourth Mon- 
days in April and October ; and in addition for the trial of civil cases on 
the first Mondays in March and September: Provided, That the city of 
Fayetteville and the city of Wilson shall each provide and furnish at 
its own expense a suitable and convenient place for holding the district 
court at Fayetteville and at Wilson until a courthouse shall be con- 
structed by the United States. The clerk of the court for the eastern 
district shall maintain an office in charge of himself or a deputy at 
Raleigh, at Wilnrington, at Newbern, at Elizabeth City, at Washington, 
at Fayetteville, and at Wilson, which shall be kept open at all times 
for the transaction of the business of the court. 

“The western district shall include the territory embraced on the 
lst day ef July, 1910, in the counties of Alamance, Alexander, Ashe, 
Alleghany, Anson, Buncombe, Burke, Caswell, Cabarrus, Catawba, Cleve- 
land, Caldwell, Clay, Cherokee, Davidson, Davie, Forsyth, Guilford, 
Gaston, Graham, Henderson, Haywood, Iredell, Jackson, Lincoln, 
Montgomery, Mecklenburg, Mitchell, McDowell, Madison, Macon, 
Orange, Volk, Randolph, Rockingham, Rowan, Rutherford, Stanly, 
Stokes, Surry, Swain, Transylvania, Unien, Wilkes, Watauga, Yadkin, 
and Yancey. Terms of the district court for the western district 
shall be held in Greensboro on the first Mondays in June and Decem- 
ber; at Statesville on the third Mondays in April and October; at 
Salisbury on the fourth Mondays in April and October; at Asheville 
on the first Mondays in May and November; at Charlotte on the first 
Mondays in April and October; and at Wilkesbero on the fourth 
Mondays in May and November. The clerk of the court for the western 
district shall maintain an office in charge of himself or a deputy at 
Greensboro, at Asheville, at Statesville, and at Wilkesboro, which shall 
be kept open at all times for the transaction of the business of 
the court.” 

Sec. 2. That the act entitled “An act providing for the establish- 
ment of two additional terms of the District Court for the Wastern 
District of North Carolina at Raleigh, N. C.,” approved April 27, 1916, 
is hereby repealed. 


The bill was ordered to be engressed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 8839) 
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‘ npropriations for the government of the District o PURCHASE OF PURLIC 1 ps 
. | 


Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole or in part The next business on the Consent Calendar was the |! 
eS Fevwnuen os Sue District lor he fiscal year eae (Hi. R. 8822) granting to certain cla nts the preference 1 
June 30, 1925 id move to further insist on the amend- | ¢9 purchase mnappropriated public lar 
e House to the amendment of the Senate No. 1, | " 


lhe Clerk read the title of the bill 
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nd night and Sundays and holidays should be paid for 
ervices as customs guards. It is only a little ever $4,000, | ©?" entitled i 
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Mr. WATSON. No. I admit the bill calls for $5,500. The | cultr IT t 
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a ashy the United Stat. ens 1d applied as provided by law for the dis 
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Mr. BLANTON. We ought to have general laws to pay em- | ‘ ee , ; 

o . ~ : . Src 5. That the Seeretary f the Inter r nut ' i 
‘ vees of all these services, I object. 1 
; » A valete : : . : presct all ne ry ! ations ; ring ¢ 
d Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that | ; = 
7 visions of this act and determining conflictin 1imes 


he bill may be passed over without prejudice and retain its 
piace on the calendar. The committee amendment was reed t 
f The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a The bill as amended was ordere be 

pause.) The Chair hears none. third time, was read the third time, and passed 
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The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 


DAM ACKOSS THE POTEAU RIVER 
Che next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill CH. R. 





ere 


terior of August 11, 1922, in all cases whether patents had or had not 
issued at the time of the reappraisal of the lots: Provided, That the 
Che next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. | purchasers or their legal representatives apply for repayment of such 
(5) to authorize the Secretary of War to sell real property, | amounts within two years from the passage of this act. 
to wit, a portion of the Fort Revere Reservation, at Hull, Mass. Sec. 2. Upon receipt of the certificate from the Secretary of the In- 
The SPHAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? terior, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, I want to | to make payment to such purchasers out of the funds held in trust for 


0459) vranting the consent of Congress to the city of Fort Smith, ent consideration of the bill? 

Sebastian County, Ark., and the Fort Smith waterworks district There was no objection. 7 

ald city to construct, maintain, and operate a dam across the The Clerk read the bill, as follows: - 

Poteau River. | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? thorized to certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the difference be- 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. [Reserving the right to object, is this a tween the amounts paid by purchasers of the lots in the town site of 

municipal waterworks? Sanish, within the former Fort Berthold Indian Reservation, N. Dak., 
Mr. CARTER = Mr. Speaker, I regret that I am obliged to ob- | and the price fixed as result of reappraisal by the Secretary of the In 
‘ } 

j 


FORT REVERE RESERVATION, HULL, MASS. 


inquire what the nature of this property is. | the Fort Berthold Indians under the act of Congress approved June 1, 
Mr. McKENZIE. It is an old military reservation. The bill | 1910, and issue his warrant in settlement thereof. 
ara nee ed by the ee from Massachusetts {}ér. — | The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
sala — it is to permit a small strip to be sold for cemetery | was read the third time, and passed, 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. It does not apply to the whole reserva- TOWN SEE CF SOWEIN, MONT. 
tion? The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill H. R 
Mr. MCKENZIE. No; only a little strip for cemetery pur- , 7522, to authorize and direct issuance of patents to purchasers 
poses. The bill is all right of lots in the town site of Bowdoin, Mont. 
Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, I want to ask The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
a question. How much land is there in this reservation? The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
Mr. GIFFORD. About 78 acres, and they are asking for only | ent consideration of the bill? 
3 acres for cemetery purposes. There was no objection. 
Mr. BLANTON, It is to be used by the city? The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Mr. GIFFORD., The town of Hull desires to add to the pres- Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
ent cemetery about 8 acres. It has been carefully consid- authorized and directed to issue patents to purchasers of lots in the 


ered by the War Department, and the War Department has no 
objection. 
Mr. BLANTON. Why does not the town buy 8 acres? 


town site of Bowdoin, Mont., who have made payments of at least 
$50 for each lot by virtue of land contracts previously entered into 


Mr. GIFFORD. It seeks to add to their cemetery by buying With the following committee amendment: 
these 8 acres. Hull is a very small town. If the gentleman will Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: “That the Sec 
read the report, he will see that the department says that | retary of the Interior is hereby authorized to reappraise the lots in 
there is no objection. the town site of Bowdoin, Mont., whether sold or unsold, and to 


Mr. BLANTON. That is what makes me suspicious. The | issue patent, if not already issued, in those cases where the amount 
report is about 3 fingers wide and gives no information what- | paid is in excess of the value appraised thereunder. In cases where 
ever. It does not tell anything about the necessity of it, the | the amount paid is not equal to the new appraisement the purchaser 
character of the land or the scope of it, or the value of the land, | may receive patent upon making payment in accordance with the new 
or anything at all. Whenever I see a report like that I get | appraisal, either in cash or by installments, in conformity with the 
suspicious. Is the land contiguous to the cemetery? terms of existing law. Lots not heretofore sold likewise may be sold 

Mr. GIFFORD. It is. at the new appraised value in accordance with existing law.” 

Mr. BLANTON. And they can not get 3 acres anywhere else? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
: ; a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: , . : ” 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby a a IN POTOMAC PARK, DISTRICT OF COLL a 
is, authorized to sell to the town of Hull, Mass., at private sale upon The next business a the Consent Calendar was the Senate 
terms and conditions deemed advisable by him, a section of land situ- Joint Resolution 73, providing wed = eppetanaias oC 0 com- 
ated in the town of Hull, Mass., and included in the Fort Revere | Mission for the purpose of erecting in Potomac Park, in the 
Reservation, comprising an area of approximately 125,780 square feet, | District of Columbia, a memorial to those members of the 
to be added by the town of Hull to its present cemetery, to which said armed forces of the United States who served in the Great War 


land is adjacent ; and to execute and deliver in the name of the United The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution. 
States and in its behalf any and all deeds or other instruments neces-| The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
sary to effect such sale. | present consideration of the Senate joint resolution? 


Sec. 2. That all moneys received as the proceeds of such sale, after Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Reserving the right to object, 
deducting the necessary expenses connected therewith, shall be de- | Who is to pay the expense of this? ; 
posited in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of miscella- | a a oe a money — ee 
neous receipts raisec y subscription. © expense whatever is to 1 

1" en . ; i | to the Federal Government. 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time, Mr. BLANTON It is distinctly understood that the com- 
was read the third time, and passed. missioners shall receive no salary or compensation? 
TO AUTHORIZE THE ACCOUNTING OFFICERS OF THE TREASURY TO PAY | wir LUCE. Absolutely 

ro CERTAIN SUPPLY OFFICERS OF THE REGULAR NAVY AND NAVAL Mr. BLANTON. And “that all subscriptions are to be raised 

RESERVE FORCE THE PAY AND ALLOWANCES OF THEIR RANKS FOR | 4, the District, and that there is to be no charge on the Fed- 


j 
' 

SERVICE PERFORMED PRIOR TO THE APPROV: . ul y 
RVICE F RMED Oe PPROVAL OF THEIR BONDS | eral Treasury? 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.! Mr. LUCE. No charge whatever. 
KR. 8263) to authorize the accounting officers of the Treasury The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
to pay to certain supply officers of the regular Navy and Naval There was no objection. 
Reserve Force the pay and allowances of their ranks for service The Clerk read the Senate joint resolution, as follows: 


" rd nea aan on oe Resolved, etc., That a commission to be composed of Charles A. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 7 Baker, Edward F. Colladay, John Joy Edson, Mrs. William Corcoran 
Mr. BLANTON. I object. Eustis, Isaac Gans, E. Lester Jones, Arthur D. Marks, Frank B. Noyes, 

le : Anton Stephan, J. R. McDonald, Gist Blair, and any other person who 
TOWN SITE OF SANISH, N. DAK. with the approval of a majority of the commission is added thereto or 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (HL. | substituted for any member thereof, is hereby created, to be known as 

R. 8887) authorizing repayment of excess amounts paid by | the District of Columbia Memorial Commission, for the purpose of 

purchasers of certain lots in the town site of Sanish, former | erecting in Potomac Park, in the District of Columbia, a memorial to 

Fort Berthold Indian Reservation, N. Dak. those members of the military and naval forces of the United States 
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\ I ‘ il ll ‘ rlistic design suitable for military 
| take the pia of the present wooder 1d stand 
}? Park 
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rhe joint resolv n was ordered to be read a third time, was 


} 
“ahd passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS 


PEARL RIVER, MISS. 








The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9077) granting the consent of Congress to the board of super 
sors O linds County, Miss., to construct a bridge across the 
tiver in the State of Mississippi. 
‘he Clerk read the title of the bill. 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection to the pres 
ent consideration of the bili? 
ere Was no objec tion. 
Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
titute for the bill the Senate bill, S. 3244, identical in char- 
ter ich has already passed the Senate. 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis 
r sks unanimous consent to substitute the Senate bill of 
urpol use bill. Is there objection? 
Wi jection. 
Phi E mpore. The Clerk will report the Ser 
bill 
e Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows: 
} t enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to 
rd of supervisors of Hinds County, Miss., to construct, maintain 


es thereto across the Pearl River, at 


te a bridge and appr 
suitable to the interests of navigation, at the city of Jackson, 
Mississippi, in accordance with the provisions of the act e1 
“An act to regulate the construction of bridges over naviga 


app oved March 238, 1906 
That the right to 


ecly reserved. 


alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, 
time, and passed. 

e bill H. R. 9O77T was ordered to lie on the table. 

RELIEF OF 


was read the 


OMAHA INDIANS OF NEBRASKA 

rhe next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 8965) for the relief of the Omaha Indians of Ne 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I ask the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Howarp] to have this 
hill passed over without prejudice. It involves several hundred 
thousand dollars’ worth of interests, and it ought not to be 
passed here in a minute and a half. Will not the gentleman 
kindly consent to have the bill passed over without prejudice? 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Surely. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill may be passed over without prejudice. 

‘fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be passed over without preju- 
dice. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
what that passing means; but I guess it is all right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Chere was no objection. 

PATENT TO CERTAIN LANDS AT REDLANDS, CALIF. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 166) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to issue 
patent to the city of Redlands, Calif., for certain lands, and for 
other purposes, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That thm Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to issue patent to the city of Red- 
lands (a duly organized and existing municipal corporation of the 
State of California, a body corporate and politic, with full power to 
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( ons 


know 
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pause. } The Chair hears pone hhe Clerk will eport he 
| bill. 

The Clerk i? : 
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Sec. 2. That section 8 of the act entitled “An act to incorporats ’ 
the American Academy in R e,”” approved March 1905 a 
| amended, is hereby repealed 

| The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read 
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the third time, and passed. 


SALARY OF WARDEN, 1 STATES PENITENTIARY, M’NEIL 


WASH, 


NITED 


ISLAND, 


The next business on the Consent C was the bill 
(H. R. 1468) to Salary of the warden of the 
United States penitentiary at McNell Island#@W ash. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill the 
amount of increase to this warden? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I should be very glad to 
answer the gentleman. That salary was fixed in 1909, and 
the Department of Justice reports that the growth of the 
MeNeil Island institution in the past 10 vears has been such 
that the present salary of $2,000 per annum is not at all 
commensurate with the increased responsibilities 
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v “ =. The business 
‘ a . = 7 
' j 
RAMTPON ; 1 Ser 
LAK ! \ : i ’ : amv im tte 
. 6s i 
RAMTO Z I 1 n | 
| { msequences. | 
SPi LER , ’ ’ 
I NDEREHILI Ml ” ‘ - of ‘ uy to ob- | 
s the mn signing and it 
t mipo le , . 
\ LOHNSON o is y rhis man 
~ ) v pulr ult Ageney 
» bouniled up this 
\ UNDEREHILI \ << to relieve 
’ ST ' gor a j » other job? | 
LARKI . i 1 come down to Wash- | 
Z Litt i 
MA LR pre tempo tenet bon {After a 
via } | i} hears ne . ork il report the bill. | 
s follows 
it a tod , rt fr : a ‘ . woval of hi« act the 
\ 3 1 j i » the warden of 
~“] States Penitentiary at McNeil Island, Wash., a salar it the | 
j ~ ‘ ’ gros id third time, 
<3 il th ti a . 
I SPEAKER pro tempore. The ; report the next 
} } ' 
: 
' xAD ACROSS FOR \C ARTHUR ITARY LF SERVATION, CALIF. | 
eX silless 0 (onsen was the bill (H R. | 
O52) to authorize th tv of Los A . the State of Cali- | 
1, to construct and operate a line railroad across the | 
Mac At ir Military Reset nm the State of Cali- 
’ | 
title of the bill was read 
j SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
sideration of this bi 
ihe Was ho objection | 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. T report the bill. 
the Clerk read as follows 
i That t s ’ of Wa h yy authorized 
to grant to the city of Los Angeles 1 t Sta , tlifornia, a 
pal p ion, its sUCCesso rs and assigns, a permit to locate, 
maintain, and operate a] railr ieross the tidelands, 
ied ie State of California to th is =, fronting on the | 
) mn ary servation at Fort MacArthur, i the State of Cali 
f 1, upon such location and under such reguiativus and conditions 
hall be approved by the Secretary of War 
Sec. 2. That the Bight to alter, amend, or peal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved 
With committee amendments, as fellows 
Page 1, after line 6, insert “and a permit to struct and maintain 
a public highway 
Page 2, line 2, after the word “ War usert Provided, That noth 
ing contained in this act shall be permitted to infringe or 


the water 


mt rights held by the United States o this reservation.” 
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to the 
second committee amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s 


desk, to perfect the text 








j already passed. 


| in the District of Columbia, approved June 1, 


|} approval of everyone concerned. 
| should not be passed. 
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The SPEAKER pro 
committee amendment. 

The first committee amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER will repor 
Michigan to 


tempore, The question is on the f 


pro The Clerk t 


tempore. 


amendment offered by the gentleman from 
second committee amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. Ceamton to the second « itt 
ment Strik t the words in line 3, page 2, “ permitted to inf: 
nd sert in Heu thereof the words “ held to authorize any infri 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agret 


to the an 
t} > CO! 


endment offered by the gentleman from Michigan 
mittee amendment 
rhe amendment to the committee amendment was agreed 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on 
second committee amendment as amended. 
The second committee amendment as amended was agreed t 
The SPEAKER pre tempore. The question is on the « 
grossment and third reading of the bill 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 


and read a th 


time, was read the third time, and passed. 
AMENDMENT OF VETERANS’ BUREAU ACT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed t 
No. 375 on the Consent Calendar, the bill (1H. R. 8869) to ame: 
an act entitled “An act to establish a Veterans’ Bureau and ¢ 


| improve the facilities and service of such bureau, and furtl« 


to amend and modify the war risk 
August 9, 
ance act, 


insurance act,” approve 
1921, and to amend and modify the war risk ins! 
and to amend the vocational rehabilitation act, h 
The Clerk will report the next bill. 

HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
on the Consent Calendar was the b 
to amend an act regulating the height of building 
1910. 


riit 
The 


(Ss 


IN 
next business 


3269) 


The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Reserving the right to object, M 
Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman if it is going 1 
be the practice of the Committee on the District of Columb 
to change the law every time and any time somebody wants | 
put another story on top of a building in the residential dis 
trict? If we are going to have a zoning system in the city 
it seems to me we ought to keep it. If we are not going t 
have it, we ought to abolish it and not make these exception- 


Is there objection to the pres 


from time to time. Can the gentleman give me a good reaso 
for this? 
Mr. BLANTON. I can give you a good reason for the bil! 


I have no personal interest in it at all. The District Con 
have recommended it. The gentleman will remem 
It is the Harrington Hotel 

UNDERHILL. I remember. 

Mr. BLANTON. They want permission to put the san 
height on that hetel as that of other hotels in the vicinity 
It has the appreval of the District Commissioners, and the 
I know of no reason why i! 
I submit it to the gentleman for his 


hissioners 


’ . 
Der 


Mr. 


the case. 


own judgment. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I am not going to object to this bill, 
but I give notice now that if the zoning system is to stay the 
next time I shall object. 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard. 

Mr. BLANTON. I hope the gentleman will not do that. I 
have no interest in it at all except that the commissioners 
want it. 

CONFERENCE KEPORT ON THE BILL (S. 2257 
ERANS’ BUREAU ACT 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I submit for 
printing, under the rule, a conference report on the bill S, 2257 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South 
Dakota submits a conference report for printing under the 
rule. 

The Clerk will report it by title. 
report on the bill 2257) to anrend an act entitled 
“An act to establish a Veterans’ Bureau and to improve the facilities 
and service of such bureau, and further to emend and modify the 
approved August 9, 1921, and to amend anid 
insurance act, and to amend the vocational 


TO AMEND THE VE! 


Conference (s. 


war risk insurance act,” 
modify the war risk 
rehabilitation act. 


Be as 


oh neat Sd 


pc IE em Doge abe Meech 


ol Bs ee 


0 AT east Ta & 


ie RO p02 DE. 


Leite 4 


ESOT Saag” ke eR! ita. o 


5 


3 Pe a lal 





prs 





= 
i 


tices clap ir ALAS 


iti est 


MPs 3 


1924 


to be printed unde 


The SPEAKER pro tempore 
i report tl hen bill 


Ordered 
rhe Clerk will t 


the rule 


Mr. REECE. Mr. Speaker, can the gentleman from South 
1) ta : e us some informatics hout that? 


Nir JOHNSON of South Dakota. Phat is the reason I have 
nresented it to-n t. so tl it will be in the Recorp in the 
I : . 

n ning id available to the Members. 


SAKER pro tempvore. The Clerk will report the next 


4{MENDMENT OF NATIONAL DEFENSE ACT RELATIVE TO RETIREMENT 


rhe next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(TTL. it. D084) to amend the national defense act approved June 
133 1916, as amended by the act of June 4, 1920, relating to 
retirement, and tor other purposes, 


Che tithe of the bill was read 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill that ought to be 
‘ n very careful consideration, which can not be 
this manner of passing bills, and therefore I object. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the next bill. 


STATUS TO 





done i 


Objection is heard. The Clerk 


eport 


MILITARY SSIAN SERVICE CORPS 
rhe next 


is bod) 


business on the Consent 


the bill 


scharge to the member 


Calendar was 
to give military status and di 
Russian Railway Service Cor 
fepartment under authority of the 
States for service during the war 
Che title of the bill was read. 
Che SPEAKER pro tenipore 
the bill? 


\I CONNALLY of Texas I 


ot the the War 


United 


ps, organized by 
President of 
with 


the 


Germany. 


Is there objection to the pres 


‘ f “ons erution of 


Want to ask the gentleman 


South Carolina [Mr. McSwain] a question. Will this 
| make all these people eligible for the pension and the 
Mr. MeSWAIN. It will make them eligible for the bonus 





nd give them a right to war insuran As to pensions, that 
1 matter of legislation conferring pensions upon them. 
Mr. CONNALLY of Texas If it is conferred on soldiers 


eneral language would give 
low many are there in 
Mr. McSWAIN. One hundred and 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Are they all 
Mr. McSWAIN. 
Mr. STENGLE. 
Mr. McSWAIN. Yes: 
of their military service. 
Mr. OCONNELL of New York. 
ny are included? 
Mr. McSWAIN. One hundred and sixty-three. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. BEGG. I object. 


WILD LIFE 


them a pensionable status, 
there? 

sixty-three, 
citizens of the United 
Oh, yes, 

And they all did war work? 

and this service was accepted in lieu 


Did the gentleman say how 


AND FISH 


next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 4088) to establish the upper Mississippi River wild life 
d fish refuge 
the Clerk read the title of the bill. 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
msideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
‘he Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re 


REFUGE 


rhe 


ene ¢ 


it enacted, etc., That this act may 
River wild life and fish 
>) 2. The 
re, by purchase, gift, or 
situated 
side of or 


ve cited as “ The upper Missis 


refuge act.” 
Secretary of Agriculture is 


authorized and directed to 


land, or of land and 
Island, Ill., and Wabasha, Minn., on 
Mississippi River which are sub 
to overflow by such river and which are not used for agric 


lease, 
Rock 
islands in the 


such areas of 
between 
upon 
iltural 
ses, as he determines suitable for the purposes of this act. 

3. Any such area, when 


acquired in accordance with the provi 


of this act, shall become a part of the upper Mississippi River 
1 life and fish refuge (hereinafter in this act referred to as the 
fuge **) The refuge shall be established and maintained (a) as a 


ige and breeding place for migratory birds included in the terms of 
convention between the United States and Great 
tection of migratory birds, concluded Augnst 16, 1916, and (b) to 
i extent as the Secretary of Agriculture may by regulations pre 
be as a refuge and breeding place for other wild birds, game animals, 
earing animals, and for the conservation of wild flowers and 
itic plants, and (c) to such extent as the Secretary of Commerce 
by regulations prescribe as a refuge and breeding place for fish and 
other aquatic animal life. 


LXV——678 


Britain for the 


| 
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Sec. 4. (a) No such area shall t Si. 1 \ 
eultu until the ] the S s ‘ 4 
cons d to its is n t I i + for pu c 
this act, and, except in the se of a nt ! 
by t ted s for such ea y 

Attorne ( il l vested “ 
ie xiste ‘ fat t wa i 

ex t 1 | t 1 
(1 the Ss tary of A t : 
or x t 1 wi in ft } { wit t 1 

l 
gs s ed that vi i ! f 
] I 1 Ww t ei 3S t | 
pt Ww 
tar \ ltt i s \ ‘ V 
scribe sucl ! x 8 ! ’ 
dut en ‘ ‘ 

~ VY . 
scribed tl s \ . 
inim fu earir I \ 1 w ind { t { 
= retary i ¢ I l { l 
ife 

(a) Ent t I © pu t 

{ K t turt ! 1, 

! fur ari imal, fist r ot 
aqt 1 iif t i 
R 1 é f r i re ‘ tre t eon ar 
plant or iat I ! i the I i Ww 1 
bird < 

(ad) Ty or destro y notice } ld the 
property of the Uni Sta t 

Sec, 7. ¢ merci f I ed tl wat thi 
refuge ur ecula n Seer y f ¢ ’ 

Sree s (a) Any iy ‘ ! Ley t t of Ag i oO 
1uthorized by the Sec \ Aor d ¢ } 
Department of Comm e d the S« ta of « ‘ 

(1) shall ! ow witl t it ‘ t t z 

n t ‘sence of such ¢ yee a it i f thi act « fa 
regulation made pursuant to this act, and to take such pet } 
diately for examination or trial before an officer or court of compe 
tent jurisdiction, (2) ! ‘ power to execut iny warrant the 
process isaued by an fice court of con tent jurisdiction to enforce 
the provisions of this act or regniations made pursuant thereto, and 
(3) shall have authority, with a search warrant issued by an officer or 
court of competent jurisdiction, to make a search in accordance with 


the terms of such wuarrant Any judge f a eourt « 
the laws of the United States or any nited States cor 


within his respective jurisdiction, 


tablished under 
nissioner i iv, 


upon proper oath or affirmation show 


ing probable cause, issue warrants in all such cas 

(b) All birds, animals, fish, or parts thereof ptured, injured, or 
killed, and all flowers, plants, trees, and other natural growths, and 
nests and eggs of birds removed, and all iplements or paraphernalia, 


including guns, fishing equipment, and boats used or attempted to be 


used contrary to the provisions of this act or any regulations made 

pursuant thereto, shall 

marshal or 

in the 

the Secretary of Co 
(c) A 

attorney for the 


when found by such employee or by any 


deputy marshal, be summarily seized by him 


retary of Agricultur ind 
jointly by re 


and placed 


custody of such persons as the Se« 


mmerce may gulation preseri 


report of the seizure shall be made to the United Stats 
judicial 


either (1) 


district in which the 


upon conviction of the offe 


seizure is made, for 
forfeiture nder under section 11, 


or (2) by 





proceedings by libel in rem Such libel proceedings shall 
conform as near a nay be to civil suits in admiralty, excep hat 
either party may demand trial by jury upon any issue of fact when 
the value in controversy exceeds $20 In case of a jury trial the 
verdict of the jury shall have the same effect as the finding of the 


court upon the facts. 
the 


tituted w 


Libel proceedings shall be at the suit and in 


the name of United States If such forfeiture proceedi a 


not in thin a reasonable time, the United States attorney 


shall give notice thereof, and the custodian shall thereupon release 


seized 
The 
authorized to 


the articles 


Sec. 9. (a) Secretary of Agriculture and the 
make ich 


repairs, and 


Secretary of Com 
merece are 
equipment, 
penditures for personal 
where, as 
them by 
to time. 
(b) For expenditures there i 
priated, out of any 
ated, the sum of $300,000, to be available until June 30, 1925, 
$100,000 of such sum to be available for expenditures by the 
tary of Agriculture and $200,000 by the Secretary of 


expenditures for 


construction, 
maintenance, improvements, including ex 
seat of 


executi the 


services at the government and else 


may be nece 
this act 


ssary to functions imposed upon 


and as provided for by Congress from time 


may be 


such hereby authorized to be 


appro- 


money appropri 


y in the Treasury not 


itherwise 


Seere- 


Commerce, 








‘ d 
. ' 
rhe SPEAKER pro t yore i : n ol reeing to 
‘ } e Ti e) 
eomm ‘ end ts 1 eed to 
the bill dered he ¢ ) read t l time 
« 
‘ 1 ft t ! ‘ massed 
CHINDBLOM \ S I il Is consent 


tleman from Illinois | 
House for one minute. | 
hair hears none. 


ir. CHINDBLOM Mr. Speaker, I want to take this oppor- 


tunity merely for the purpose of congratulating the House of 
Representatives wpoun the unanimous passage of this bill and 
» eall attenti to the very appropriate circumstance that the 
H it this 1 re is pre ded over by the distinguished 
‘ 1 who at the prese moment represents the district 
hich is i the « of Roek Island, where this game 
in ish ref e is to begin on the soyth I refer to the gentle- 
rom | ‘ {Mr. GRAHAM] { Applause. ] 
PR rie ( PEACE AND EQUALIZATION OF THE BURDENS OF WAR 
next ‘ I e Cons Calendar was House Joint 
R 128. to promote peace and to equalize the burdens | 
to 7 fy ie profits of wal } 
rhe Clerk read the title of the 1 , 
e SPEAKER pro tempor Is ere objection to the pres- | 
1 | nsi ler on ¢ the res il mm? 
MORTON D. HULL. I object, Mr. Speaker. | 
INCORPORATED TOWN O} UNEATU, AI SKA 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill | 


(li, R. 5558) to authorize the incorporated town of Juneau, 
to issue bends in any sum not exceeding $200,000 for 
the purpose of improving the street and sewerage system of the | 
LOW], 

rhe Clerk read the title of the bill. 

(he SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there object 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, 
is interested in this bill? 

Mr. CRAMTON, The gentleman from Aalska [Mr. SuTHeEr- 
Ss hot seem to be present 


on to the pres- 


resery 


ng the right to object, who 


I ND] bs interested but he ce 











~~ ‘ ’ ‘ , ‘ r 7 , ‘ cK + os 
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, mat ted, ¢ Mr. BEGG. The query I would like to have answered 
f i 1 to this: Is it entirely heyond reason to bond a town to the e 
i t $ ) . mM | tent of $60 per capita for a single enterprise? It seems to 1 
f f thorine this means bankruptcy. 
r ‘ expense Mr. CRAMTON. I notice that the gentieman from Alaska 
° : ' nt. 
Y mply w ny (GG. Does not the gentleman think that $60 
t ) 3 act ll be apita of bonded indebtedness for a single bond issue is ck 
mt if 1} beyond all reason? 
) I re than six Mr. SUTHERLAND. In every one of these bond issues 
A] a tl have been taken locally, the people assuming t 
les l- | bonds themselves. In this particular case it is possible 
{ y may be taken by brokers, so the interest is fixed at 6 
' 
M BEGG I 1 not ng about the rate of interest 
i ‘ P wes yuut a bond issue of $200,000 for one issue on 3,5 
, ? t I er hea f anything like that in my country 
Ir. SUTHERLAND. I will say to the gentleman that 
t ‘ 1} is lin Alaska 
nore Mr. ¢ TON. If the gentleman will yield, this may 
? ring. I have in 1 d to offer an amendment sil 
) I « ed last night requiring te of GO per « 
I ‘ I Vy in orage , Di ‘ i l 
. | 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I have had other bond bills and t 
little controversy in those cases so I dropped them 
eof ut in this case the people of that town are practi 
for it. The gentleman from Michigan proposes 
7 met nt providing for a 60 per cent vote of the peop! 
‘ h I understand is usual in some of the States, and I 
l i un t cent that. 
t ed & Mr. BEGG. T shall not object. 
t in 3 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
¢ the} ‘There was no objection. 
sy of Che Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the incorporated town of Juneau, Alaska, is 


he Luft 1 and empowered to iss onds in any sum n 
$200,000 f he purpose of iproving the street and sews 
m oO. the ft T 
S 2. That before said bonds shall be issued a special election sh 
or a vy the common council of the town of Juneau, at whi 


election the question of whether such bonds shall be issued shall 


ualified electors of sald town of Juneau whose nat 





r on the last assessment roll of said town for municipal taxati 
notice of such election shall be given by publicati 
thereof in a hewspaper printed and published and of general circu 
town before the day fixed for such election, 

the registration for such election, the manner of « 
ducting the same, and the canvass of the returns of said election sh 
be, as near as practicable, in accordance with the requirements of k 
ctions in said municipality, and said bon 
sha led only upon condition that a majority of the votes ca 


in general or special « 


| at such election in said town shall be in favor of issuing said bon 


} 


Sec. 4. That the bonds above specified, when authorized to be iss 
as hereinbefore provided, shall bear interest at a rate to be fixed 
the common council of Juneau, not to exceed 7 per cent per annun 
and shall not be sold for less than their par 
and shall be in denominations not exceed 


ing $1,000 each, the principal to be due in 20 years from date thereof 


payable semiann 





value, with accrued interes 


Provitied, however, That the common council of the said town 
of Juneau may reserve the right to pay off such bonds in th 

numerical order at the rate of $5,000 thereof per annum fro: 
and after the expiration of five years from their date. Principal 


and interest shall be payable in lawful money of the United States 
of America at the office of the town treasurer or at such bar 
in the city of New York, in the State of New York, or such 
place as may be designated by the common council of the town 
Juneau, the place of payment to be mentioned In the bonds: And 
provided further, That each and every bond shall have the written 
signature of the mayor and clerk of the said town of Juneau and also 
bear the seal of said town, 

Sec. 5, That no part of the funds arising from the sale of said 
bonds shall be used for any purpose other than specified in this a 
Said bonds shall be sold only in such amounts as the common council 
shall direct, and the proceeds thereof shall be disbursed for the pur- 
poses hereinbefore mentioned and under the order and direction of 
said common council from time to time as the same may be required 
for said purpose. 

With the following committee amendments: 
Page 2, line 17, strike out the figure “7” and insert the figure 


“— 


Pace 2. line 23, strike out “ $5,000" and insert “ $10,000." Line 


25, strike out “five” and insert “ four.” 
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rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing | 
to the committee amendments, | 

rhe committee amendments were agreed to 

\ CRAMTON Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. On 
! » line 12, strike out the words “a majority” and insert 
Go { 

wit TAKER pro tempore The gentleman from Michiga 


n amendment. which 


‘ . the Cle will report 
Clerk read as follows: 
\ 1 Tered M CRAMTO) 0 pag 2, line 12, strik 
\ Is 1 ma y”’ and insert in lieu thereof “60 per 
he SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is on the amend- 
ent offered by the gentleman from Michigan. 
fhe question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mir. CRAMTON) there were—ayes 44, noes 4. 
So the amendment was agreed to, 
Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
s re | the third time, and passed, 
HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Speaker— 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 


ntleman from Marvland rise? 


Mr. ZIHLMAN, Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask unanimous con- 
t that we return to Calendar No. 376, Senate bill 3269, to 
mend an act regulating the height of buildings in the District 


Columbia, approved June 1, 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sks unanimous consent 
bjection? 

rhere was no objection. 


1910, 
The gentleman from Maryland 
to return to Senate bill 8269. Is there 


fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

fhere was no objection. | 

Che Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That an act entitled “An act to regulate the 
height of buildings in the District of Columbia,’ approved June ast 


1910, be, and it is hereby, amended by adding at the end of paragraph 
) of said act the following proviso: 
tnd provided further, That a building be permitted to be erected 


to a height not to exceed 130 feet on lots 15, 804, and 805, square 322 


cated on the southeast corner of Twelfth and E Streets northwest, 
id building to conform in height and to be used as an addition to 

hotel building located to the east thereof on lot 18, square 322.” 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third 


rerding of the bill. 


rhe bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
(| time, and passed. 

MAIL EQUIPMENT SHOPS 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 


Hl. R. 6353) to authorize the Postmaster General to grant sick 
e to employees of the mail equipment shops. 
the Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
present consideration of the bill? 
Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
e are not postal employees. 
KELLY. Mr. Speaker, these employees are a part of the 
ul establishment. 
r. BLANTON. No: they 
d in preparing equipment. 
ir, LAGUARDIA. Oh, no. 
Mr. KELLY. They are under the post-office establishment, 
there are some 200 of them who have been left outside the 
with reference to sick leave which all the other em 
ees of the Post Office Department receive. 
ir. BLANTON. They have nothing to 
tion or the delivery of mail. 
Mr. KELLY. Dut they have a very vital connection with the 
pment, mail bags, locks, and so forth. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. They are Government employees? 
Mr. KELLY. Yes. 
Mir. BLANTON. I think we are simply extending and extend- 
« all the time, and I shall have to object. 


Is there objection to the 


are commercial employees en- 


do with the distri- 


AIR MAIL SERVICE OF THE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT 
rhe next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (S. 
1051) to authorize and provide for the payment of the amounts 
expended in the construction of hangars and the maintenance 
flying fields for the use of the Air Mail Service of the Post 
Office Department. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is ere objection to the pres 
ent consider on of the bill’ 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD Mr. Speaker, I ask unanime 
ent that this bill may be passed over it prejudice at 
e in its place on the ¢ ilendar 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore Is there ob 

There was no objectio 

AMERICAN WAR MOTHERS 

The next business on tl sent Calend 18 bill 
(H. R. 9095) incorporate the American War Moth 

The Clerk read t » title of the bill 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Is there ol { nto the es 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TREADWAY Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object 
I would like to inquire whether a bill put on tlhe ‘ nsent 
Calendar on June 3 can be considered, three days not having 
elapsed since it was put on the calendar? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore It certainty n be considered 
unless a point of order is made against it The House can 
cousider it under unanimous consent 

Mr. BEGG Mr. Speaker, I am going to make a point of 
order on bills that have not been on the calendar three days, 
particularly the bills that were objected to last night and put 
back on the calendar to-day, and I want to add further that 
yesterday there were 28 bills put on the calendar 

Chis House, as such, has not had an opportunity to know 
anything about any of those bills that there was any question 
about. Nobody else has had any opportunity to find out about 


them, because everything has been under stress and everybody 
has been working hard and we did not have the time. I think 
it is unfair unless the men who have put the bills on are per- 
fectly willing to be good-natured and stand for an 
When there is any doubt at all from a single person ; 
Iam going to insist on the point of order 


objection 
otherwise 


Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota 1 hope the gentleman will not 
object to these bridge bills 
Mr. BEGG. I will not object to any of the) except as I have 


indicated. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me there should 
he a ruling on this particular point as to whether or not a bill 
having been put on the calendar on June 3 must be objected to 
in order to conform to the statement of the gentleman from 
Ohio or whether the Speaker will rule that such bills may or 
may not be considered at this time. because from here on the 
calendar is filled with bills dated June 3 and June 4. I think 
it would be very advisable to have the Speaker rule on that 


point. 
Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I would like to call the at- 
tention of the Chair to the language of the rule, with par- 


ticular reference to bills which were formerly on the calendar 
hut which have been stricken from the calendar at the objection 
of one Member and thereafter replaced. The rule states: 

Should objection be 1 


ide to the consice 


ration of any bill so enlled It 
shall immediately be stricken from such calendar, but such bill may be 
tored to the calendar at the instance of the Member, and if again 
objected to by three or more Members it shall be immediately stricken 
from such calendar, and shall not thereafter be placed thereon 
The rule also states that the Clerk shall call the bills which 
have been for three days upon the Consent Calendat Any 
bills which have been on the calendar perhaps a week or a 
fortnight or a month or more and were objected to yesterday 


and were replaced to-day have certainly been on the calendar 
more than the requisite three days. 

It has been the rule in the past, very often under similar 
language. As far us the three-day provision was concerned, 
the bill had to be on the calendar three days in order to be con- 
sidered under the rule. But the purpose of that rule, the reason 
for that rule, would be that there ought to be, as the gentleman 


from Ohio has said, an opportunity for Members to become 
familiar with the bill so that the matter should not be brought 
up by surprise. These bills, such as those taken up yesterday 
and objected to for the first time by one Member, are bills that 
have been on the Calendar for some days, and every Member of 
the House has had an opportunity to consider them. ‘The rea- 
son for that rule disappears when they are replaced and called 
a second time. Therefore I submit that even if the point of 
order should made and sustained that the bills have not 
been on the calendar three days, that point of order should not 
be held to lie against bills restored to the calendar which have 
been upon the calendar three days in the past and objected to 
and again restored. 

Mr. LONGWORTH I think there is merit in the contention 
of the gentleman from Ohio that these bills of a general char- 
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4 ' j ! rh to give 
! ts, ought not to 
‘ i l hd | sesible to out any 
re ! , ry \ could solve this 
. I ul consent that all bills 
‘ } nlaced ft e « , terda and 
| illed up in 
‘ ‘ I ¢ 1 ill « I re bi 
I] \ é om Ohio asks 
j tlic il r be called 
i s ‘ 
Mian i ] y right to object I 
‘ i} ( ‘ ry ~ 
a Otia t 
} ' nt of rder J 
‘ i ‘ rom N Ter eV 
s t i ibly ll would 
, l qado not oe 
I I s ij 
i t ( ( + 
| ‘ I il A ‘ ‘ I 
I iu i i that 
nat i 
( \ I stated—-I do not 
I io ‘ . "4 i ri 
| been |} é s | e been 
( \ i é \ ) 
i 9 j l W ire ye unaer ul LIMOoUs- 
CRA ‘>> MM f r et suggestion 
i ! ih 0 t Wa to £oO 
enadar so nat b ’ l a | iS ho MI jeCc- 
( hie i ey t e pressure on the 
to i i the ruk Wi é il has been on the 
( t ¢ ‘ ys the rule permits the 
I ent i mot to ispend the rules and pass 
therefore tli n to justify the ealling 
se bi LOo-nle Lt hot necessa y a violation of the 
I would like to sugyve and I would like to ask unani- 
~t that the Clerk 1 Ci lis now on the calen- 
gcardless ¢ \ 1 the were placed there. If there is 
a8 { t i is » Cspese ol iel 
BEGG Will the gentleman yield? 
CRAMTON,. Certainly 
BGG Will the gentieman modify his request so that 
ier ol 1] Keep the bill 1? 
LONGWORTH That would be the effect anyway be- 
this is the last chance. 
CRAMTON, That brings up what the gentleman from 











| Mr. Rogers] said I] do not think there is any 
n that. These bills, whether they have been on the 
lar or not, tl] rule requires them to be on the calendar 
days, aud that means three days in connection with this 
on th ilendar. If the gentleman from Ohio wants to 
the request limited to include the provision that one ob- 
will be sufficient, that is satisfactory to me. 
LONGWORTH After disposing of the bridge bills I will 
no ol on 
ink uld he wise under the cireumstances, in the 
f ft} rule, where the question ¢ ‘alling bills in their 
couce 1. to let them be called with regard to the 
» bills nd [ shall not Object to the request of the gentle- 
ft brid bills are called 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
of the gentleman from Ohio? 
CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I do not reeognize that the 
hill of importance in this Congress is a bridge bill 
PLANTON Does not the recognize that a 
er ought under the rule to have three days to investigate 
LONGWORTH. Nobody has had an opportunity to do 
BLAN’ N. Wea passing bills here in a minute and 
t} tleman from Michigan would want three 
! zate, I think. 
LONGWORTH., I think we ¥ 1 say { e if the ntle 
rom Mic! in will not o I suggestion. \fter 
I th . ere ¥V | be no je 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
of t m Ohio t bridge bills remain 
the ‘ ir | I elr « r? [After a pal e.] 
Chair hears none 1 the Clerk will report the first 
7 
ihe 









BRIDGE SS MISSISSIPPI 1 AT I'TKIN COUN 
The first b Ive hill in or was the bill (HH. R. 958 
granting the consent of Congress to the Board of County ¢ 
mis ners of Aitkin County, Minn., to construct a bridge a 
the Miss i Ri ; 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
i SPEAKER pro Tempore Is there objection to { 
pres ( tion of the bill? 
The ¢ rk read the bill, as follows: 
Be tf ¢ Tl t! t ‘ se is ]} 
( n 0 S \ n vy, Mi 
l gus » col mai I t 
reto across the Mississippi Ri 
t navigation, at or near ctior oe 
rang t county of Aitkin, in the ot 
ra ( prov Ss th ent to 
lat t t f bridges I gab] waters 
~. That tl ri to alter, amend, orr ul this act i 
] i 
The bil s ordered to be engrossed and read a third t 
read the third time, and passed 
BRIDGE ACROSS TH RIO GRANDE 
The next bridge bill in order was the bill (HM. R. 9361) : 
granting the consent of Congress to the construction of a br J 
across the Rio Grande. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pre 7 
é consir tion of the bill? 
‘I ‘re was no objection. 5 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it e I, etce., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 3 
to C. M. N n, hi essors and assigns, to construct, mainta i 
and erate a steel vehicular and foot bridge, and approaches ther f a 
cross tl Rio Grande, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, a 
at or near the point kuown as Alamo Alto, on the American side 
the river, 1,750 feet northwest from the El Paso and Hudspeth 
County lin in survey No. 51, El Paso County, Tex., in accordan 
with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the e 
struction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 25, 1005 3 
such construction to be made only with the consent and approval of : 
the Republic of Mexico ; 
ms Ex a That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is her o 
expressly reserved, 
With the following committee amendment: Le 
Page 1, line 5, strike out the words “ steel vehicular and foot.” 3 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and real 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS OHIO RIVER AT PORTSMOUTH, OHIO q 
The next bridge bill in order was the bill (HL. R. 9402) auth: i 


izing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River to con- 


nect the city of Portsmouth, Ohio, and the village of Fullerton 7 
Kv. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro Is there objection to the pr: 
ent consideration of the bill? 


tempore, 





There was no obiection,. % 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
te «it enacted, etc., That the Fullerton & Portsmouth Bridce 
Co., a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the Si 
f Kentucky, its successors and assigns, is hereby authorized to F 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto act 
the Ohio River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, to % 
point in Greenup County, Ky., near the village of Fullerton, from ‘ 
point near the central portion of the city of Portsmouth nt 
Scioto, in the State of Ohio, in accordance with the provisions of 
entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges 
vig e waters,” approved March 23, 1906, ; 
S: 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


With the 
Page 1, 


following committee amendment: 


line 8, after the word “ that,” insert the words “ the cons 


s 
of Congress is hereby granted to.” 
Page 1, line 6, strike out the words ‘‘is hereby authorized.” 
The committee amendments were agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and re 


ird time, was read the third time, and passed. 

















































































‘ e was a ed ts i is follows: “A bill granting 
7 ‘ ' t of ¢ s to the ilerton & Portsmouth Bridge 
a ( t s the Ohio River to connect tlhe 
nf ‘ Pol month, Oli« md e village of Fullerton, Ky 
3 STI 10O> 
2 CRAMTON. Mi , for a variety in the proceed 
5 we may retul to Catendar 
(LL. Kt », a I i e Coas vd Geodetic Su 
' s ( in { ‘ ane rr OUile rposes 
é ail ‘ ( n irom ¢ ilornia 
ig i I L ial tilt in « raei at 1 might 
4 i VY to ‘ iuUruiecl i ba i Ll have 4 Ken the 
ig p te y Ww h the | terior Department and the Coast 
& i ic Surve aba A uve irLbper OvUjJCCLIOR 
AKER pro ten ‘ The gel ian from Michigan 
: P vit 1 pe te eturn te e bill H. R. S308 and 
3 this time The Clerk will report the title 
ted the tit] f the bill 
4 BEAKER pro tempor Is there obtection? 
¥ LANTON Mr. Sn er, reserving the right to object, 
{ eman from Michigan |Mr. Cramton] and the gentle 
* rom Ohio [Mr. Breeel. when thev let bills go by here like 
* ¢ ne wr friend from Missouri {[Mr. Hawes] pulled over 
e azo. which is going to cost a million and a half dollars 
e care of a few hird eggs and have a game preserve 
RAMTON Oh, 1 was waiting for the gentleman from 
' le to that 
; -4 ] CON ! ot object to all of them. That one 
iinst the peopl f the United States. 
' TER temp Is there objection to the pres 
0 thi bill 
| re no objection 
( ead the bill, as fellows: 
, enacted, ett That the Coast and Geodetic Survey is here! 
; ! I igations and reports in seismology, including 
tigations as have been heretofore performed by the Weather 
é 
t e | as ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 
[DG CROSS ST. MARYS RIVI FLA, 
i bridge bill in order was the bill (H. R. 9434) grant- 
he eonsent of Congress to the States of Georgia and 
through their respective highway departments, to con- 
bridce ross the St. Mar River. 
Clerk read the title of the bill. 
’ KAKER pro t pore. Is there objection to the present 
a ion of the bill? 
‘ ere wus no objection. 
2 Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
4 tf enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
; h ates of Georgia and Florida, through their respective high 
‘ t irtments nd their successors and assigns, to construct, main 
1 operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the St. Marys 
t a point suital to the interests of naviwation, at or near 
{ Camden Cou Ga., known as the “ Borrell Tract,” and 
: opposite thereto, known as “ Roses Bluff in the counts 
A the State of Florid in accordan with the provisions 
4 ed “An act to regulate the censtruction of brid 
§ vaters,” approved March 23, 1906, 
; 2. The right t It amend, or re al tl t is hereby « 
* rved 
, Z ill v ; ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
‘ ead the third ‘time, and passed. 
: BRIDGE ACROSS TH CUMBERLAND RIVER 
a ¢ next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
Fy ) to grant the consent of Congress to the Cincinnati, New 
as Orleans & Texas Pacific Railway Co. to construct, maintain, and 
) e a new bridge across the Cumberland River, in the county 
= of Pulaski, State of Kentucky, near the town of Burnside. 


e Clerk read the title of the bill. 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. 
he bill? 


RKLEY. 


{After a pause.] The ¢ 





be taken from the Speaker’s table and be substituted for this bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
quest of the gentleman from Kentucky? 


Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the 
The Clerk read as follows: 





Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
bill (S. 3380) of the same tenor, just passed by the 





he 


consent 


ir irs hor 


i ne 


a parse ] 
Senute bill. 





Is there objection to the consid- 
‘hai 


ie. 
that 
late, 


Is there objection to the re 
{After 


rh 
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A ill «(8S $ 2 t ‘ é 

N . ck ‘Tex I 

< i i w brid 

I ‘ Ker wa 

L it ! te et That ti ( 
the ¢ nati, New ¢ « ca I 
( n I rk { ~ 

mat n, and new 
a s the Cu ind | V I 
kK I I » wh i 
of t ict ¢ led An a z 
navi iters,”” dM l 

St Phat the i 

The bill was ordered to be read a third e, W end 
the third time, and passed 

Mr. BARKLEY. I move t the [. ] ot 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. NEWTON of Minneso Mr & ' = _ . 
consent that No iTS on the ecalend wi ole i 
may retain its place without prejudice he 1 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The x leman ‘ Minne 
sota asks unanimous consent that the bill referred to tm re 
tain its place on the calendar Ix there tex n? fAfr n 
pause.| ( hears 1 ‘ 

INCORPORATION OF AMERICAD ( ik 

Mr. SCHAFER Mr. Speaker - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman rise? 

Mr. SCHAFER. I ask unanimous consent to take up Culer 
dar No. 386, a bill to incorporate the American War Mothers 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wiscon 
sin asks unanimous consent to return to Calendar Nt B86 
Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERHILI Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob 


ject, I w to state to th Hou tl 
past heen referred to the District of Columbia Committee. ar 


invariably the District of Columbia Committee has refused 


int at these bills have 





permission to incorporate various organizations I have it 
mt! one a short time ago before that committee to incory 
rate a Theodore Roosevelt Association, and the Grand Ari 

the Republic and others have asked for incorporation in ‘ 
Distriet of Columbi: Now, they can incorporate in New York 


or Pennsylvania or in the gentleman’s own State, and I think it 





is a great mistake to throw open the doors to ineorperation 
of these various societies I am informed that the Shriners 
re coming here ar ask for an incorporation in t Distriet 
of Columbia, and the Ku-Klux Klan could come in bere f 

the same purpose, or any other organization 

Mr. STENGLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I will. 

Mr. STENGLE. I hope and trust and I almost pray that 1 
gentleman will not mention the names of the American W 
Mothers in connection with the Ku-Klux Klan. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. If the gentleman has any objection to 


my mentioning the Ku-Kjux Klan and t 
to say that the partner of my 
and I offer no insult when I 


e War Mothers, I ce 
joys and serrow 


sis a war 


mother 
various 


these 


mention 





organ n- 
tions. I am simply using them as an illustration of my obje« 
tion to considering this at this time 

The SPEAKER temy« Objection is heard 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, | ask th i 
bill retain its place on the eal ar W ejudice 

The SPEAKER pro tempo The gentleman Penns 
vania asks unanimous consent that the bill retain its place on 
the calendar witnout prejudice. Is there object 

Mr. WATKINS. I1 ask the same with respect to Calendar 
No. 580. 

\ RAGON. Mr. Spea what was the request of the gen 
tleman from Pen lvania 

The SPHAKER pro tempore He asks unanimous consent 
that Calen No 6 may reta place on the calendar with- 


out prejudice 
Mr. RAGON. Mr. 
The SPEAKER pro temy 
Mr. RAGON. What 


morrow or the next da 


Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state 
the att of this bill 

the Consent Calendar should be enller 


ore, 
would 


it 
tude be 1 


il 


The SPEAKER pro tempor: it would probably be called 
when reached if it retains its place on the calenda re il 
Can he calle 1. 

Ir. RAGON. I would like to ask the attitude of the gentk 


man from Massachusetts 
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Mr. UNDERHILL. I maintain my position. I do not be- 
lieve it is the rig procedure 

1 “SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

M RAGON Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
§ his much: [ introduced a bill here to incorporate the asso- 
ciation which the gentleman from Massachusetts has mentioned, 
the Theodore Ltoosevelt Memorial Educational Association, in 
Litt Rock, Ark J ould like to see the War Mothers’ Or- 
ganization incorporated here or elsewhere, as far as that is 
concerned, but since the District of Columbia Committee has 
seen fit to ban my bill to incorporate for educational purposes, 
I certainly would object to it and insist on the gentleman from 
M husett= doing so 

j SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard 

Mr. RAGON No: I do not object to its retaining its place. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Without objection, it is se 
ordered 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. RANKIN. I understood the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
[a okTH]) obtained unanimous consent that these bridge 
bills would be in order first, and I want to know if it is not 
out of order even to recognize Members of the House to turn 
back and take up other bills not included In the unanimous- 
consent reque t% 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair assumes, inasmuch 


as the request of the gentleman from Ohio was a unanimous- 
consent request, that at my time uny Member the House 
might prefer another unanimous-consent request, that would ex- 
tend, repeal, or modify that 

Mr. RANKIN. Then his unanimous-consent request does not 
Amount to anything if you ure going to recognize Members to 
unanimous to take up these various and sundry 
other measures, regardless of the consent given. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that what 
the House has dove by unanimous consent it can undo by unani- 
mous consent 

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 
The Clerk will report the next bridge bill 


ai 


ise 


conseut 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE 


The next bridge bill on the Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 9457) to authorize the States of Alabama and Georgia, 
through their respective highway departments, to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Chattahoochee River, at or near 
Aluga, Ala., connecting Houston County, Ala.. and Barly County, 
Ga 

The title of the bill was read 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
eut consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER, ALA. AND GA 


Consent 


Is there objection to the pres- 


The Clerk will report the bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Re it enacted, etc., That the States of Alabama and Georgia, through 
their respective bighway departments, be, and are hereby, authorized 


to construct and maintain a bridge and approaches thereto across the 


Chattahoochee River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, 
at or near Alaga, Ala., connecting Houston County, Ala., and Early 
County, Ga., in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An 
act to reguiute the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” ap- 
proved March 25, 1906 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved 


With committee amendments, as follows: 


age 1, line 3, after the word that’, insert the words “the con- 
sent of Congress is hereby granted to.” 

On page 1, line 5, after the word Departments,” strike out the 
words “be and are hereby authorized,’ 

On page 2, amend the title. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the committee amendments. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 


The question is on agreeing to 


bill. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE CANAL NEAR REHOBOTH, DEL. 
The next bridge bill on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(Li. R. 9515) granting the consent of Congress to the Delaware 
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Stute Highway Department to construct a bridge across | 
canul near Rehoboth, Del, 
The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore 
ent consideration of this bill? 
There was no objection 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the consent of Congress is hereby 
the Delaware Highway Department and 
maintain, and operate a bridge and the approaches 
thereto across the canal between Rehoboth Bay and the Delaware Bay 
being « part of an inland waterway, partly natural and partly arti! 3 


Is there objection to the pres 





The Clerk will report it. 


granted < 


to State its successors and 


assigns to construct 


cial, from Chincoteague Bay to Delaware Bay, at a point suitable t» 
the interests of navigation, at or near Rehoboth, tn the 


county 
Sussex, In the State of Delaware, in accordance with the provisions 
of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges ov: 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906 


With a committee amendment, as follows: 


Page 2 after the figures “‘ 1906,” insert: “Provided, That the _ 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized, upon the recommendation of the 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, to grant permission to the 
said Delaware State Highway Department, its successors and assigns 
under such terms and conditions as the said Secretary may deem 
equitable and fair to the public, to cross and occupy such public lands 
pertinent to the United States Canal as may be pnecessary for the brid: 
and approaches thereto. 7 

Sec, 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereb 
reserved.” 


line 3, 


expressly 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the committee amendments. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en 


The question is on agreeing tr 


grossment and third reading of the bill. 4 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ya 
Was read the third time, and passed. si 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the nex g 
bill. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER 
The next bridge bill on the Consent Calendar was the bi! 


(H. R. 9516) to authorize the city of South Sioux City, in th 
State of Nebraska, to construct a bridge across the Misseuri 
River between the States of Nebraska and lowa. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
ent consideration of this bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 3 
Be it enacted, ctc., That the city of South Sioux City, in the county 
of Dakota and State of Nebraska, a municipal corporation organize:| 
under the laws of the State of Nebraska, be, and it is hereby, autho: 


ized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge, and approache- 

thereto, across the Missouri River, at a point suitable to the interes(- o 

of navigation, at or near South Sioux City, in the county of Dakota % | 
in the State of Nebraska, in accordance with the provisions of the ac‘ ae 
entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable a | 


waters,” approved March 23, 1906. “ 
Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


ae ee 


With committee amendments, as follows: 

Page 1, line 3, after the word “that,” insert the words 
sent of Congress is hereby granted to.” 

On page 1, line 6, after the word “ Nebraska,” strike out the words 


“the con 


{ 

“be, and it is hereby, authorized.” a 
Amend the title. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to , 


the committee amendments. 
The committee amendments were agreed to. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- r 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. ‘ 
was read the third time, and passed. t 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report t | 
next one, 

+ BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER 

The next bridge bill on the Consent Calendar was the bi!! " 
(H. R. 9517) granting the consent of Congress to the Texas \ ’ 
Oklahoma Red River Bridge Co. (Inc.), St. Jo, Tex. a ‘ 
corporation organized under the laws of the State of Texas, to i 


construct a toll bridge across the Red River in the vicinity ot 
Illinois Bend, Tex. 
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rhe title of the bill was read. | The SPEAKER pro tempore Is th ‘ Ol the 
1. SPBRAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the | ent consideration of the bill? 
; consideration of this bill? There was no abjection 
: s no objection. The Clerk read the bill, as follow 
SPEAKDR pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. | I s t t? ' 
I Clerk read as follows: to f Ma 
rT ‘ t ( r hereby granted to | lir r : 
oO ! I River ] Co. (Ir f St. J Tex., to ! I t! ) 
Red R he vicinity of Ilinoi i t 
‘ ‘ ' n h 1 ru! nd I r S ( iny ‘ ) 
; ¥ 1 to cor “An act t 
1 oper > nd I ch tl to act the ipy j 
poi to t nte t vigatio t or near | 
I in t unty of M e, in the State of Texas, in | « 
h ti pr j s of t t entitled An act tor I by was orders oe ; 
‘ I y wat Ap} d M h 2 ‘ 1 time, and pass 
I ht t it mend, or ré 1 t} act here > t 
The next 1 ne on ft ( t ¢ 
7 (H. R. 9610) rautir t hve 0] f ¢ | | 
F ( penamen s follows e Seen . big wT , a M : 
‘5 t t , rexas & O ma Red R ‘ s highs Rive 
d ‘ * Nort lex I (‘let +) tit? the 
e § tril 1 the wo ) I a Vr} SPEAK Ry { there ¢ 
l ine 5 tr out the v en ( r ; 
it tor ill granting the co \ o objectior 
‘ s to t N fexas Co., of St. J J i rati The Cle read the bill s followe 
] V ‘ the State f Texas, to i i toll 
the Red River in the vicinity of Illinois Bend, Tex : 1s 4 : 7 
SPEAKER pro tempore rhe question | n agreeing ' 
mittee amendm : 
} ties if ents re agreed t ( 
SPEAKER pro tempore rhe que on the « i S ‘ 
; ad ye ne ot ie bill ‘ 
f bill w ordered to be engrossed ¢ re t 
third time, and passed “ 
t YI ‘ SS T ‘ \ RIV ¥ j 
' 3 ; | . . oe he bill wi ordered to be engrosse ! vl a ti 
next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill Was ri | tho 1 oan 4 oe . 
R. 9518) to authorize the State of Alabama. through its ; 
W department, to construct and maintain a bridge across ; ' — 
River, at or near Leesburg, Ala., connecting Lees Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, T ask unani t 
\la., and Center, Ala., on the primary road system of the we may return to No > on the Cor t Calendar. = th 
nection with that I will t tl » ) te h I 
e Clerk read the title of the bill eine [last night in order that Tm a op! 
‘PRAKED " mnare « th » ohtectiar he ros tO COnSUIT WV i ne SNecre ! of 1 ! com 
senidsaetlen of tie ee oe eee Mn Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, T object 
as no objection Mr CRAMTON Wilt the teman withhold obj ele 
Clerk read the bill, as follows: Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Spe I make a point of ord 
a inst the request It tinst the 
e it enacted, etc., That the State of Alabama, throuch its highway Mi RAMTON Of « f en ol ‘ 
t xed to construct maintain a bridge as a matter « ou I ! ; ‘ ; 
the Coosa River, at a point suitable Mr BRELANTON Ihe , ur ‘ 
i e int ; f navigation, at or ne Leesburg, Ala., connecting | bridge bill ere to he f J 
Ala., and Center, Ala., on the primary road system of the Mr. CRAMTON We fiy ed ¢ } } Hi} 1 
n accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act ub mous ae to make a nent. a e +) - 
late the construction af bridges over navigable waters,” approved tH nts to make an objection th j nt ! ; ‘ 
o 1908. | 2 ght I objected because the report o tie Secretar ! 
That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby Interior did not assume responsibility for the ' } ‘ 
‘ s] served | proposed l have a | r fro Secreta nd Lt war i“ 
ith the following committee amendments: ie 1. a ae a 7 ’ a paragrapaA of it, and 
; 1, line 4, after the word “ department” strike out the words ree BEGG I 1 1 te tl ; a hat | 
by authorized.” letter 
a 1, line 8, strike out the words “ connecting Leesburg, Ala., and VT CRNAMTON I wil hen ] I 
i Ala-” and in line 1, page 2, strike out “ baba, on the primary | gentle \ is ing to in t on his ol tion. to } ed * 
: system of the State.” in the REcorp . 
3 SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to | Ir. B! GG. Wilt the gentlema eld? 
3 committee amendments. Mr. ( r \M PON. Yes 
committee amendments were agreed to. : Mr BEGG rt © let er ¥ ht ns | 
3 e bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, | ?°®! . me FEC y W rx says that Ae cle I JS not inte 
ad the third time, and passed. : | ested ms us | yy if the aye een ' it the approy 
j e title of the bill was amended to read as follows: “A bill | Uen Ze BDAY ACen the imitation that is In the lav > : 
; 3 : ting the consent of Congress to the State of Alabama, that they « AD UM the money t now e, I ol us 
x through its highway department, to construct and maintain a | , m new raUN , Was JUS. SOME V 1 to i 
go across the Coosa River at or near Leesburg, Ala.” SOS he, © mY I have em h th a 
a | last few minutes in that forn - that it is & 
BRIDGE ACROSS PEEDEE RIVER | satisfactory to the other gentle: [I am going to ask ; 
next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (S. | unanimous consent to ext narks If t gentleman is . 
2 >) granting the consent of Congress to the counties of | going to insist on his « n & 
ba } m and Plorence in the State of South Carolina, to con- | Mr. BEGG. TI shall insi un! is 






t a bridge across the Peedee River at or near Savage Land- | have suggested. 
S.C. Mr. CRAMTON. This tis a bill in wh many of fl 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. bers are interested. Ll am going fo 


ar 
vyem- 


as ry? ’ mous consent to 
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extend my remarks by putting in the Recorp the March report | taken to the Supreme Court of the United States so that ny 
of the Secretary of the Interior. the letter of to-day, and a sug- | rights of the Government are going to be given away. 
vested amendment to conform to the present recommendation of | Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question‘ 5 
the Secretary, so that Members interested in the bill ean judge| Mr. CRAMTON, Yes. 
Whether that will meet their wants or not Mr. BLANTON. The point that is bothering me more th A 
| SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michi- | anything else is, even if we pass the bill, would there be 1 4 
gan usks ulanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks | much money left in the Treasury to pay it? 
e Reeorp in the manner indicated. Is there objection? | Mr. CRAMTON. Let me read what [ am suggesting as ' 
[After u pause.] The Chair hears none | amendment. ; 
Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speuker, I reserve the right to object Mr. BLACK of New York. I ask for the regular order, \ 
so f cun a the gentleman a question The gentleman from | Speaker. 
Mis n knows that this embraces a claim of at least The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Is there o}) 
$2 500.000 tion to the request of the gentleman from Michigan? 
Mr. CRAMTON, That remains to be seen Mr. BEGG. What is the request, Mr. Speaker? ' 
Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman knows that, does he not? Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I am the chairman of the ‘ 
\! CRAMTON No; LI do not I say that depends mittee on Mines and Mining - 
Mr BLANTON. The gentleman is not as well posted as I The SPEAKER pro tempore. Let the Chair state the sit 
eave him credit for being, tion. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON] hus usk 
\ VAILE. Not a claim, but a great many ciaims ununimous consent to return to this bill 
Mi. CRAMTON, It all depends on what the United, States Mr, BEGG. That is what I am objecting to 
Supreme Court decides I opposed the original act, but we Mr. ROBSLION of Kentucky Will the gentleman reserve 
passed if and L submit it is not fair to pay one claim and re- Mr. BEGG. IL reserve it 
je nother one just like it The Secretary of the Interior Mr. WATKINS. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker 
nh ibe Jetter Loam going to put in says they have probably | extend my remarks in the Recoxp in this matter 
ehough mon to pay existing claims unless the decision of the The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Court of Appen is sustained he Supreme Court of the There was no objection. 
United States. In that event, a further appropriation will be | Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, this bill is bottomed on 
needed, but he says he does not even need the authoriza- | moral obligation of the Government to hundreds of re ' 
tion for the appropriation, but he wants the limitation re- | blooded American eitizens who answered the call of th: 
moved. LT have modified the bill but not consulted with | country in the time of its dire distress. Prior to the Woe 
the friends of the bill. I do not k ther Tam a friend | War this country secured its war materials from foreign co 
of the bill or not, but IT have not msulted with those most | tries When we were hurled into that holocaust and fins 
interested to know if my amendment meet their wishes, | had to face the German submarine at a time when all bo 4 
so Tam asking to put if all in the Recorp so everybody can | were needed for transporting troops to Europe, a call v 
rend in the morning and then d min Vhut the vint | issied to mining men and the mining industry to produce t 
to } necessary minerals Cooperation and protection were gus 3 
hFhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Ts ther bjection ? }anteed on the part of the Government to those who answ > 
AM PBhaG Reserving th rig ’ the call 4 
\! WATKINS. Will the gentleman from Michigan yfetd? fiundreds of our citizens responded, invested large sums : 
CRAMTON I vield meney, produced the required minerals, and were continui 3 


ivr. WATKINS As a matter of fnaet, about 65 per ce 


in the lurger 


thie ‘aims have already been paid, being those 
nts, and there are many small claims throughout the vari 
ites that remain unpaid, snd this condition has been 
ght about by virtue of the latest decision of the District 
Court of Appeals. 

; CRAMTON. The statement of Secretary Work, which I 
want to put in the Recorp, is very cleat The gentleman from 
Ohio, LT think, intends to object an to-night, and [ thought 
. would save time by putting the fnformation in the Recoxp 
nnd letting everybody know the situation 

Mr. BEGG The gentleman om Michigan has used con- 
siderable ti and I would like sufficient time to make a 
tatement as to why T shall objeci A number of men around | 
here are interested in this matter, 1 I do not particularly 
like the position of setting up my judgment against all these 
requesis, but here is what Secretary Work says: 

The Government has appealed to the Supreme Court on the question 
of interest and payment for the investment The Supreme Court has 
set the case for November 10. If the ipreme Court decides adversely, 
there is money enough 

There is not anybody in this Honse who knows whether the 
Supreme Court will decide adversely or otherwise, and the only 
reason they can not pay it out now is because of the action of 
the litigants in tying it up in court 

Mr. OLDFIELD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BEGG. Let me finish this statement and then I will yield 
for any question The Secretary gees on further and says, 

We are not interested.” That is the language; that the de- | 
partment is not interested in the appropriation, and the only 
thing they want at all is release from the restriction; and I 


submit we make ourselves ridiculous to appropriate $2,500,000 
and then have it turned back into the Treasury because it is 
not needed, in the face of a court action set for November 10, 
Now I will yield to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. The Secretary also states in that letter 
that if the Supreme Court reverses the decision of the court of 
appeals, none of the money which is appropriated in this bill 
will be used 

Mr. BEGG. Certainly. 
nothing to use it for. 

Mr. CRAMTON, 


How could they use it? There its 


and pleased me is that the Secretary says that the case will be 


And, further, what has most reassured me 


so 10 produce 
lated and fhat 
Wis ued 
end 


Snddenty 


vhen suddenly the enemies of civilization capi 
never-to-be-forgotten day in November, 111 
reached as suddenly as the war had started did 
und savagely, so to speak, all embargoes upon 
minerals being produced were remo 
cooperation the American citizen got comp: 


instead of protection, for immediately peon 


importation of the 


im lt instend of 


At la Wt wt Th aaa eae 0 sl 


tion. yi! wey 


coolie produced war minerals, flooded the eountry, and bar ‘ 
rupted the American patriot 5 

In Mareh, 1919, Congress recognized the wrong perpetrate: 3 
against these demestic producers and enacted an act for the 4 


wijudication of the claims was assigned to t! 
Interior, who later appointed a war minerals 


relief. The 
Secretury of the 





| eommission to hear said claims. Procrastination, inaction 
vacillation, and inefficiency became the order of the day, ani 
for over tive long veurs these men have gone without relic : 
|The situation has become distressingly acute with many 0! a 


the clnimants Who were hurled into financial difficulties simp 
heeause they responded to the call of their country. This is 


now their day in court, and it will be more than a pity 

will be a trazedy—to deny them relief. T earnestly ut 

|} favoruble consideration: L hope no one will object. a 
|} Over 60 per cent of the total claims have been adjudicate! a 
j} and paid. and the remaining claimants have been held up oe 
| the payment of their losses hecause the Secretary of fle Es 
| Interior states that he can not proceed with the payment «1 i 


awards, as he is restrained by the relief act, and amendnm: 
thereto, of November 1921, from exceeding the origi: 
appropriation of $8,500,000, which is now insufficient to rein 
burse the total net losses of claimants, since the courts ha 


oO 
-~, 


held that losses incurred in the purchase of war-miner:!s 4 
properties and leases and interest on borrow capital are lezi ‘ 


mate items for reimbursement under the relief act. / 

The Senate has passed this measure. The House Committe: 
on Mines and Mining has acted favorably and unanimous 
It now remains for us to make good the word of the Gove! 
ment given in 1917, and by passing this bill liquidate the o 
gation entered into and incurred then and there in ge 
faith; at least, do our part in making it possible for the-- 
men to secure in some measure the relief long since due. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, | want to make 4 
brief statement. Some gentlemen were not Members of [lic 
House when the original legislation passed. The United Stites 











Government during the war wanted certain minerals. These 
minerals could net be produced in this country at living wages. 
Sp Congress passed an act authorizing $50,000,000 to be appro- 
priated to induce people to produce these minerals, and used 
this money to produce these minerals not only during the war 
bot for two years following the war. In March, 1919, after 
th, ar, Congress thought it unwise to continue the proposi- 
tion and they cut out the $50,000,000 or reduced it to eight and 
on-half million, and out of that these claims 
ettied. Now, under that provision hundreds of claims were 
tile A commission was created by that act and these men 
passed on the claims and could have paid all of the claims 
according to their ruling to the men, but they would not allow 
interest on the investment; they would not allow the money 
that was put into the buying of land, and so forth. The courts 
have decided that the interest on the money paid out for land 
must be considered in the estimate of the amount of loss. 
Now, these men could not get the money they lost while pro- 
cd ng the minerals for the Government during the war. 

‘ir. BEGG. There would have been ample money appropri- 
iwt if the gentleman’s statement was true. The claimants 
brought suit for the original investment plus the interest, and 
ence there is going to be a shortage. 

M ROBSION of Kentucky 
orrect 


} 


The gentleman is only partly 
Some of the claimants have entered suit and claimed 


true 
Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, there is some 
oney available, and if you count that interest on the invest 
nent and go according to the rulings of the court we lack 
about two and a half million dollars to pay it. Two-thirds of 
the claimants have been paid. The big claimants have got 
their money and got away. There are hundreds of little 


ellows that lost money, that your commission said lost money, 
id have not been paid. 

‘The claimants have come in with their proof and spent halt 
s much proving their claims as they will get. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to return to this bill. If this author 
ization is made and if the money is not required it goes back 
info the Treasury. This money is being held up for the men 


ho are broken up and waiting for the money. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Will the gentleman yield‘ 
Mir. ROBSION of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Who constitutes this commis 
ion? What is the personnel of the commission? 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I 
United States Senators 

Mr. CLARKE of New York 
Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I want to direct the attention 

the gentleman from Ohio to one fact I think he has over- 
looked. I feel like I ought to say it because I am responsible 
for eutting this down to eight and one-half million dollars 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. Walsh, and myself 
had the matter up and we were trying to reduce appropria- 
ons, to cut out that which was not needed. We estimated 
( we made a mistake—we estimated that eight and a half 
million dollars would be sufficient. There were $50,000,000 ap 
ropriated, and if we had not insisted and turned it back there 
ould have been money available according to the decision 
of the courts. There is no question that the meritorious old 
cltiims are those being held up. I have no interest except that 
i was responsible for cutting it down to eight and a half mil- 
lion dollars. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


think there were three ex 


That does not cut any ice with 


Is there objection to the re- 


quest of ‘the gentleman from Michigan to return to this bill? | 


Mr. BEGG, I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. BLANTON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle 
Inan from Kentucky may proceed for 10 minutes more. 

Mr. BEGG. We are trying to work out an amendment, and 
I am willing to have it reported 

Mr. CRAMTON, But first let us return to the bill. 
of “ Regular order! ”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is, 
objection to the request to return to this bill? 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, if the request is granted to return, 
(does that request include taking up and passing the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. BEGG. Then I am going to ask unanimous consent that 
the amendment may be offered for information. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, | am going to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
objects. 


{Cries 


Is there 





| quest that the bill be passed 


were to be } 


the interest on the investment was a part of the loss, that is | 
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Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I have made a request wh 
has not been quite correctly stated by the Chair. I do not re 
I simply request that we returt 


to it Having returned to it, it will still be subject to 
objection that it would be in the first place 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is true of course, but the 
Chair understands that the gentleman from Texas objects to 


returning to it. 
Mr. BLANTON Until November 19 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, Objection is heard 


Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill may retain its place on the lendar 
The SPSAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentuck 


retain its place on 


asks unanimous consent that the bill may 
the calendar. Is there objection 

Mr. VAILE Mr Speaker I objec t 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, wi 
extend my remarks on No, 285 Calendar, S, 2797, I 
insert herewith the letters of the Secretary of the Interio 
March 15, 1924, and June 124 I also insert the text of 
the proposed bill. showing the 


ler the consent give 


Consent 


amendment 
seems to me to put the bill in aceord with the Secretary's 
recommendation and to fully meet the situation 
DEPARTMENT OF THA I LIOR, 
Washington, March 1, (925 
Hon. Tasker L 


Chairman Committee on Mines and Mining, 


Opp! 


United Statca Senate 


My Dear Senator Opnpit I am in receipt of vir request for rf 

t upon S. 2707, « itled \ ll to authori thie Ly f 3 
under the provisions of the alled war minerals relief act wh 
bill proposes to appropriate out of the Treasury such s yt ex 
ing $2.500,000, as may necessary to fy sueh cl! 4 ] 
be approved and certified for payment by th S ar ) b 


Interior 


If claims, or parts of claims, heretofore denied I Secretary of 
the Interior are not reversed is 1 result of litigation pow pending 
in the courts, the money still remaining available in the appropriation 
will be sufficient, or nearly ulficient, to pay the remaining idl 
justed claims If, as a result of pending litigation, items for prop 


losses and for interest, etc., must ultimately be paid, 1 point out t 


because these items have never been allowed for payment no stati 
tics are available on which to predicate a statement as to the per 
cent of the claims likely to prevail, but it is believed, fro is care 
ful an analysis of the claims a in be made, that the additional 
appropriation proposed of $2,500,000 will be suf nt to take ire 
of all claims Whether legislation making provision for an increased 
ippropriation largely to take care of claims now in litigation should 
be enacted at this time is a question which, I think, Congress aud 
not this department should determine 

Sincerely yours, HUBER \\ c 

DEPARTMF ™ I i 
Was foy 195 
Hlon. Loris ¢ CRAMTON, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. ¢ 

My Dear Mr. CRAMTON In further response to 
yesterday over the telephone in relation to S. 2797, T am submittir 
herein a brief statement which I believe furnishes the information 
you desire. 

In the settlement of war minerals claims it has been held from the 
beginning that the act did not contemplate reimbursement for the 
purchase price of property or interest on borrowed capital Mandann 
proceedings were begun to compel such payment ind th Supren 
Court and the Court of Appeals of the District of Colnn 1 ha 
tained the relators. The Government has appealed te the Supreme 
Court of the United States in both cases, and t! ! ‘ "TT has 
set November 10, next, as a date for hearing on the questior f p 
chase of property. Upon advice that the lower yurts had ruled 
favorable to the relators, the Secretary of the Interior suspended 
ment of awards because the present law contains an express p ' 


that in the administration of the act the appropriatior 


shall be exceeded; and to make further payments would have 

a Violation of the law, as a deficiency is rtain under th lower 
courts’ findings. 

Suspension of payments was ordered last October nt t yrt 
of adjusting claims went on and is still going on, no money being paid 
| to claimants. The present situation is that while anproximate! 
million and three-quarters dollars are still in th var ineral i 
not a cent can lawfully be paid to claimants nlesx th ' ition 
provision of the law be repealed S. 2797 repeals tt limitatio ind 
if passed, will permit adjustment and payment of all maining 


claims, a practical ompletion of the entire work wuuder present 
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l purct price fj D> and interest 
l | plain \ t as of the hill is 
t priated it will be used 
if i ad ernment 
I tide T SSil » 
( I state it 
time, 
! nt which 
; of &. 2797 
: 1 ’ 1 all « 
l ll j nd 
ed 
S ! ix 
i pr 
ott Lb 
’ ’ 1 
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l 
' r ’ ' ‘ 1 ’ 
’ 
1 { ne 
‘ ! Mr. Briar for 1 to ! le 
! Wi 
1 { ' Mr. ( 
va 4 ! i Tit } i \ i ul at 
{ 4 iW NI ’ Ry 
\ } lH ; 
iy n € ) 7 to enable 
t “ 1 Int » lawfu pa ted m 
f t} illed W M bu f 
« bharel tHtherseed te he appreseiated ett of BR HOH 
i the 4 Rey Het off Wise appropriated etek st OF StHE Ret 
esceeertittie F2-544-0H0- os tras be HeeessHey to satis Heh of said 
eters sHett he sppresed and eertitied fer peste ha the said 
Seereteas § the Laterscs tder thea pe -ersiers ef an Act entitle : 
\et to provide relief in cases of contracts connected with 
t prosecution of the war, and for other purposes,’ approved 
M » 1919, as amended, and that the limitation in said 
\ He Heber} th aggregate amount to be disbur 1 
¢heret ler in the payment of said claims is hereb peated.’ 
rY FISCAL A@i IS IN DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
ir. HAUGEN Mi Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
o Cal lar 71 
PIAIKIER pro tempore Phe gent! f 1 lowa asks 
I Ws se { return to No. 371 o1 Calel I The 
Cher! ! rt the title of the bill 
Mi \NTON Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object 
I nd out what the bill is 
( k read as follows 
\ H. R. S372) to theriz he designation of deputy fiscal or 
‘ ent the D tment « Agriculture s ic d outside 
‘ ) h i 
The SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection? 
Mr. BLANTON I obiect We have too many deputies now. 
Mr. HAUGEN Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman withhold his 
at on f 
Mr. BLANTON Mr. Speaker, I am going to object. 
TE ¢ NI MEXICO AS NICIAL DISTRICT 
MORROW. Mr. Speaker, Il ask unanimous consent to re 
1 to Calen No. 250, which was objected to last evening. 
jection has been withdrawn, and at the same time I 
consent to take from the Speaker's table the 
N W023, a similar bill, and substitute it for the House 
] H.R. 7a2s 
\ CLARKE of Ne York. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the 
nat of the bill 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 
himous consent to return te Calendar Ne. 250 
consideration Is there objection? 
Ir. CLARKE New York. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
l \ an explanation of what the bill is. 
| SPEAKER j tempore. The Clerk will report the title 
©) ‘ 
| ( ol _ 
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A bill (11. R. 7523) designating the State of New Mexico as & judicial 
district, fixing time and place 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Speaker, I object 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentle- 
man from New Yoerk to withdraw his objection. I think the 
gentieman will not have objection when he understands. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my 


for bolding terms of court therein, 


| objeetion. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Mexic« 
ealls up a bill which the Clerk has reported and asks unanim« 
consent to substitute the Senate bill, 3023, for the House | 
and to consider the same. Is there objection? 

There Was no objection. 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ate bill. 


r 
T The Clerk will report the Sen- 


The ¢ rk read the Senate bill, as follows: 

\ t ( 123) designating the State of New Mexico as a judicial dis- 

t , tl me and place for holding terms of court there 

nd fe her I 

Be it enacted, etc., That the State of New Mexico shall constitute 
oY vndi 1 district, to be known as the district of New Mexico. 

Te s the district court shall be held at Santa Fe on the fir 
M lay in March and September, at Albuquerque on the first Monday 
in Jum nd December, at Roswell on the first Monday in May and 
oO r, at Las Cruces on the first Monday in November, at Silve: 
( ! f Monday in January, at Las Vegas on the first Mo 
day in F« lary, and at Raton on the first Monday in April: Provide: 
Tl if t! time of the holding of the terms of said court in any 
year in the cities or towns of Las Vegas, Las Cruces, Silver City, 
or Raton there is insufficient business to justify the holding of any 
such term the same may be adjourned or continued by order of the 
judge of said court made at any place in the district: And provided 
further, That-terms of court at Silver City, town of Las Vegas, and 
Raton shall not be held unless facilities therefor are furnished by the 

unty of Grant at Silver City, the county of Sam Miguel at town of 
Las Vegas, and the county of Colfax at Raton, without cost and ex- 


pense to the United States, until such time as court rooms and other 
necessary facilities have been eonstructed by the United States 
Causes, civil and criminal, may be transferred by the court or 
either judge thereof from any of the aforesaid places where court 
shall be held in said district to any of the places herein above men- 


tioned in said district whenever in the opinion of the court or judg 
the convenience of the parties or the ends of justice would be pro 
moted by the transfer 

That the marshal and clerk of said court shall each, respectively 
appoint at least one deputy to reside at and who shall maintain an 
office at each of the cities of Albuquerque and Roswell, and the mar- 
shai and t clerk of said court may each, respectively, with the ap- 
proval of th Attorney General, appoint one deputy at each of th 
cities of Las Cruces, Silver City, Raton, and the town of Las Vegas: 


Provided, That upen completion of the Federal building in the city of 
Las Vegas, the court shall be transferred to and held in the city 
of Las Vegas instead of the town of Las Vegas and court at the latter 


place discontinued. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 
The bill H. R. 7523 was ordered to lie on the table. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 


Mr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution of the following title, when the Speaker signed the 
Same : 

S. J. Res, 142. Joint resolution providing for the United States 
Government to have representation at the celebration of the 
centennial of the first meeting of the Legislative Council of the 
Territory of Florida. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, I rise to prefer a unanimous con- 
sent request, to see if we can get some order out of this. The 
floor leader, the gentleman from Ohio |[Mr. Loneworrs], 
just advised me that it is going to be necessary for us to stay 
here for an hour and 10 minutes yet, and perhaps longer, so 
as to be here if something comes up in the Senate. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, then the floer leader better 
get a quorum if he is going to do that, because the understand- 
ing was that we were going to work here until 11 o'clock. 

Mr. BEGG. I suggest to the gentleman from Texas that the 
purpose of staying here late to-night is to be here so as tw 
assist in getting work cleaned up so that we may adjourn. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, the floor leader is a reason- 


able man and he is not going to work this little handful of 
men here all night when others are off in their beds asleep. 
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He better go out and wake them up and bring them in and 
have a new shift. 

Mr. BEGG. I will say to the gentleman from Texas that 
that always happens. 

Mr. BLANTON. I know, and we have been working all day 
and I have been up since 6 o’clock this morning. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that we 
begin at the beginning of the calendar and go through those 
bills, in order, that huve been objected to once before 

Nii BLANTON, Mr Speaker, I object. 

ir. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that we 
proceed with the call of the calendar where we left off when 
thes took up the bridge bills. I have been waiting here all 
evening. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 

sks unanimous consent that the House proceed to call up the 

lis on the calendar, beginning at the point where we stopped 
on account of the unanimous consent request of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. LonewortTH] 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object- - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, [I object 

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to t 
up Calendar No. 415. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The gentleman from Massa 
chusetts asks unanimous consent to take up Calendar No. 415 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani 
mous consent to take up Calendar No. 389. 


L- 
iKe 


This is a Senate 


hill which was passed and reported favorably by the Committee | 


on the Judiciary, and is a very simple proposition 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsvl 
inia asks unanimous consent to take up Calendar No, 389. Is 
nere objection ? 

Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, L object. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent to take 
up the next number on the order of bills, Calendar No. 391 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Speaker, reserving the righ! 
to object, does the gentleman expect to remain here the rest of 
the evening and help us? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes: I expect to remain here. 

CALENDAR NO 1 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
sks unanimous consent to take up Calendar No. 3591. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. I ask to have the bill reported 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill 
by title, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4482) providing for the disposal of certain lands on 
Crooked and Pickerel Lakes, Mich., and for other purposes 


The SPEAKER pro tempore 

Mr. BRIGGS. Reserving the right to object—— 

Mr. SCOTT. If the House will consent to the consideration 
of this bill I shall ask unanimous consent that the Senate bill, 
which was unanimously reported and adopted unanimously by 
the Senate, be substituted for the House bill. This represents 
only about 200 acres of land occupied by a number of people 
who lived on it for 40 or 50 years, and paid taxes and made 
improvements, and had a conveyance from the State of Michi- 
gan, to which the land was conveyed by the United States Gov- 
ernment, and then later it was discovered that the Government 
had made an erroneous survey. Now, the only way they can 
remedy the mistake is by an act of the Congress of the United 
States, 

the SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the Sen- 
ate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Is there objection? 


An act (8S. 697) providing for the disposal of certain lands on Crooked 
and Pickerel Lakes, Mich., and for other purposes 

Be it enacted, etc., That upon the survey of any public lands erro- 

neously omitted from the original survey found to exist within the area 


heretofore surveyed and represented upon the official plat of township | 


35 nerth, range 4 west, Michigan meridian, Michigan, approved Feb 
ruary 9, 1841, on file in the General Land Office as a meandered lake, 
nd said lake now appearing as two lakes, locally known as Crooked 
Lake and Pickerel Lake, in sections. 20, 21, 22, 27, 28, and 29, the 
owners of adjacent lands shall have a preference right to purchase such 
lands so surveyed for a period of 90 days after the filing of the ap 
proved plat of such survey in the United States land office at Mar 
quette, Mich., to be appraised at not less than $1.25 per acre, and that 
the State of Michigan be allowed to select such of the lands as may 


ow 
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| hay "u 1 to the Stat ne , > , s Lane > Sta 
I ) ») Provided, Th n ne i all ha 
fr lefeating the rights ! s M an 
which ha iched » 8 ! ’ 
SEc. 2. Tha he &S i ) I ' 
ne ssary reguia ns to T } pro 
The bill wa rdered to be read a v6 ’ 
third time, and pass 
Che bill (H. R. 4482) wa | ‘ 
ALI , ri Hots >a is 
Mr { ALLIV AN Mi Sy ike? l SK U I co en 
ll} up calendar No. 41 
The SPEAKER pro tempore rhe ven na 1 Mussa 
lusetts asks unanimous consent to eal yy 4 endar No. 4 
Is there obiection 7 
N BEGG if the gentleman will wi old that vou me 
| ment, I desire to make a unanimous-consent equest nad that 
} iS to begin where e ft off and fi » endal 
Mr. BLANTON NI Speaker, L mal he po ft order 
| ve ho quorum 
| i SPEAKER pro tempore The gentleman from Texas 
makes the point of ord of no quorum 
M BLANTON, W reached > uur of 11 o'clock 
vhen j i lnderstood vould qu 
Mr. BEGG Will the gentleman thhold it to allow me ) 
ask unanimous consent f! ve take a recess fo 4) minu 
| in which no business be transacted, and then we will know 
| Mr. BLANTON. I make the point of ord e have no 
| quorum 
| M REGG » busit s, and the gentleman 
ean go home I guarantee the Will be no business transacted 
| Mr. BLANTON We can it i ff until morning L insist 
| mommy point of order 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. Obyionsly there is no quorum 
nresen! 
Mr. BLANTON Mr. Speaker, T move tha e House do now 
adjourn 
The SPBAKER pro tempore The gentleman from Texas 
if moves that the Honse do now idjourn 


Mr BLANTOD { will withhold the motion if the Sencle rman 
| Wants to work all night 


| Mr. WINGO Mi Speaker I move a enll of he House 


The question was taken: and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the aves seemed to have it 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Brea) there were—ayes 382, 
noes 62 


! Mr. WINGO Mr. Speaker, I aak for telle 
Mr. BLANTON { insist on the point of 


he quortim 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The 


gentleman from Arkansas 


lemands tellers Fifty-six gentlemen have arise t sufficient 
number, and tellers are ordered 

The House again divided: and the tellers (Mr. Wineo and 
Mr. Sanders of Indiana) reperted that ere were—ayes 4 
noes 76 

So the eall of the House was refused 


LAXNATION 
Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
on June 7 this session of Congress with a Republican majority 
will probably adjourn The Democrats here ' 
splendid showing in spite of great difficulties 
vented the passage of hundreds of bad bills by 
|} and improving others. Much that is bad passed in spite of us 
' J will not at this time go into the full history of the 
The best example of what the Democrats have done 
called Mellon tax bill, which, when final passed, was more 
Democratic than Republican, giving relief f 


have made a 
und have pre- 
defeating many 


Sension, 


is the so- 


| om millions of 
| taxes, principally to the little taxpayers, but fair to all. The 
| friends of the farmers were able to prevent finally a tax which 
would have crippled the new tobacco industry in my gection 
and were able by hard work to improve the bill in many ways 
The speeches of Democrats assailing the original bill were ea: 
ried by the press of the Nation and helped largely to overcome 


the enormous sentiment cuused by propaganda Il wish to 
| thank the numerous papers of the country which carried in 
| . . . 
full my paraphrase of Don Lupton’s poem on taxation. rhe 


Democrats need more publicity, putting before the country what 
we are really doing and striving to do. With the country in 
formed of the ideals of the Democrats and of the failures and 
} crimes of the Republicans there can be only victory for the 
| Democrats at the next election 
ADJUSTED COMPENSATION 
Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, my friends have asked me, as the 
} Sponsor for the ZO-vear endowment insurance bill recently en- 
L acted into law over the veto of the President, to review the 
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history of ed compensation in Congress and te answer the 
main objectio raised by the opposition, which for the most 
pai enters in the big metropolitan pape! ably abetted and 
: by the big financial and indu al interests. 
ili } ive 1 enacted ints law, and erefore what I 
p! » Say is not propaganda but a aple statement of 
j | ve inout tear of contradiction the paramount 
‘ ( i el adji l « veensation that 
} f red j if the adj ed compensation 
I wholly d totally fa The public 
\ ead to 1 r 1 state s in the pre 
‘ ra rom fig sources that tax re ‘tion was out ol 
the q iis | isted In pas in adjusted com- 
| om me ‘ ! dint of const t rey tion and in 
te ‘ ext \ irepa ida the taxpayer was foreed to 
l m Line ‘ il yO these inspired ricies The Sec 
tit tl Ir iry gave ont a statement the effect that 
f the adju 1 compensation bill passed that the price of 
I bonds would go down, the rate of interest would go 
\ the } of market securities would fall off, and there 
‘ el ight of t reduct other generation 
In fact he went even as far as to threaten bankruptcy. <A great 
I od citizens believed in this propaganda because it was 
up to them daily in all forms and shapes 
I ay er to me that more people were not fooled into 
by in the ruination of this count: It is a wonder to 
! it all the busine men of the « ry did not see red 
‘ their morning newspapers It is nder fo me that 
1 e ft pa ind busin mer ( deceived by the 
pore noof ft uncial d ter \ \ e incessant motif | 
oT 1 ‘ nspired artictl 
e ti h i and in not be denied, that a few days after | 
t] ! tment of the 20-year enc nf irance bill over 
{ pre ( | veto and the puss: of the Simmons tax 
} ion bill. reducin axes S22 000.000 1 e than proposed 
1 t} Mellon program, the price of Liix bonds recorded 
rie for Il time the rate of interest remain the 
sam t! irity market went up ew points. Now, 
after the enactment of both these bills, comes the astounding 
‘ ral from Senator Smoot chairman of the Senate 
Finance Committee, and Representative Gre! chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee, that there will be a surplus 
after all. Mr. Green puts the surplus for June 30, 1925, as 
high is $138,000,000 after making deductions for both these 
| nd Senator Smoor, who has always opposed adjusted 
compensation, admits there will be a surplus after all. What 
becom of Secretary Mellon’s prediction and his statement 
that if the adjusted compensation bill was passed there could 
be no t reduction for another generation. 
The Members of Congress who voted to override the presi- 
( tial veto knew the facts, but the public, that defends for its 
i rinaution on the metropolitan press, did not have any means 
© know the truth, and are only just waking up to the fact that 
it has been purposely deceived, or, in well-known slang, 
bunkoed 
Mhe fact is that the Members of Congress who voted for the 
adjusted com} ition bill have been crucified on a cross of | 
falsehoods and malicious propaganda for selfish purposes. The | 
battle to keep the faith with our veterans has been won in spite | 
of every kind of false and.malicious propaganda. The people 
of America who were deceived by these attacks owe a debt of 


gsratitude to the Members of Congress who stood by their guns 
in spit all kinds of pressure and threats, and onee again 
proved by their that this is a grateful Republic. Five 
vears after the armistice, in spite of the promises and pledges 
made by the American people during and after the war, we 
were urged to plead poverty to escape an obligation that has 
been recognized and fulfilled by every one of the Allies during 
the World War, and partly with the money we loaned them. 
Both parties have pledged adjusted compensation to the veter- 


votes 


ans of the World War. 
lormer President Harding in a speech prior to his election 
stated that he was for adjusted compensation and he only 


vetoed the Fordney-MeCumber bill for a reasen which proved 


to be false. He was informed by Secretary Mellon that there 
would be a deficit of $600,000,000 in the Treasury on June 30, 


128. but it turned out instead that there was a surplus of $329,- 


000,000, On June 30, 1924, according to Secretary Mellon him- 
self, there will be a further surplus of $370,000,000 in the 


Treasury. 

This bill is based on sound business and insurance principles, 
and without hampering business fulfills a pledge given during 
and after the war by the American people. It is nothing but 


pensation based on the difference of wages paid baek heme and 
the pay of the soldiers, as that would amount to $30,000,000.000 
This bill will cost eventually about $2,000,000,000, or about 
half the cost of the Fordney-McCumber measure, whieh Presi- 
dent Harding vetoed. 

It carries out a continuous pelicy from Revolutionary day: 

We adjusted the compensation of Washington, of Lafayette, of 
Steuben, and of all the soldiers and offieers. It is an American 
policy ; it is a sound pelicy; and it is a policy to which we have 
pledged ourselves individually and collectively. 

Congress adjusted the payments of the war contractors, thi 
railroads, and the munition makers, and in one day passed the 


>» 


Dent bill, appropriating $3,200,000,000 for the adjustment of 
business claims. I do not propose to discriminate in favor of 
everyone as against tlie soldiers, nor do 1 propose on this que 

tion to march up the hill and then down again. The whole 
trouble is that we did not meet it when we should have, tive 
years ago, and given $300 to every soldier that was honorably 


discharged We are now 
done five years ago by 


tion as the 


simply doing what we should have 
giving them partial adjusted compens: 
grateful act of a grateful Republic and the cor 


summation of a debt o homor. 

The bill is designed to be a’ simple act of justice built o 
solid insurance and business prin iples. It is brief, Clear, and 
readily understandable to all who read, and should be accept 
able to the veterans, the public, and to the taxpnyers. With- 
out desiri io go into the detailed merits of the bill I take this 


opportunit to state 


14 points without fear of contradiction: 


(1) No cash payment involved except under $50. 
(2) Provides substantial insurance policies for living and for 


beneficiaries of those who have died since discharge. 
(3) Appropriation spread over 2) years. Average, slightly 
over $100,000,000, 
(+) Will net hamper business, harm economic stability, or 
eifect price of J 


(5) T tal « 


montis ot 


iberty bonds 

than to our Government af twe 
war if it had comtinued based of General Staff figure 
of $44,000,000 a day. 

(6) Reduction in annual naval appropriations resulting from 
Washington Limitation of Armaments Conference approxi- 
$300,600, 000, almost three times the yearly cost of 
proposed 20-year endowment insurance. 

(7) Forty-five per cent of cost estimated by President Coolidg« 
of so-called Legion bill, without deducting 15 per cent esi 
mated number who would not apply, which would reduce it t 
39 per cent. 

(S) Total vearly cost of $30,000,000 less than the annual in- 
terest being paid on English debt. 

(9) Proposed reduction in Government expenditures in two 
and a half times the yearly cost of the bill. Reductions re 
ommended by President Coolidge in recent Budget message 
amounts to $260,000,000—probable reduction by Congress much 
greater. 

(10) Fulfilment of obligation and promises made during and 
immediately after the war, in recognition of services during 
the war. 

(11) A proper adjustment of compensation. 


‘ost less cost 


mutes or 


(12) Inswrance for national defense. 

(13) Promotion of Americanization and national content- 
ment. 

(14) An expression of gratitude by a grateful Republic. 


The consummation of a debt of honor. 
Review OF THE HisToRY oF ADJUSTED COMPENSATION 
1919 

January to November: Nation’s debt to ex-service man gen- 
erally recognized. Fifty-six adjusted compensation bills intro- 
duced in Congress designed to right economic balance between 
man who fought and man who stayed at home and reaped re- 
wards of war-time industry. 

November 10-12: The American Legion, at its first national 
convention at Minneapolis, goes on record in favor of adjusted 
compensation, but “leaves with confidence to the Congress the 
discharge of this obligation”; that is, expresses no preference 
in favor of any of the 56 bills. 

1920 


February 10: National legislative committee of the Legion 
in special session declares that veterans feel themselves en- 
titled to $50 a month, payable in Government bonds. Special 
committee is appointed to work out details of a bill, in re- 
sponse to requests from leaders in Congress desiring Legion 
to give some definite expression of veterans’ desires, Congress 


| being in a quandary with its 56 bills. 


a simple act of justice and recognition of the services of these | 


men during the war. It is not a complete adjustment of com- 


March 2: 
sentiment, 


Legion’s special committee, after canvass of veteran 
decides that a bill which would meet approval 





































ngeress adjourns, 
‘ }l—November 2: Adjusted compensation | 
1 by Third National Convention of the American Legion 





SAS 4 \ 
mber o; Cong Ss reconvenes ana ive el bill is rei 
ed 
bruary 2: Secretary Mellon appears before House Way 
leans Committee and argues against the bill, saying it 
} re would embarrass t] Treasury, because the Govern 
ment was running at a loss and the deficit for the fiscal year 
9 would be $24,000,000 and for the fiscal year of 1923 
MOULD, 


ry: After a series of conferences between House lead 
( Legion officials, and the President, to meet the President's 


s the cash feature of the bill is restricted to veterans 


would be entitled to $50 or less. Arrangements are made 

) rrowing on the insurance certificates provided in the 

. ure, Later the land-settlement provision is dropped from 
ill. is leaves three options in. the bill home and farm 





‘ vocational training, paid-up insurance. 
larch 7: S cretary Mellon, ¢ omptroller (‘rissinger, and CGov- 


( r Harding of the Federal Reserve Board appear before 


House Ways and Means Committee and urge defeat of 


sill passes House, 335 to 70. Fight for action in 
Senate begins forthwith. The opposition strives to delay 
: ‘reasury statement at end of fiseal year shows 
Ss « 83.138.000,000 





as against deficit of 824.000.0000 pre 


‘ d by Mr. Mellon in his arguments 











! hs before. Amount of Mr. Mellon’s incorrectness, $337, 
{ U0, 
i ist 31: Bill passes Senate, 47 to 22. 
: ber 16: Bill goes to President 
- ber IS: Hen ; of 12 natio ly known vet rat 
ce ‘ iizations, dating from Civil War down, call on Pre le 
é ‘ ire m to sign bill 
I ember 19: President Harding vetoes bill, sayin oul 
z t an not afford it In his veto message the President quotes 
: Secretary Mellon’s estimated deficit for fiscal year endin 
< Ju 0. 1923. would be $650.000.000 
mi September ‘ House of Representatives passes bill ove 
3 President's veto, 258 to 54 s votes 44 to 28 to sustain 





I » 
vo; 4 short of the two-thirds required to nullify the Presi- 


dent's action, 
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é I ! ‘ 
| or 
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iu s 4 t Li init 
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American people thought such was the result of the conference. 
fhe Ameri representatives offered a plan of disarmament 
based on tonnage, with little regard to other features of naval 
sires | Be nstance, they gave no thought to the fact that 
J md'’s Na could fight us at its full strength, for the Ger- 
nan sno longer a menace to England, and the English 
t] reed to attack Our Navy would have to pro- 
t ur tremendous coast lines of North and South America, if 
the Monroe doctrine is to carry other than a theoretical sanc- 
tic ’ 

It is useless just now to dene nd on international eourts, The 


publie theught of Ame 
national jurisdiction 


eration in the mame of 


iol 

When we are ready to accept such coop- 
justice and peace we will be ready not 
jurt but its physical accessories in the form 
police superior in power to any 
Nobody wants a court to give an academic decision ; 


only to aecept the e 


of an international 


nation, 
the great 
desideratum is not the decision but the action of the sheriff on 
on the decision if your neighbor trespasses on your property, 
you do not want the court to say to him, “ Mr. Jones, you ought 
to stay off Mr. Smith’s property ”; you want to have the court 
ay, * Sheriff, 
of Richard Roe Smith, I order you to lock up said Jones.” So 
all the talk of an international court without force in back of it 
would be childish, if it were not the expression of the knavery 
of international political deceit. 
America’s policy under present conditions had best be: 


Love many trust few; 


Always paddle your own canoe. 


The disarmament conference itself demonstrated the inter- 
national bad feeling. All the delegates were maneuvering to 
secure War-time advantage for their respective countries. The 
nitions avidly seized upon America’s invitation to disarm, and 
they disarmed America. We were well on our way to lead the 
world in capital ships, and we agreed to cut down our capital 
ships to an equality tonnage basis with England. The follow- 
ing table indicates the comparative pre-conference and _ post- 
conference Capital-ship strength of Great Britain, America, 
und Japan: 

Capital-ship strength 


i 
Pre-conference | Post-conference 





Number | Tonnage | Number | Tonnage 
a 

United States : > 33 | 1, 118, 650 18 | 500,650 | 
Great Britain Sa 26 752, 450 22} 580, 450 
Japan 16 545, 278 10 301, 320 


Tonnage should not have been the basis of the reduction, for 
while we had been superior in tonnage England and Japan 


were left with certain advantages in the matter of speed: 


speed of capital ships of United States, Great Britain, and Japanese 


Wats 

UNITED STATES Knots 
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Maryland > ‘ : ; aes a 
New York " 7 a‘ - i 21. 47 
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Arizon 21. 00 
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llood pacino o-aieuae 7 Ss edebunt ay 31.0 
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Malaya Bin psn abtdbantatnmiiids iwed ; = a 7 25. 0 
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Barhan ein a" _ 7 =. 0 
Queen Elizabeth . J a nalts é < 25. 0 
Warspits saree : " aa se 
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Kmperor of India_ 
Iron Duke 
Marlborough 
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The only reason the other countries were ready to do business 
on disarmament reduction was because of our great tonnage, 
We reduced that and received no consideration in return ex- 


| cept England’s and Japan’s agreement that in tonnage of capi 


tal ships they would not go beyond certain ratios. America 


| had the money to keep up its capital ship strength and they did 


not. The total wealth of the United States as compared with the 
United Kingdom and Japan is shown in the following table, 


| giving the pre-war and post-war figures: 


Pre-war and post-war money value of the wealth of the 5-5-3 nations 





Nation | 1912 1922 
| 
Ci COINS ibs acicten sn dsatancsaobasaseul _.| $186, 299, 664,000 $320, 803, 862, 000 
United Kingdom.._......- i ee Dane | 70, 500, 000, 000 120, 000, 000, 000 
OI oi 8 iicicncs omndinietew Din tank baat --| 11, 700, 000,000 | — 22, 500, 000, 000 


Having agreed on capital ship reduction, on the reduction 
of the American Navy, the conference adjourned with little 
else to its credit. 

Our representatives should have forced a general disarma- 
ment, for navies fight in aggregates, not in classes. Our 
battleship strength rests not only on the battleship strength of 
other countries but on their strength in auxiliary craft. Great 
harm was done America when the conference adjourned without 
providing for a general reduction. Were it not for the so-called 
American plan of tonnage reduction which we foolishly offered 
und the other nations wisely accepted we should not now be a 
second-class naval power. As Mr. Archibald Douglas Turnbull, 
writing in the Current History Magazine of March, 1924, 
states: 

The United States, judged by its naval status, is to-day a second- 
class power. It has been pointed out by scores of authorities, both 
ancient and modern, that foreign trade is a vital essential of any 
nation’s existence as a world power; it has been demonstrated that 
foreign trade can not live without an adequate navy; the inference is 
obvious. What, then, is the condition of the United States Navy to- 
day? It has abandoned its naval building program of capital ships; 
it has surrendered the command of the Pacific; and it has destroyed 
certain units of its fleet. This fleet now has its full international al- 
lowance of capital ships, but many of them not fully modernized. 
It has one-third of its destroyers. It has a fraction of its allowance 
of submarines and about one-half its aircraft. It has a percentage of 
its fuel supply for training its ships and its men. Its personne! is at 
about two-thirds of adequate strength. From all of which it seems 
that the United States, after lifting its voice to avert war, has been 
content to destroy the power which could make that 
carry, 


That the spirit of the Disarmament Conference was not 
idealistic and altruistic, but was infernally practical and selfish, 
ean best be proved by the action of Great Britain and Japan 
in taking advantage of the loopholes left by the conference. 
Comparative tables of the postconference and preconference 
cruiser and submarine strength indicated their cleverness. 
They wanted us to cut down battleships. England wanted to 
keep cruisers, and Japan to build submarines. 

The evidence against Great Britain and Japan is found in 
these tables showing preconference and posteconference strength 
of cruisers and submarines of United States, Great Britain, 
and Japan, as shown in an article by William Howard Gardi- 
ner in the American Review of Reviews, March, 1924. 


alone voice 





Cruisers 
actnintanitiigheenllpanuiitgliiiiagianiin cain eapntasin oy ciituatin 
United States Great Britain Japan 
| Num- Pokey ot Num- Tounaze Num- » i 
| ber ag ber onnage | ber onnage 
ails nttinindlllaaiapncnsgeiainelicaa Sian ea _ wnat oe 
Preconference__......._._-| 10 | 75,000 | 52} 274,020 21 | 106, 680 
Postconference oe 1 None. | 70, 000 
Present total........| 10 | 75,000 52 274, 020 29} 176,680 
| i | 
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e trying to build up our cruiser strength by the naval 
We realize that the rules of the House require this pre- 
\ slation to the appropriation. lt is to be regretted 
laumentary pra tice prevents our immediate building 
raft, and I res} ectfully submit that a book of rules is a 
nse against big guns. The naval bill does not build, 
mpi permits a subsequent Congress to appro} riate for 


uisers are very hecessary to our growing mer 


effectively challenged England's 


speedy cruisers with lol 


lant marine, 


. ? , oY 
i nas commercial mari 
supremacy. v-range guns can 


t our investment on the high seas, 


mean so much to America’s prosperity 


which in due time 

ir crying need is coast-line protection, and in that we are 

deficient. Submarines are needed. Japan is building 

eet submarines under German expert instruction. We have 

! building three fleet submarines since 1916—and the ap 

ation bill provides for a mine-laying submarine. Ther« 

s a test of cruiser type submarine by the naval appropriation 

under favorable conditions 

Submarines demonstrated their efficiency in the 

graphicaily pointed out in a statement 
November 20, 1915, by the Hon. 


ows: 


This 
the press 
Kitchin, as 


war. 
given to 
Claude 


* * * FEingland has a navy two and one-half times as strong as 


England and France has a fleet more than three 
as strong as that of Germany. Take a map and you will see 
the German seacoast on the North Sea is practically at the head 
1 English Channel, within less than 300 miles of London, and 
several miles of seacoast along the Baltic. The bulk of the 

English and French fleet is now, and has been, within less than a 

s run of the German coast. If Engiand could bombard or land 
1e coast of Germany, on the North Sea or on the Baltic Sea, the 
would end In 60 days. Germany would have to withdraw from 
e to protect her own soil. Why does not the fleet of the Allies, 

four times as and destroy the little fleet of 

G any, bombard her seacoast at once, land an army, etc.? Certainly 

of a little German fleet already bottled up, one-fourth as 

but because of 


of Germany. 


strong, go in 





Aus 
mines and submarines. look at the map 
and see how the Russian coast and the German coast compare 

how they adjoin along the Baltic Sea. Germany bas control of 

the Baltic, even against the fleet of the Allies. Germany has a fleet 
ir times as large as that of What keeps Germany away 
mm the Russian Why Germany, with a fleet four 
ines as strong, destroy the Russian fleet, bombard her seaport towns, 
land an army? If she could do this the 


Now, 


Russia. 
coast? doesn’t 


war would end in 60 


Russia would be forced to a separate peace in spite of her agreement 
th the Allies. Certainly it is not the little one-fourth size fleet she 
has but beeause of mines and submarines. If Germany, with her fleet 
me-third as strong as that of the Allies, does not fear the bombard- 
of her coast or the landing of an army by the Allies, when within 
ss than 200 miles, and if Russia, with her little fleet one-fourth as 
larg afraid of Germany 


ment 


ge as that of Germany, is not bombarding her 
coast and landing an army on her shores, why in the name of common 
Sense should any man, woman, or child in the United States fear that 
Germany or any other nation can ever get within gun reach of our 
shores or land an army on our coast, when they are over 3,000 miles 
away, provided we are equipped with mines and submarines? 
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But in this most powerful 


< 
med by parsimony and indecisior The se refused t 
my amendment for three more submarines to be built 
atel However, the Senate, under the inen tior : 
cles In the New York Times, provided the one 

ing s larine under the 1916 anthority 

rhe administration has scrapped our Navy not in tl er 
ests of peace but in the interest of politics. 1 Ir 
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I think that the very rich men of this ntry, those w 
net incomes run into the hundreds of thousands and millions « 
dollars a year, who the gentleman from New York |Mr. Mrirs] 
States ha become inveterate tax dodgers, might well reflect 
upon the reply by the Master to this uestion by his tormen- 
tors. The gentleman from New York has told us bluntly that 
men who through the accumulation of their wealth have come 
into excessi ely large incomes have b every means found 
available eluded the payment of their taxes so necessary to 
take care of the great burden of indebtedness left from the 
war. 


it is no purpose of the Democratic Party through the policy 


relating to tax reduction adopted by it to tax wealth 


: i merely 
because of a desire to punish wealth. The underlying prin 
ciple of the Democratic scheme is that the great burden of tax 
ation now resting upon the people should be just by 
those who are able to pay, and should rest more lightly upon 
the masses of the people who through their daily struggle to 


live are constantly the great in 


borne 


contributing to the wealth of 
Nation. 

Mr. Mellon has told us repeatedly that the war 
it is now necessary to return to a peace-time ba 
We are anxious to return to the 
that can be imposed. 


dustries of the 
is over and 
sis of taxation 
lowest possible tax burden 


But, from the standpoint of taxatio is 
the war over? It is true that the . I as ceased and that 
our soldiers have done their part. it is true that the | 
gathered from the fields and farms of the Nation by their 


heroic services have 


lal conflict 


ended the act 
are sSiient The sacrifices and heroie ¢ 


The vuns of 
the Argonne 


the American soldier have made it no longer a possibility that 





the rude hand of German ty: y may ley ‘ nn 
American wealth or interfere w the growth of At 
dustry. It is estimated that American wealth has grown nee 


the beginning of the Great 
000.000 to almost $3 


War from an est mated 
yh) COPED CORO) CRONE) j j 
Nation with a very large and a very definite 
The 
is now, in round numbers, 

The interest alone on this debt approximates a billion dollars 
a year. In addition to have other itions which 
must be met. We are paying in compensation and hospitaliza- 
tion and other expenses for the yvunded and the sick left from 
the World War about Government ex- 
penses as a whole have increased until order to bal- 
ance our Budget it is the tax bill about 
$8,500,000,000 a year. The problems of tax reduction, whether 
proposed by Mr. Mellon or by the 
should be considered with a 
meet. 

I think too little attention has been 
the discussion of the Mellon plan or 
reduction. None of us are for taxation. We would like to 
abandon it. We know that it hampers business. We know 
that it is a drag upon the initiative of men, but somebody must 


we are left as a 
burden of indebtedness. indebtedne ol the United State 
about $23.000.000.000, 

8 sane 
this we 


oblig 


$600,000,000 annually 
how in 


necessary to raise by 


Democratic 
view to the 


leadership, 
problems we must 


elven to this fact in 
any other plan of tax 











| the taxes that are still necessary, and unless those who 
have it are iiling to pay I do not know from what source it 
raised. The Mellon tax plan, for which so much propa- 

da has been distributed, and which is claimed to be the 
only scientific plan, proposed to cut in half, to reduce by 50 
per cont, the surtaxes upon the large income-tax payer, while 
siving a modicum of relief to the millions of small incomes. 
The Democratic plan and that embodied in the bill now 
lopted by the Congress gives tle greater reductions upon 
‘millions of men and women having the smaller incomes, but 
{the sume time giving at least 20 per cent to 25 per cent reduc- 
tion, or reducing by at leust one-fifth or one-fourth the income 
taxes of the very largest income-tax payers. Under the Mel- 
lon plan 21 men, with net incomes of $1,000,000 and above, 
would secure a tax reduction of $11,364,807. Under the Garner 
plan these sume 21 individuals would have had their taxes re- 


duced about 56,000,000, but Mr. Mellon and the President insist 


that it tolully uneconomic not to give the entire $11,000,000 
reduction to these 21 men, 
Before discussing the relative merits of the two plans known 


e Mellon plan and the Garner or Simmons plan, there 


uld be a clear understanding as to what is meant by net 
neome, Before arriving at the net income, under the law the 
Taxpayer first entitled to deduct his exemptions. If the 
tuxpayer is a married man he will be entitled to an exemption 
of $2,000, under the Mellon plan, with certain allowances for 
dependent children, Under the Garner plan it was proposed 
to make this $3,000, but under the Simmons plan as embraced 


in this conference report, the exemption is placed at $2,500, with 
for children. In addition to 
these exemptions the taxpayer is permitted to charge out of his 
cross earnings, in arrive at his net income, all of the 
cost of the operation of his business, including wages, salaries, 
tuxes, rep buildings, and that may be con- 
sidered in any cost of operation, even including in- 
debtedness which incollectible. So that a net in- 
come is that residue of undisputed earnings left after the pay- 
ments of all possible operating expenses. It ought to be clear, 
therefore, that a man whose net income runs into the 
lurge figures, upon which Mr. Mellon has centered his interest, 
has ability to bear these expenses of his Goveriment, and that 
any tax schedule is unjust which recognizes this ability 
to pay When the emergency was greatest the maximum sur- 
tax went as per cent, but immediately after the 
war, in order to relieve this excessive burden, the surtax was 
reduced to 50> per cent without any proportionate reduction 
upon the smaller taxpayers. In addition to this, the Congress 
has heretofore stricken from the tax bill the excess-profits 
tax on corporations, amounting to $450,000,000 annually, with- 


certain allowances dependent 


order to 
urs on 


other items 


SCISeC 


has become 


clear 


not 


high as 65 


out relief to the smaller taxpayers. It now develops that we 
will have a surplus of about $300,000,000 and that taxes can 
again be reduced, and Mr. Mellon proposes again to give the 


benefit of this reduction to the large taxpayers without concern 
to the smaller. The following table, taken from the statistie? 
of incomes from returns of net incomes for 1921, compiled by 
the income tax department, show the number of persons making 
mcome-tax recurns, 


Personal returns—Simple distribution by income classes 


[Income returned for the calendar year ended December 31, 1921] 





















|Returns, simple! Net income, 
asone diate distribution, simple distri- 
number in bution, amount 
each class in each class 
Under $1,000 401, 849 | $213, 849, 934 
$1,000 to $2,000 sie ; - : 2,440,544] 3,620, 761, 768 
$2,000 to $8,000 an ee 2, 222, (31 o 5, 931, 265 
$3,000 to $4,000 _ Kicdatel bsclirclieel 702, GYI 2, 405, 013, 063 
$4,000 To $5,000 7 aie ia 369, 155 1, 649, 878, 181 
$5,000 to $6,000 _ ée — 137, 191 748, 709, 713 
$6,000 to $7,000 a ‘ ae £6, 030 f55, 891, 193 
$7,000 to $8,000 eukt oe cela aamieah Besa | 58, 760 | 438, 799, 338 
8,000 to $9,000 sepctaiiell lant 40, 156 | 340, 281, 149 
0,000 to $10,000 eine Peete 1,110 | 205, 077, 844 
PR Ol BERR vic wdnindke cbepanpemewesindn in debi 23, 416 | 245, 413, 518 
$11,000 to $12,000 Gielen 18, 743 | 215, 275, 154 
$12,000 to $13,000 bias ‘sailed lia lll 14, 887 | 185, S07 
$13,000 to $14,000. 2... a : 12, 575 169, 62: 
$14,000 to $15,000 - ines heads wien 10, 393 | 150, 654, 635 
$15,000 to $20,000 a as a | 34, 230 | 587, 887, 074 
320,000 bo $25,000 = 7 ae gj 18, 100 3, : 
£25,000 to $30,000 : ie ie 10, 848 
$30,000 to $40,000 Pe 4 i Les Nare | Le 12. 047 | 
$40,000 to $50,000 6, O51 | 
CS ETE ALLIED TES 3, 431 
$60,000 to $70,000 am Sa: 2, 240 
$70,000 to $80.00 io as patil 1, 423 
$80,000 to $90,000 tin heinhinla nities Mandel 957 | 
Oe 666 | 
£100.60 to 215.0........................ a 1, 367 | , OOF 
SRI Si Fe Rad crc ccindoubiapidéecantdducbhide 450 | 77, 435, 517 
GEOR CES 00 Fain os cnnacasncdeckenstetecinnensd } 205 | 45, 684, 970 
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Returns, simple} Net income, 
distribution nple dist 
Income ciass my i 
number in )Dutlon, 
each clas } im each Cla 
- ants a a \- 
RU a I a as a as 4 | 
$300,000 to $400,000_........ cite OR | 
oo gp Te ae eee pa eld 64} 
oe | "ieee ae 46 | 
gh NNN SN 17 
$1,000,000 to $1,500,000. .......-. 12 
Pare 00 Ge icnicwicudbiessicbidsaiiscicitdkctnieiauaeiel Dinjicealiianinii die 


Including all classes from incomes of $1,000 to $1,000,000 and 
over, the total of persons making returns is 6,662,176. This 
number of persons therefore are obviously involved and inter- 
ested in the subject of income-tax reduction. The number ot 
persons paying incomes on amounts from $100,000 to $1,000,000 
and over, with whom Mr. Mellon seems mostly concerned, are 
in number 2,289. In classes ranging below $100,000 we have 
a total of 6,659,887. These will be more largely benefited by 
way of reduction in their taxes by the Democratic schedules. 
To reduce by 50 per cent the taxes on the small number of 
large taxpayers is scientific, according to the Mellon plan and 
the widely distributed propaganda in its favor. To give the 
larger proportionate reductions to the more than 6,000,000, 
while at the same time giving a substantial reduction to the 
large income-tax payers, according to the same propagandists, 
is wholly unscientific and ought to be rebuked by the American 
people. 

Mr. Mellon’s objective, and his sole objective, has been to 
effect this 50 per cent reduction on the very large income taxes 
For this he has been willing to sacrifice every other con- 
sideration. He and those who think with him have ap- 
proached this objective indirectly and by every sort of specious 
arguinent and by the dissemination of many economic fallacies. 

He told the people of the country that there could be no tax 
reduction if the so-called bonus bill for adjusting compensation 
to the soldiers was passed, but on the morning, after the passage 
of the bill, in an interview in the Washington Herald, he ad- 
mitted that the bonus could well be taken care of without busi- 
ness depression, and that the actual surplus for the fiscal year 
would be nearer four hundred million instead of three hundred 
and twenty-three million. And Senator Smoor admitted that 
the tax bill containing the Simmons amendment would yield 
revenue for the next fiscal year to meet Government needs, to 
pay the money necessary for the bonus, and leave a_ sur- 
plus of at least $2,000,000, and that for the next fiscal year the 
reduction in taxes would amount to more than $400,000,000. 

Another matter to which I wish to call attention is that 
while under the Garner plan the maximum surtax would have 
been 44 per cent and under the Simmons plan the maximum 
surtax is 40 per cent and under the present law is 50 per cent, 
actually the taxpayer does not pay 50 per cent at present nor 
will he pay a total of 40 per cent under the Simmons schedule. 
This is due to the fact that the amounts named are maximum 
amounts and that surtaxes are graduated under the present 
law from $6,000 to $200,000, and under the Simmons plan from 
$10.000 to $500,000. For instance, under the bill now in force 
the maximum surtax is 50 per cent and the normal tax is 8 per 
cent. Mr. Mellon and President Coolidge himself have referred 
to the fact that 58 per cent of the net incomes of the taxpayers 
would be taken by the Government. As a matter of fact, let 
us take a person who pays tax upon an income of $160,000, 
He pays his normal tax of 8 per cent. This normal tax is, of 
course, under the law payable upon all incomes subject to 
taxation at all. The surtax is payable only upon amounts above 
$6,000 and is graduated from 1 per cent up to 50 per cent upon 
successive amounts of income, so that the taxpayer only pays 
the sum of all the brackets, as they are termed, from 1 per cent 
to 50 per cent. In the case of an income of $100,000, under the 
present 50 per cent surtax law, the tax would be about $30,000. 
If this income was derived from dividends from corporations, 
the normal tax is not paid. This is due to the fact that the 
corporation pays a 124 per cent tax upon its net earnings. There- 
fore in the case mentioned you would deduct the 8 per cent normal 
tax, leaving the actual tax in that instance paid on a net in- 
come of $100,000-at about $24,000. There is a wide difference 
between this and the $58,000 mentioned by Mr. Mellon. Under 
the Mellon plan it has been popularly supposed that a net 
income would bear a tax of 25 per cent, the maximum surtax 
under the Mellon plan, plus 6 per cent, the normal tax pro- 
yided under the Mellon plan. But take, again, an income of 
$100,000, Actually, under the Mellon plan, the taxpayer would 
be required to pay about 19 per cent, and if derived from divi- 
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‘ | by a corporation the normal tax of 6 per cent would 
l | : 
.o deducted, leaving a total tax upon an individual income of 
e100.000 of about 13 per cent, or $13,000. The Garner plan 
ed a maximum surtarx of } per cel up to S100.000 and 
The following table she s what would have been p 
! rie 2 cr rom S5.000 to S1.000.000 ind t} 
I ind u er the Garm plan 
Ne I M Garner 
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(he schedule as finally adopted by the Senate embracing 
Simmons schedule would reduce the figures proportionately 
1 surtax under the Simmons plan is only 40 per cent 


the excess above $509.000. The above table also shows the 
erence in effect between the Mellon plan and the Demo 
plan and the present law The larger proportionate re 


tions are given upon the smaller incomes under the Demo 
itic plan. 





Acain it has been industriously circulated by the advocates of 
he Melion plan that the reduction of taxes upon net incomes, 
ul especially the larger net incomes, wouled reduce the cost 


living to the workingman and the consumer generally. It 
is been contended that these taxes were added directly to the 


Distribution of personal income, by sours 


i 











Income classes salaries Busines 
Under $1,000 ‘ $321, 336, 288 | $118, 976, 642 
$1000 to $2,000 : ; 3, 243, 836, 486 255, 152, 738 
$2 000 to $3,000 tidal s 4, 557, 288, 548 04, S08, SSI 
$2000 t $5,000 S59, 18s, 037 671, 340, 314 
£5,000 to $10,000 1, 342, 428, 02 402, 162, 409 
$10.000 te $20,000 wel a 7 pretties 739, 488, 597 208, 724, 400 
$20, 00 to $40,000 . eine ‘ 432, 377, 205 114, 939, 390 


38, 202, 212 
17, 413, 250 
10, 451, 39. 
11, 686, 903 


£40,000 to $60,000 
£00,000 to $80,000 
$80,000 to $100,000 
$100,000 to $150,000 








150,000 to $200,000 : ; : 3, 819, 615 | 
$200,000 te $250,000 inches daibabdisitarn aidnmseaiining &, 030, 747 2, 785, 738 
$250,000 to $300,000. ........- juin tye Ataleniaiinaitbinta sil 2, YUY, 604 2, 399, 270 | 
$300,000 to $500,000 en al a ane ieee 5, 624, 235 3, 090, 472 
$500,000 to $1,000,000 rccineaeigennandetn 7 1, 874, 412 4, 249, 156 | 
$1,000,000 to $1,500,000. _. pcp earl iteciesde side andi 352, 856 1, 024, 825 
$1,500,000 to $2,000,000 _ - pudinn sweaianie aie iil i oe 


SL tn nnn netinnndineenenemmnne ead 2, 379, 123 
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An examination of this table should disclose clearly the 
fallacy of the argument that income taxes go into the cost of 
production. ‘That they do not is stated by most, if not all, 
economic writers. In fact Mr. Greene, the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means in the House, has himself 
stated that income taxes did not go into production cost. This 
table shows that the total income returns taxation for 1921, 
the lust year for which Statistics are available, amounted to 
$23,000,000,000 in round numbers. This represents tiie basis 
upon which all incomes were levied. Of this amount it will be 
seen from this table that $13,000,000,000 was returned by per 
sons having incomes from $1,000 to $2,000,000 and over, and 
represented salaries and wages. Now, undoubtedly salaries 
and wages themselves go into the cost of production and are 
reflected in prices. They are one of the principal items of 
cost. The figures given represent all salaries and wages re- 
turned for income-tax purposes. But can it be reasoned suc- 
cessfully that the payment of an income tax to the Govern- 
ment by one of these individual taxpayers is considered by his 
employer in making up the selling price of an article that 
employee produces? 
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13, 813, 169, 165 2, 366, 318, 610 | 


Thousands of these returns were made, 


cost of prod ition, and that in orde to | v down the prices 
of things t it are ordinarily « l ‘ i S necessary to re 
ad e the su x l = WwW Dent! 

Undoubtedly taxes as an economic fact e considered pro- 
duct COS exe ( Lia Xe ure | i es pon 
Du ess i ded I u J ill > Wuaces 
and salaries are. of course. necessarily inch bu e pay 
ment of an income tax—that is. a tax iM the net nual 
con is in this respect unlike othe ies I ‘ 

nh income t sn paid until the ye ) ! t \ 

( rie bot hist we, Det ee j j 1, 14 ‘i 

| tk, an l ] s reg | ‘ ng 
the net income earned during the year of 1925 lo have added 
it to the cost ol \ rtick sold in us ‘ ring tl eu 
Would huve been a heer Lpossi t\ I the very pile 
reason that the tax could not be rmined until after the 
end of the year in which the business was done 

In fact, l am strongly convinced t the very desperate effort 
made to reduce surtaxes upon lurge incomes is iu o the 
fact that these taxes can not be passed on to the consumer. 
The exorbitant tariff taxes levied under the Fordney-Me 
Cumibe bill are estimated to place a burden, in the w iy of 
additional cost to the American consume! f between three or 
four billion dollars. These tariff taxes are determined before 
the article is sold and added to its price and transferred di 
rectly to the backs of the consumer. There is no demand from 
those whe re beneliting to-day from these tariff taxes for 
any reduction in aid of business and to aid the workingmen 
and benefit the consumer. Che protected industries are mak 


ing their lurge incomes to-day through the aid of these tariff 
impositions ‘They pass them on to the people and are now 
clamoring to he relieved from surtaxes Upon incomes OL eXces 
sive amounts derived from this source, and if with equal 


Let ility they could pass these surtaxes to the consuming public, 


Mr. Mellon and his propagandists wouk ot be so agitated 
over income taxes. I herewith submit a table that is worthy of 
analysis It is taken from the Statistic of Incomes for 1921 


compiled by the Treasury Department. 




















es ¢ e cla rT yea 
| Profits from os ‘ 
PateetabS| sales of real | Rentsand | yy isenay | terest and | 
" ‘ estale ck I bil _ . , . corm 
‘ ; , on 
and | | 

$35, 958, 353 $38, 687, 462 | $116, 652,120 | $168, 305, 622 $137, 227, 982 $937, 234, 468 
64, 351, O11 21,079, 522 | 151, 391, 7H¢ fifi, 325, O68 S7,3 Ar | 3, WSU, 492, 113 

1, 467, 747 47, 91s, 23 240, 11 415 07, OR4, 540 2/1, 229, 250 , DAY, 912, 615 
205, S38, 250 100. 717. 407 9248, 866, 148 230, 009, 270 321, 548, 300 4, 637, 507, 822 
245, 779, O77 102, 815, 37: 171, 850, 952 349, 231, 315 246, 391, 101 | 2, 860, 658, 253 
211, 339, 251 69, 380, 107, 953, 738 407, 4S, 198. 049 1, G4, 652, 424 
179, 099, 464 45, O16, 11 70, 605, 214 409, 5 150,913,119 | 1, 402, 506, 748 
82, 954, 230 17, 124, 369 25, 446, 558 208, 162, 957 63, 567, 022 77, 268, 884 
58, 245, 226 | 7, 555, 036 13, 260, 527 120, 500, 747 4, O45, ZS 25, 108, 308 
33, 288, GS7 | 4, 736, 992 7, 496, 676 7h, 235, 249 18, 450, 463 18S, 628, 183 

7, 751, 740 if 70 & 257, 046 100, 568, OF 7 791 O00 7). 714. 510 
446 1, 755, 299 4,936,186 | 49,960,272 10, 091, 507 102, SOK, 523 

¥, 451, 914 476, 067 2, 013, O83 1, 808, 612 6, 715, S41 61, 372, S82 

f , O58 143, @28 Hh, 146 15, 219, 643 2, 772, 307 20, 705, 64 

4, 452 SUS, S20 2, 268, 217 55, 429, 204 10), 400, 671 1, 905, 110 

2, WO4 469, 259 4, 356, 613 31, 353, 986 », 161, 187 7, O56, 517 

14 | 65, 468 1, 243 9, 956, 287 587, 090 14, b46, 573 

73, 454 291, 61 2, 021, 356 38, 408, 6.57 s, USS, 16 47, 247, 351 
, 341, 186, 308 462, 858, 673 |1, 177, 957, 882 (2, 476, 952, 300 |1, GOO, 338, 805 (25, 328, 781, 982 


for instance, by men connected with producing corporations. 
But would the corporation in any sense be interested in the 
question of the income tax the employee would be required 
to pay under the law? Let us suppose that one of these in 
dividuals has received a salary of $10,000 a year from a given 
corporation. That salary is added to the cost of the article 
produced, but certainly there could be no basis by which the 
corporation itseif would be interested in or could follow the 
payment of the income tax by its employee and add it to the 
price paid by the e nsumer, 

In the above table it is shown that incomes derived from sales 
of real estate, stocks, and bonds, amounting to $462.858.673 were 
reported in the more than 6,000,000 tax returns. The total 
income tax of the individual would probably be made up from 
items of this class and items of other classes and the total 
net income determined But can any stretch of the imagina 
tion figure how the income tax paid by persons receiving com 
missions from sales of real estate, stocks, and bonds is in any 
way added to the price of any article? Let us take a real 
|} estate broker. He makes a commission of $500 from the sale 


‘of one piece of property, $1,000 from another in a different 
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or different section, until at the end of the year his 
t income is $25,000. 
t out Does this or can this in any way be added to 
1 st of real estate or be reflected in the price of any article 
t consumer? The same is true of stocks and bonds. Upon 
vate commissions the individual pays an income tax, 
! is reflected in an increased price nowhere. An analysis 
other sources of income will disclose the same situation. 
This view may further be illustrated by reference to the 
hove table showing the amount of incomes returned represent- 
The total is $2,476,932,379. 


dends from corporations, 


These fivures represent dividends from corporations paid to all 
‘ of ¢ people. At the end of the year the corporation, 

having fienred its cost of operation, determines what 
dividends shall be paid to the various stockholders and these 
‘ nds are distributed according to the amount of stock 


i] by each. The individual probably includes the dividends 
with orher sources of income in arriving at his total net income. 
rtainly the eorporation takes no account of the income 
tax paid by the various stockholders so as to figure such taxes 
the eost of production at all. And certainly the individual 
wkholder has no opportunity to pass it on to anyone. 


ofessor Seligman, of Columbia University, Professor Taus- 

« formerly of Harvard University, Professor Ely, of the 

University of Wisconsin, and other great economists have 
stated nbsolutely that prices are fixed and governed by cost | 


and that attacks upen the net 
sue eos, 

Yet, under the Mellon plan we are told, and the country has 
heen educated to believe, that by reducing by one-half the sur- 
taxes upon the large income-tax payers, is to bring a direct 
blessing in the way of reduced cost of living to the consumer, 
but that the reduetion of taxes upon the men who actually do 
the business of the Nation, men whose incomes range from 
$4.00 to $50,000 Is grossly unscientific and hurtful to business. 
And in this mnection IT wish further to call attention to the 
table last submitted. It will convince you 
in‘iionaire after all does not figure In the business of the 
h mas We have been taught to believes A casual study of 
the table above set out, showing the sources of net incomes, 


income in no way enters into 


above 


set } } 
Shows eonelusivel 


nen having net incomes of $50,000 to $60,000 and below. 


Take the column relating to business, and President Coolidge | 


continually refers to freeing money for business purposes, and 
vou will see that the total amount of income returned by 
pers uS With ineomes of $1,000,000 and above amounts to only 
$1,024,825 and that the total net incomes reported by this class 
are only $57,000,000. The total income returned by persons 
with incomes ranging up to $60,000 constitutes almost entirely 
the total of $2,366,518.610 returned as incomes derived from 
business sources. It will not be necessary to discuss the illumi- 
nating facts disclosed by the above table to refute the claim 
mate by the President and by Mr. Mellon that the very high 
surtaxes are the important and very becessary object of tax 
revision. 
Mr. Mellon has stated repeatedly that— 


There is only one thing that must be tnsisted upon— 
taxes must be reduced. 


the high sur- 


Ilis theory is that this is necessary to liberate money for 
business investments. But why not liberate the money of the 
nen who are actually doing the business of the Nation as far 
as it can be done? The men with these smaller incomes not in 
excess of $60,000 are the men who are manning the corporations, 
making the wheels of industry turn, and whose daily and hourly 
activities eoustitute the very industrial life of the Nation. The 
Simmons plan is designed to relieve as far as possible this 
class of incomes from the oppression of the surtax, and when 
the amount of business done by them, as refleeted in the income- 
tax returns, is considered there is no escape from the fact that 
to relieve them as fur as possible will invigorate business far 
more than relieving the comparatively few with incomes above 
$100,000 to $1,000,000. 

Mr. Mellon does not strike his pace in reduction until he 
passes the $100,000 mark. But we are told that these men are 
seeking refuge in tax-exempt securities and every sort of eva- 
sion. The report of the Federal Trade Commission just issued 
shows that a comparatively small amount of tax-exempt securi- 
ties are held by the very wealthy. In fact, the Treasury reports 
show that in 1921 estate taxes were collected upon a gross 
amount of $2.879.372,168. This represents estates of decedents 
liable to the estate tax. This is a very large amount, and 
analvsis of the returns show that of this amount only a little 
more (han §108,000,000 was represented by tax-exempt securities. 
The total burial expenses of the persons leaving these estates 


that the | 


vy that the real business of the Nation is done | 


NAL RECORD—HOUSE 


| 





JUNE 5 








| was $16,000,000, so that the amount represented by tax-exempt 
He pays an income tax based upon | 


securities would not have been sufficient to bury the persons 
leaving these estates. It is true that there are some twelve 
billion of tax-exempt securities, but no law can affect them now, 
and when compared with the enormous amount of money in- 
vested in business, totaling $350,000,000,000, the whole affair 
becomes insignificant. 

Under the Mellon plan a person with a net income of $5,000 
and paying a tax of $100 would have a reduction of $25. The 
Simmons plan reduces this to about $40, but the President 


| States that this Is mere tax reduction and not tax reform. 
| The man with a clear net income of $1,000,000 would under the 





Mellon plan have received a total reduction of his taxes of 
$251,000, but, according to the President, this is tax reform and 
not tax reduction. 

If taxes are hurtful to business, which we all concede, then 
the Simmons plan can not be condemned, for it reduces the total 
amount of taxes more than the Mellon plan. But this is mere 
tax reduction, for the reason that it places the greater per cent 
of reduction on incomes below $60,000 and fails to give the 50 
per cent reduction demanded by Mr. Mellon and the President 
on incomes of $100,000 and above. But the Simmons plan also 
provides for substantial reductions of the large surtaxes. They 
will be reduced at least 20 to 25 per cent, yet the country is 
continually told that because the full amount demanded by Mr. 
Mellon has not been allowed that business will not be invigo- 
rated and that the Democratic scheme ts unscientific. 

Mr. Frear, of Wisconsin, stated that, though he was a Repub- 
lican, he would support the Democratic plan in preference to 
the Mellon plan, because it benefited 449 out of every 500 tax- 
payers. Is this not to be the object of tax reduction? Is not 
the policy of benefiting the taxpayers as a whole an object of 
concern? Even Mr. LonawortH, the majority leader, stated 
that it was impossible to adopt a scheme that would give a 50 
per cent reduction upon the large taxpayers and a 25 per cent 
reduction wpon the smaller taxpayers. It is not sound. It is 
not economic. It is not democratic. 

In North Carolina the total number of persons making income- 
tax returns for 1921 was 44,161. Of these, 44,123 would be 
benefited more under the Democratic plan and 38 would be bene- 
fited more under the Mellon plan. In Arizona there was a 
total of 18,477 taxpayers, 1 of whom would be benefited more 
under the Mellon plan, while the other 18.476 would derive 
greater relief under the Democratic plan, and the same is true 
proportionately of all the States. But in order to create tax 
reform, as Mr. Coolidge terms it, and to invigorate business, as 
Mr. Mellon demands, these comparatively few must have their 
surtaxes reduced by 50 per cent. We must believe that a re- 
duction of 20 to 80 per cent of their taxes is not sound eco- 
nomics but that in distributing the small reduction that we can 


| now make the lion’s share must again go to the very high 


surtax payers. 

If this is to be the issue, then certainly it will be welcomed 
by the Democratic Party. Why does the President not concern 
himself with the enormous burden of indirect taxation levied 
upon the people by the Fordney-McCumber tariff bill? It is 
estimated that this burden amounts to three to four billion 
dollars. It amounts to as much in one year as the total tax 
collected by the Government from all sources. We have suffered 
from excessive freight rates. We have suffered from a lack of 
international cooperation for the extension of American mar- 
kets. But, with these great burdens which have resulted so 
disastrously to American business, the whole force of the ad- 
ministration has been placed upon the proposition of cutting 
in half the surtaxes upon men with very large incomes while 
denying a small measure of relief ‘to ‘those of smaller in- 
comes. We have no desire to punish wealth. It is not the 
purpose of the Democratic Party nor of its leadership. In the 
bill adopted, which is undoubtedly Democratic in its provisions, 
the large surtax has been justly dealt with. The amount of 
reduction given under the Simmons plan to a man with an in- 
come of $1,000,000 is very large computed in dollars and cents. 
This reduction is more in one year than the average man ac- 
cumulates in a lifetime. But this is mere tax reduction and 
not tax reform, as announced by Mr. Coolidge. 

Mr. Mellon has erected a golden calf in the market place, 
and many are they who have fallen down to worship ft. 


VIOLATIONS OF PROHIBITION LAWS 


Mr. WATRES. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, on 
Thursday, May 29, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 


O’SutLIVAN] made some remarks on law enforcement, in the 
eourse of which he read from a table of statistics from a 
number of cities as te the arrests for drunkenness between the 
years 1915 and 1923, in which he included the city of Scran- 
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ion. Pa., the purpose being to show that there were more ar- 
rests for the spring of 1925 than there were in 1915. 
' I have no doubt that it was not in the gentleman’s mind to 
ty anything which he would consider as a reflection on the 
’ ¢ ens of Scranton Inasmuch, however, as the portion of his 
; narks referred to will, without doubt, be wrongly interpreted 


the statement calls for some attention. | 


many, } 


It can not be claimed that there are no violators of the pro- 
bition laws, but I desire to say emphatically to the gentleman 
at the people of that community are a law-respecting and a | 


ibiding people, and any remarks which might | 





. contrary are unjust in the extreme. 


the gentleman from Connecticut has publicly called 
way, I ask him to 


| sjow me any city of the same size in Connecticut or any other 
t 
' 


ne* 
ention to the city of Scranton in such a 
the United States which has given such concrete 

if its citizenship as has Scranton within the last nine 

Its public-spirited and generous citizens have raised 
ommunity chest to provide for the various needs of its 


evi 


citizens S580,000 an annual fund, and 


700.000 has been provided for a chamber of commerce or com- 


unute over as 


mnity In both cases the limit of time not to exceed 
i days was fixed, and in each case the full amount was raised, 
the campaign closed successfully on schedule time. 


center. 


I must not further on the time of the House in 
busy closing hours, but I assure the gentleman from 
necticut that the people of Scranton have much pride and 

faith in their community, and that they respect the laws 
the country and revere its institutions. 


trespass 


SESQUICENTENNIAL, CONTINENTAL CONGRESS 


\ VARE. Mr. Speaker, in commemoration of the sesqui- 
ennial of the Provincial Committee and the one hundred 
fiftieth anniversary of the opening of Continental Con 
s, exercises will be held in the city of Philadelphia Sep 
er 25, 192 

tution has been extended to the President of the United 

States, Members of Congress fron he thirteen Colonies which 

ik part in the Continental Congress from which this great 

on grew, and other high officials to join in these exercises 

\ny Member of Congress from any State in the Union will be 

welcomed and is invited to join in the celebration of this 
nmendable exercise. 

rhe Carpenters’ Company, in outlining the purposes of the 
bration, has declared: 

oO iundred and fifty years ago the message of Massachusetts in 
ss, borne by Paul Revere, here reached the patriots of Pennsyl 
ia, with the invitation to unite in Colonial Congress In this 
lest shrine of liberty the voice of Patrick Henry spoke to the 

led Members of Continental Congress, in stirring eloquence, the 

t words of that body, and gave first utterance to the soul and 

rit of America now being born. Within this sacred sanctuary the 
sentatives of the thirteen Colonies of North America bore the 

fant Nation, now compacted, into moral unity of mind, heart, and 

nd, into that stable union of aspirations, determined ambitions and 
ndivisible Commonwealth of service and self-sacrifice which is now the 
United States, 

Rising above the provincial interests of each colony and elevating 


his spirit above the several divisions and many differences of province, 
and creed, from that hour each Member, looking exclusively to 
new Nation's welfare, at the very birth of its independence, might 
speak of his Province after the example of Patrick Henry: 

Now I am not a Virginian, but an American!” 

Two hundred years ago was organized the Carpenters’ Company, who, 
ifter nearly 50 years of corporate life, had recently built Carpenters’ 
Hall. They were united to bring about the material progress of their 
ompany and their city by the common opportunity offered its members 
o advance the knowledge of their art in building and architecture. 
rhus they sought by common endeavors the material aggrandizement 

themselves and the enhancing of the beauty and solidity of their 
ty. A hall recently built to house such noble social effort was without 
: a peer to be the appropriate home of the Nation's travail and the birth- 


race, 
t) 
ne 


home 





; place of America. 

j The patriotic spirit of the Carpenters’ Company, which moved them 
150 years ago to offer their new hall as an asylum for liberty-seeking 
statesmen of our nascent country, still animates the company, and 


moves them to the common celebration of their own institution, of the 
establishment of the provincial committee, and of the of 
Continental Congress. 


opening 


ADJUSTED COMPENSATION 


Mr. LEE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, in view 
adjusted compensation became a law over 


of the fact that 
the presidental 
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veto and inasmuch as some questions might arise in the 
future as to the wisdom of the course pursued by Congress, 
I take advantage of this privilege by here ad me submitting 
some observations that might prove of interest to the American 
people 
In the first place, it may be of interest to | vy how itter 
of this character was considered by a former Congress con posed 
of men at whose shrine we now worship Here it is, and coupled 
with it is the answer and attitude of the recipient, General 
Lafayette: 
PRESENTATION OF BONUS TO GENERAL LAFAYETTSR 
{An act of Congre December, 1824 
Be it enacted, That the su S200 000 be dt is } 
by, granted to Major General Lafayette I p ation for } 
portant services anfl expend durin he <A Ite 
and that, for this purposs i t that a e j } h 
favor, dated the 4th of Jul IS24 of 6 
per cent, pay le quart eal nd red l ! Sist I 
cember, 1834 
Sec. 2. And be it further en 1, that « slete and - 
township of land, be, and the I s he nied t : Lid 
Major General Lafayett nd tl the Pre tl I i ates 
be authorized to use tl sald vuship t ‘ 1 
publi inds which remain unso and that | t e issued Gen- 
eral Lafayette for the ime 
Mi DAY I) ¢ 6 N95 
Here follows an ‘ to ¢ r Lafa Ll con of 
Congress, delivered January 1, 1825 
* General We i ¢ tee of the Senat and the Hot 
of Representatiy charae ith th office « inf g if 
the passage of a rect, a coy which we now pre t \ ill 
perceive from this act, sir, t he two Hous yf « t vare 
of the large pe } va \ t icT s whicl ur ng 
ind arduous devotion to t use « reed ost ve have 
dee d I privilege tr ei 1 | tion of tl is bav 
il een incurred in part on unt of ited Stat 
The principl that e marked ter ill not 
permit you to ppose y ject n to he urge f so 1 ch of 
the national obligation to you as admit We I ted to 
express to you the confidence s well the request of tl two 
Houses, that you will, by an acquiescence with their wishes in 
this respect, add another to the iny md signal proof u have 
afforded of your esteem for a people whose esteem f in 
never cease until they have ceased to pr th erty they enjoy 
and emulate the virtues by whk it w quired We ha 1 
to subjoin an expression of our gratificati eing the ithors 
of this communication, and of the disting d personal respect 
with which we are 
“Your obedient servants, 
“SAMUEL SMITH 
*‘Rosert Y. WAYNE 
‘HR. Bovuieny, 
| “WILLIAM 8S. ARCHER 
| “SS. VAN RENSSALI 
“Puitie S. MARKLey 
| And here follows the reply of the Marquis de Lafayette on the same 
| day, accepting the bonus 
“Gentlemen of the committee of both Houses of Congress, the 
| immense and unexpected gift which, in addition to former anda 
considerable bounties, it has pleased Congress to confer upon me, 
| calls for the warmest acknowledgments of an old American soldier 
| and adopted son of the United States, two titles dearer to my 
| heart than all the treasures of the world 
“ However proud I am of every sort of obligation received from 
the people of the United States and their representatives in Con- 
} gress, the large extent of this benefaction might have created in 
my nrind feelings of hesitation, not inconsistent, I hope, with 
those of the most grateful reverences But the so very kind reso- 
| lution of both Houses, delivered by you, gentlemen, in terms of 
equal kindness, precludes all other sentiments but those of the 
lively and profound gratitude of which, in respectfully accepting 
j the munificent favor, I have the honor to bee you will be the 
organ 
“Permit me also, gentlemen, to join a tender of my affectionate 
| personal thanks to the expression of the highest resp: with 
} which I have the honor to be, 
| “Your obedient servant, 
“ LAPAYET(E 
| * WASHINGTON, January 1, 1825.’”’ 
| In the second place, it might be of moment to know how big 


'}men and outstanding Presidents have considered questions of 
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this kind Ifere is how Grant, Lee, and Lincoln viewed the 
prep. sition: 





APPLICATION FoR BONUS 
‘By Gen. Ulysses S. Grant] 
M 
Cownty of Wawne 8a 
Mn the 6th day of November, A. D. 1850, personally 
i justice of the peace within ar 


appeared before 
id for the county and State afore- 
id, First Lieut, Ulysses S. Grant, aged 28 years, an officer of the 


ko Re ent United States Infantry, in the service of the United 
Strat ), being duly sworn, according to law, declares that he is the 
1Ul S. Grant who was a second lieutenant and regimental 


rma r in the Fourth Regiment of United States Inrantry, com- 
istler, in the war with Mexico declared to 
the 1 i day of May, A. D. 1846; that he graduated at West 


in the State of New York, about the 30th day of June, A. D. 

184 nd continued in actual service during the entire period of the 

‘ will be shown by the muster rolls of the field and staff of the 

h Regiment of United States Inf ntry. 

lie makes this declaration for the purpose of obtaining the bounty 

ds to which be may be entitled under the “aet granting bounty 

u to certain officers and soldiers whe have been engaged in the 
] ry service of the United States,” passed September 28, 1850. 


U. S. Grant, 
ivet Lieutenant and Reygimental 
Or ermaster, Fourth Infaniry. 


is A. Bagg, clerk of said county of Wayne, do hereby certify 
beecribed to the affidavit of the 
wkxed instrument and therein written, was, at the time of taking 

vit, a justice of the peace for said county, duly elected and qualil- 

ind duly authorized to take the affidavit. And, further, that I 

m well acquainted with the handwriting of such justice and verily be- 
that the 

in testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 


county at the city of Detroit this 6th day of November, 


thee George Clancy, whose hame is 


signature to the said jurat is genuine. 


al of said 

A. i), Ldod. 
Derroir, Micu., November 6, 1850. 
Sin: Will yeu please forward me my land warrant on the inelosed 
certificate? I am, sir, 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
U. S. GRant, 
First Lieutenant end Regimental 
Quartermaster, Fourth Infaatry. 
APPLICATION For Bonus 
[By Abraham Lineoln] 
To Jas. L. EPpwarps, 
Commissioner of Pensions, 
STAre oF ILEINOts, 
Sangamon County, 88: 

On this 21st day of August, A. D. 1855, personally appeared before 
me, 2 justice of the peace within and for the county and State afore- 
said, Abraham Lineoln, aged 46 years, a resident of Sangamron County, 
in the State of Dllinois, who, being duly sworn according to law, 
deelares that he is the identical Abraham Lincoln who was captain of 
a company in the regiment of Illinois Mounted Volunteers commanded 
by Col Samuel M, Thompson, in the war with the British Band of 
Saes and other tribes of Indians on our northwestern frontier in 
A, D. 1832, known as the Black Hawk War. That he volumteered at 
the State and county aforesaid on or abeut the 2ist day of April, 
18282, for no definite time and continued in actual service in said war 
for about 40 days; that he has heretofore made application for bounty 
land under the act ef September 2S, 1850, and received a land war- 
rant, No. 52076, for forty (40) acres, which he has simce located and 
can not how return, 

lie makes this declaration for the purpose of obtaining the additional 
beunty land to which he may be entitled under the act approved the 
3d day of March, 1855. He also declares that he has never applied for 
ner received, under this or any other act of Congress, any bounty land 
warrant except the one above mentioned, 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 





APPLICATION FOR BONUS 
[By Gen. Robert IE. Lee] 
Srarre OF New York, 
County of Orange: 

On the 20th day of February, A. D, 1854, personally appeared before 
me, a special judge within and for the county and State aforesaid, 
Robert E. Lee, aged 45 years, an officer of the United States Army, 
who, being duly sworn according to law, declares that he is the identical 
Robert BE. Lee who was a captain in the Corps of Engineers of the 
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Army of the United States in the late war with Mextieo; that he was 
commissioned on or about the 7th day of July, A. D. 1838, and con- 
tinned in actual service in said war until its close; that he still re. 
mains in the military service of the United States, ag will appear by 
the records of the Engineering Department. 

He makes this declaration for the purpose of obtaining the bounty 
land to which he may be entitled under the “act granting bounty 
land to certain officers and soldiers who have been engaged in the 
military service of the United States,” passed September 28, 1850, and 
avers that he is not entitled to nor has he received bounty land under 
any other act of Congress. R. E. Lys, 

Capiain, Corps of Engineers. 


In the third place, it perhaps is of interest to remember how 
the people themselves have acted when called on tg register 
their sovereign will. 

very State in the Union has voted In favor of adjusted com- 
pensation wherever the opportunity has presented itself, save 
and except the State of Oklahoma, which State rejected it for 
reasons purely local. 

The compensation votes in the States in which referenda 
were held, according to official figures furnished the American 
Legion Weekly up to November 23, 1923, by the secretaries of 
state, were: 

















State For Against — 

I eg nt ee eee seen 1, 220, 815 502, 373 | 24-1 
ee Sah iia ee ee 383, 335 195, 898 19-1 
I an cideivknsismutintinanndiletudadia caida atl 375, O15 148, 898 | 2. 5-1 
I a ne 105, 712 32, 820 3. 2-1 
MOG... «..c<tacicticatetadak dime seecbidl } 471, 159 185, 602 2. 5-1 
ONUIIOIIIIIIT <cihnhns cece lsteiee tp beeen tases dai | 210, 238 100, 131 2. 1-1 
I 5g ci csted tna tasienebhteaialtbsiidiasaitieesaia 67, 500 62, 100 1. 1-1 
a a 534, 532 165, 555 3..2-1 
a ee ed 949, 109 324, 447 2.91 
| aS er RS ee eS 88, 219 37, 866 2. 3-1 
DS ee OR a ee ee 10, 535 1, 308 8. 1-1 
SEINE IU A cscs salalicsa ht apcels saameniincltte ecient oe aaeakcon eee 93, 459 56, 366 7-1 
I i a tS 224, 356 2. 5-1 
WI. dct cctsndtbitintinhnatdtidmagmiantahe 165, 762 | 2. 7-1 

On a ew eee 4,899,746 | 1,958, 811 | 25-1 





| 


} The exact and official figures in Montana are not yet available 


The veterans of the World War gave more and received less 
than any of the citizens of this great American Union. They 
tower over and above all as the victims of that terrible catas- 
trophe. They saved this mighty Republic from the devastating 
heel of Prussianism, and yet within five short years the Presi- 
dent of their country openly and unnecessarily insults them and 
vetoed the bill giving them just compensation. 

The President vetoed the soldier boys; the soldier boys will 
veto the President next November. Thanks to a grateful people 
who nobly responded not only in words but in deeds, as the 
following table eloquently demonstrates: 

Cash bonus paid by the States to their veterans of the World War 





Oia linus. i cs epithelia cen aranioabsauaesate enciede tad ctatidmem its $55, 000, 000 
lowa insibataaliennlibaianacegeliith cil abba isin ities cctncihinitlagat ip leaded enittioaenattilbiadlinnh i aietias nM bata 22, 000, ODO 
I ic eat can la lila ila Rial 25, 000, G00 
I a a ae 22, 275, 000 
NING Ss cc cncrscgitesnictasaies aos chaps vce eaas eentatoh davele emer aes teeta ainsi Ae eaeeseaeeaanabee 3, 211, 39T 
NOD acc tte senieci dnc hartselle Minin dastapuabiaialdiiies 30, 657, 576 
STII NLA OIE seetiialiiitatnaa linia Sania eewauutiece. ae Gee 
I i eee 15, 000, 000 
ee eT Te ie OE CIT 1, 961, 425 
BI I acai tepitdstistatnclen ceitipati tabi eaiklaieitelins alist linn Tila ie stilt lenis 11, 250, 000 
I a a a ake te 45, 000, 000 
oe 0 EE AL aE RS pe 11, 000, 000 
I ial da adi chcmbecsbnodindk tiled sik aa aden 82, 500, a00 
I an esininsiin-iaxdnetiicncn cient lial aimee die atthe --— 20, 000, 000 
I a 2, 588, 000 
MC icons take cal oe paeenacce tier diet ipeinin naan 6. 000, 000 
UNE Si dies inisiith an elchicbehivedibed Reustdatdinaalbanadesich gia this linen atcldinbeel $1, 500, 000 
NN iceland cilia diac ita Raia alee 13, 500, GOO 
I a a a 16, 102, 006 
sce: icbhas tcc anglh otra teat nic neeaeae ikea anita 8, 000, 000 
DRI ni tiie odbc stil nate. dei tibnsdillin, abaddembiieddl 4, 5008, 000 
PER in csnntintinntiniieiiictineniinleiniiania ateematpeinpshte 35, 060, 000 


The two great political parties in their last national conven- 
tions took the following stand with respect to the soldier boys: 


DEMOCRATIC PARTY 
We believe that no higher nor more valued privilege can be afforded 
to an American citizen than to become a freeholder in the soil of the 
United States, and to that end we pledge our party to the enactment 
of soldier settlements and home aid legislation which will afford to 
the men who fought for America the opportunity to become land and 
home owners under conditions affording genuine Government assistance 
unencumbered by needless difficulties of red tape or advance financial 
investment, 
REPUBLICAN PARTY 
We hold in imperishable remembrance the valor and the patriotism 
of the soldiers and sailors of America who fought In the Great War for 
human liberty, and we pledge ourselves to discharge to the fullest the 
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h a grateful Nation justly should fulfill in appreciation The soldiers. sailors. and mari < 
ret d ts defenders on sea and on land. 


less Nation, however, are denied e\ 8 , Ss aD r 
In every instance wher the American people have registered | aging word, but on the contra i i and abuse 
vill d rectly upon this question, they have voted over- Happily this Congress refused to be party esidentia 
mingly in favor of it In 22 States the people have voted | Veto, but with righteous indignation hurte it ul as men and 
state compensation, and the majorities have been as high | 85 Members of an American Cougress regist he will and 
to 1 All national polls taken on the question, show the | the wishes of an appreciative people of : r-grateful real lic 
favor it overwhelmingly. | thereby making it the law of the land as a grateful acknowk 
lation has now passed the House of Representatives | Ment of a noble people to its World War heroes 
es, and the Senate five times, The dates, with votes | THE SIXTY-FIGHTH CONG! 
































as follows | Mr. STENGLE. Mr. Speaker, this Hou s about reached 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES the hour of adjournment, and soon each and aes ne 
1920: 289 votes for, to 92 votes against. | be journeying to our veral homes to renew 1 friendshi 
1922: 333 votes for, to 70 votes against. and greet loved ones from whom vy ave a 
er 14, 1922: Passed without record vote. the pas i months. To some of us t - an old 1 
iber 20 258 votes for, to 54 votes against. formance,” but to me it is a new experi . 
18. 1924: 355 votes for, to 54 votes against I came to this House on I] em! 3 ] h t hone 
® 31924: Passed without record vote. and fixed aspirations to mak record which should - flect 
SENATR credit upon my pa tage and ssistance to the 
31, 1922: 47 votes for, to 22 votes ag wonderful country of which you and I are mponent parts 
15, 1922: 36 votes for, to 17 votes against. | Whether my efforts have produce uit, hi ry will se ne time 
20, 1922: 44 votes for, to 28 votes against. | record. I am sur ‘r, that I ret t I with 
12 1924: 67 votes for, to 17 votes against. a much vl ier \ l ffairs ; stronger affection 
May 1, 1924: Passed without record vote. for Old Glory and all that it symbol than I had wl I 
In the fourth place, by way of contrast, it may be refreshing, Oe eee 7 =e Cap > - More th in tl at, i a mn i ee el 
surprising to many, may be, to hear how foreign nations | “> **“ Sn BS Cais tes SS et a host of friend 
acted toward their own World War heroes. : | taney Ghd nor know before comings What a pl Ire if 
; . ‘ been to sit here day after day and rub elbows wit! 
er countries have set us an example worthy of emulation, | ;, ab tanne te a vidi i = er 
: that owe us billions of dollars, money enough to over- } uous citizens from all parts of the Unites tate nd I 
er with all incidental outlay. ite aa ete gi nt ae! Be ee ee ee eee 
United States of Amertes stands alone as the selfish. kind in general and for Americar n particular Proj y 
I worshipper at the Shrine of Mammon. Here is what } dists - ty t t r 
countries have done: ungodly etiorts t ove! pres 1 ‘ ent nd 
e following tables show the bonus payments made by = oo an ee Me Fh - OF PrULocrac) but tl y will oe 
en countries to their veterans since the war: ; | succeed as long as the citi of this Republic continue t 
, } send to this House men of the charact ( layed by my col 
Bonus paid by foreign countries to their veterans | leagues The press iy in ign our mot 3 1 i malign om 
Base of bonus, maxi- | Maximum | Probab ' | aa ee se dana nai a ate eee 
mum rate possible | average lotal cost | to drive us from our aim to render real public service to ail 
b “ Sa the people rather than become the slaves of a few captains 
sin; £5 plus 108. per | £29 ($101.50)_./....... £78,831,556 ($2 wealth. Some of us, because of misrepresentations and mis 
. 3 - oe ervic | 90,446 to men | un lerstandit gs, m not be permitted to receive the approval 
maximum 48 | | ia Pee of the electorate in the approachir electi ; ut. mv « 
! months ' leagues, win or lose, we can return te ur former pi of 
Ma... Pay a . ull y ae $600 ($540 a . abode with the undoubted assurance that we have do our 
received if mat le | best to guarantee unto our constituents all the right “uml 
} mobilized, for from } privileges purchased for us by the blood of our forefath 
4 itn , ; = i It seems to be the popular pastime nowadays for some self 
ie. , ippointed “ judges” to devote their energies and what ttle 
] l e of | £117 ($409.50) _| £334 brain they p ss » the excoriation ol pub servant li 
= , | this work, the capitalistic press pats them with an approving 
hand, in the hope that by so doing the citizenry of America 
| may be led to look elsewhere than in the channets where the 
land_| Same as Australia £117 ($400.50) | esas } real dirt a accumulated and the real erimes are being 
| | ; committed 1 firmly believe that “truth crushed to eart! 
Lstnieeeiaenas seh aie Catal shall rise again” and because of that well-grounded cor 
5 “Genes war mnenth | ’ (OR OE | vietion, 1 expect to see the day, and not far distant, when the 
for it f |} masses will rise in their might and utterly annihilate those 
be Aug 5 i | who are continually exploiting our Government and all of its 
| 1918 oe } resources for no other purpose than to fill their private pockets 
Belgium..... 75 francs per month | 3,825 _—franes |.......... 141,230,000 frances | and feather their unrighteous nests with ill-gotten gains. Let 
fe ae Oe . i sole : ce the dogs of plutocracy howl until they grow red in the face. 
| to Nov. 1, 1918, ($287) 28 aa | You and I have the happy satisfaction of knowing that we 
less family allow- | must have hit some of them else the howling would not be 
Guneat:* oss 1 ee ee ae rer | so loud and long. The Good Book says, “ Woe unto them con 
($0.97) } cerning Whom all men speak well.” The Members « this 
canines —— ES | House lay no claim to perfection, but I venture the assertion 
| that taken as a whole we will measure up fairly well with 


Czechoslovakia, no bonus; gratuity to those 20 per cent or more incapacitated 








wid } > . . 

War, the currency of such countries was worth in United States money about as I want in the brief time allotted to me to pay my sincere 
follows: Great Brita $3.50; Canada, $0.90; Australia, $3.50; New Zealand, $3.59; | respects to some of those who have contributed, in a marked 
France, $0.075; Belgium, $0.075, Germany, $0.015 : : | degree, to the suceess of the Sixty-eighth Congress. At what 

I irrency is converted in the above table into dollars at these rates ly ' : : 
. | better place can I begin than at the Spea! s desk, the place 
Mr. Speaker, the war contractors demanded and received | where the gavel of authority is daily wielded and the rules 
hundreds of millions of dollars in payment ef work never done. | of procedure hourly interpreted. The Speaker of this Honse 
rhe railroads were guaranteed against loss. The war profiteers | is not of my political faith, and for that reason I took no part 
have retained the millions they defrauded the Government out | in his selection, but common honesty compels me to acknow! 
of during the war. These and others of their kind have re-/| edge in this presence that he has been absolutely fair vl 


ceived cash from the Treasury of the United States on every | impartial in his decisions, a man of noble tmpulses : igh 
occasion attempted and under any old pretext. | purposes who is entitled to, and I believe er joys, the respect 
_ Millions have been squandered in the Veterans’ Burean not | and esteem of every Member of this bod ; 
for and in the interest of the boys but for crooks and thieves. | As I pass on the natural place for me to stop next is at the 
The same is true of the public domain, and yet Messrs, Forbes, | tables of the majority and minority leaders 
Fall, and others retain their booty and their freedom. ‘lative assembly—the working “spaces” for Loneworrnm and 


of this great legis- 
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ind occupied with honor and distinction by both of | 


them It would be hard to find two better fitted men to guide | 
the destinies of the Tlouse. Both are thoroughgoing Americans 
and each loves his country better than his political party. | 

; 


Very much of our legislative success is directly due to their 
untiring zeal and distinct to the highest ideals .of | 
honest government, 

Neither time nor space would permit me to single out each 
and every Member this body in order to tell him what I 
think of him and how highly I regard him, and I shall make 
no such attempt. Suftice it to say that I look upon all of you 


devotion 


oft 


as “ comrades.” 
Some day, when the smoke of political battle shall have 
cleared away and the propagandists cease to trouble and the 


weary are at rest, history is going to record that the Members 
of the Sixty-eighth Congress worked just as hard and earnestly 
and with just much thought of the country’s welfare as 
any body of lawmakers this Nation has ever known. 

[ wish the good people of America had the inclination and 
could find the time to review some of the legislation which 
we have passed. I am sure if they did, the verdict, by a large 
majority, would be that oyr Government has greatly benefited 
by our sejourn at the Capitol. 

Take the tax reduction law as a fair sample. For months 
paid propagandists “ fired” volley after volley of invectives 
and unjust criticisms into our ranks and literally “ mobbed” 
us in an effort to drive us into adopting something that we 
did not believe in, something which would have directly 
benefited 6,000 rich men at the expense of more than 6,000,000 
hard-working income-tax payers. The strain was heavy, but 


as 


we held fast. Thousands upon thousands of letters were sent 
us, demanding that we capitulate to greed, but “our boys” 
had the “stuff” in them and never moved an inch. I sup- 


pose many will some day, in adding up resulis of that battle, 
look only upon the financial side of the question, but, gentle- 
men, I hold that the greatest victory we achieved was the 
complete annihilation of propagandism, which was lifting its 
serpentlike head over our Government, and which would have 
become our masters had we surrendered. 


Then there was the immigration restriction law. I am 
fully aware that some of us fought a most determined fight 


against it, but the great majority stood adamant for Ameriea. 
How many wounded were left on the field of this battle only 
the coming elections can tell. But when we reckon up the 
results the people of this country should rejoice that they had 
as representatives men who could not be swerved from the 
path of duty by threats of political banishment. I am proud 
to have had a slight part in the winning of that victory. 

Some will tell you that we made a great mistake in passing 
the bonus law. The only regret that I have in that connec- 
tion is the fact that I had no opportunity to vote for a cash 
bonus. Congress took the best of care of war profiteers in its | 
last session. Why should we not have taken some care of the 
real war winners? 

Only to-day, by a vote of 362 to 6, this House passed a salary 
increase for postal employees, in order to give these faithful 
and loyal servants some little opportunity to live decently and 
provide the necessities of life for their loved ones. If reward- 
ing faithful service is a crime, I plead guilty and ask no mercy 
at the hands of the voters. My only regret is that we were not 
financially able to do more than we did. 

Take the child labor amendment. Where is there in all 
America a citizen who is so deeply engrossed in the making of 
money that he would be willing to draw on the very lifeblood 
of our children to assist him in filling his coffers with gold? 
If there be such among us, I rejoice in having had a hand in 
“ scotching ” his unholy efforts. 

And so I might go on at some length in enumerating accom- 
plishments of this session, but time will not permit. I do want, 
however, in closing to mention the reclassification fight which 
has been going on for months past. In 1923, Congress ordered 
the reclassification of all Federal employees on a basis of justice 
and right. When we got here we found that those orders had 
not been obeyed. Some of us got busy, and in spite of bitter 
opposition this House passed a bill to abolish the Personnel 
Reclassification Board and to transfer its functions to the | 
United States Civil Service Commission, in whose hands there | 
is hope for a fair and equitable adjustment of the salaries paid 
the Government's servants. That job is not yet completed, but 
we are in a fair way to win this fight and we may be expected 
to fight until right shall prevail. 

Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope that as we adjourn this session 
we may all be permitted to enjoy that rest and recreation which 
is certainly due to faithful public servants and that when we 
return in the fall each and every one of us may return with 
‘greater vigor and renewed courage to do our full duty as God has 
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; meet again, may God's richest blessings rest upon aud abide 


JUNE 


ee _ 


given us the light to see {t. Let us all step out into the high 
of life, with heads erect and a sincere consciousness of 
well done. Let those who would revile us take heed y 
their own records and note how little they have done for 
good of humanity during the same period that we have ty 
endeavoring to obey the mandates of conscience rather 1! 
the ordets of either political or self-seeking bosses. Until 


you all. 
TARIFF ON VEGETABLE OILS 
Mr. WURZBACH. Mr. Speaker, on April 10, 1924, I int 
duced the following bill, H. R. 8589, which was referred to ‘ 
Committee on Ways and Means: 
A bill to amend an act entitled “An act to provide revenue, to regu 
commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the industries of 


United States, and for other purposes,” approved September 2 
1922 
Be it enacted, cte., That the act entitled “An act to provide reven 


to regulate commerce with foreign countries, to encourage 
tries of the United States, and for other purposes,” 
ber 21, 1922, be amended as follows: 


Amend paragraph 53 to read: 


the ind 
ipproved Sept 


“Par. 53. Oils, animal: Sod, herring, cod, and menhaden 
cents per gallon; whale and seal, 6 cents per gallon; sper 
10 cents per gallon; and all fish oils, not specially provided ft) 


20 per cent ad valorem; wool grease, crude, including tha 


known commercially as degras or brown wool grease, one-hal{ 


1 per cent per pound; wool grease, not crude, including ad: 
lanae, hydrous and anhydrous, 1 cent per pound; all other a: 
mal oils, fats, and greases, not specially provided for, 20 
ent ad valorem.” 
Amend paragraph 55 to read: 
“Par, 55. Coconut oil, 2 cents per pound; cottonseed o 
palm oil, palm-kerne! oil, sesame oll, inedible, for mecbanical an 


manufacturing purposes, 3 cents per pound; peanut oil, 4 
per pound; soya-bean oil, perilla oil, Chinese tung oil, Japan 
tung oii (known in commerce as wood or nut oil), 24 cents p 


pound; vegetable tallow and vegetable wax, one-halt of 1 
per pound: and all other vegetable oils not specially provided t 
25 per cent ad valorem.” ; 

Amend paragraph 760 to read: 

“Par, 760. Oil-bearing seeds and materials, 
hempseed, and soya beans, one-half of 1 cent per pound; cop 
and palm-nut kernels, one-half of 1 cent per pound; 
ind perilla seed, eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound; tung 1 
and sesame seed, 1.8 cents per pound; fMaxseed, 40 cents p 
bushel of 56 ponnds; poppy seed, 52 cents per 100 pounds; s 
flower seed, 2 cents per pound; apricot and peach kernels, 3 ce 


castor bean 


palm n 


per pound; cottonseed and rapeseed, one-third of 1 cent 
pound, and all other oil-bearing seeds and nuts not <pecia 
provided for, 20 per cent ad valorem.” 
Strike out paragraph 1626 
Amend paragraph 1650 to read; 
“Par. 1630. Oils, animal: Spermaceti, whale, and other fi 


oils of American fisheries, and ali fish and other products of su 
fisheries and all cod-liver oil.” 
Amend paragraph 1632 to read: 

* Par, 1632. Oils, expressed 
almond.” 

Strike out paragraph 1691 
Amend paragraph (c) of section 315 by adding a new subparagrap 
reading as follows: 

“In the conduct of such investigations the conrmission sha 
provide that all the facts gathered by its own investigators or sul 
mitted to it under oath by parties in interest shall be present: 
to the commission in open public session, and that all persons wt 
present such facts shall submit to examination and cross-examin.® 
tion by all interested parties, and that the commission fn makin: 
its findings and the President in making his decision shall tak» 
into consideration only evidence taken by the conrmission in 
hearings.” 


or extracted; croton and sw 





pen 


This bill takes the following items off the free list and makes 
them dutiable, as indicated: 


FISH OfLs Per gallon 


CODE wm ccnengiisthighetns ten pn ec eiheitin Gh ali aid ssn Sibnstlli aan ated $0. 05 
VEGETABLE OILS Per pound 
NO | OD i isin nila bith bila anbai abit ena nakttpedgiindddnteiecd leat $0. 08 
a EE Eee iti ihe cittiins emetic ae diabidlatilalaceiiieicks’ 08 
EE TINT ch wxinsn ch alpha aaah a taalieaaatn cet acil did inset eagles nds . 0. 
UT EDEOND WOU sch, Sescclinahcesnscimmnenees Ghee widitioncaigienetah-esdlauaeeepungdmeineniartieamteiines 95 
PEED Cec wae wcmbtdbadieds aside ntibdinds edna - 92 
ina. Ce’ Oi csactninncntiewdid mitten initio: sibtitii aectainstiitithae titi ie N25 
SRRORENS . CREE Bile pnttien suniniabtigentlirsipnngiengpilin diem 025 
SCENE: CUSION cecori es: aiececnile clineeanbtlonisasthigitaens ticalathih dncapaicewenlhstleahaat ticles thats - 023 
Vette Wi Sidink ht cit tlibalthindsonntods goleeninncinethighbahindddiiin 024 


All other vegetable olls not specially provided 
valorem, 
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- is that protection is the best policy | 


1994 
OLL-BBARING SEEDS AND MATERIALS 
Per pound 
Liem paced - o— --- 9.0 
— - —— ~~ - 
ls . fe " = a . Ol 
: ols i 00 
i = —— > ol 
03 
eeds its ape provided fi 20 | 
ll leaves cor ver o 1d oils fror Ay sheries 
ree | aim on i sweet al 1 oils. 
the tariff act of 19 went into effect the imports of 
s h greatly inereased with the single ception o 
el oil which have been withheld within British pos 
vy an export duty imposed by Great Britain. The 
yg ble shows ie past and present imports of these 
il-bearing ni rials: 
s ots and o tterials not on detiable Nat, tariff act, 1922 
[Pounds, 000 omitted] 
Percent 
t, : 
\ 
1914 1921 1923 on as 
} 
1, 08 13, 998 13, 391 7 
49. 08 Z 128,494) 1 
( } 2, 565 ? 7 
} 1, av wy Ss. TOR a $ 
9 4,170 40, 604 4 
1 ! 6, 440 ty i" 
ing < 2 ais s a ‘ Ui 210 
1g oil , 
llow : Q S47 
x 1,2 6, 701 { 5 : ‘ 
i 142 ?, 558 il 2 
{ ; 189, 320 332 143, 654 72 
natlr *t ’ R y 7-49 >) 
san i 5} 13, 65 
- 5 113 | @ 2 9 64 
‘ port é weparately 
re} i mately pric o Sent. 22, 1922 
( in inerease of 369,000,000 pounds of fats and oils taking the 
inty free of that int of Ameriean production 
tudy of the resources of the United States shews seme 
elous faets. One of these most astounding discoveries is 
astness of our agricultural industry and the diversity and 
ue of its products. The Department of Agricuiture reports 
it the total value of these produets for the year just pasi 
s as follows: 
1923 
I renls a a diginel 4 £ £5, 793, 000, 000 
1 lint and seed . iia . 9 rei 1, 760, GOO, GOO 
; r and seed ne a ae 17. 000. 000 
! | fruits and fruit products BRL, GOO, OOO 
Fr od forage Z Sinden actalcine ceipilleideencib leis tiie alt, 1, 480), O00, 000 
tal legume seeds. .— endear teneees i. 175, 000, 000 
for | te " > a as tea 8. OOO, HOO 
sngar erops + 142, 000, 000 
cco a oe ee! — staid dies bade ee 2, 800, OOO 
tables a _ sia . 1, OS9, 000, O00 
products ‘ aaa iat ea 518, 000, 000 
crops zo me = ae OOO, OOO 
a Sislienigiiliatndnmnjanpnataii wake —— 000, 000 
I, I a. nice ee, antiintnaniinetiiatiiaatian ‘eamntides ae , 000, 000 
Fee prodnets — as See a 00. GOO 
QU ee ee ees oes blade =, 566, 000, 000 
Ota) Re I gt peter ibstdntigthhtlmtioanay <a 7, 000, 000 
| : diac padieianieimaents cndmaanell aie 87, 000, 000 
Other animal products dntiiiansiiaditdlcduaams ditties bs 3, Oe, 700 
tal animal products ; a ttbtpatpeitiin, 22 Ge eee 
il crops and animal products_----~~- — _. 16,064, 000, 000 
Value of erops fed to livestock __—_- hs ake / 8, 860, 008. 000 
Value crops not fed plus animal preducts__.._...... 12, 204, 000, 000 | 


This enormous total is in spite of depleted values for almost 
every item except perhaps our chief textiles of eetton and 
wool, of which a world shortage cansed fairly remunerative 
prices to those fortunate enough to produce the crop. 

I believe that it is a national necessity to protect the in 
dustry which produces this enormous total wealth each year. 
It is a national necessity to do everything possible to main- 


tain such remunerative prices for all the products which 
make up our national agricultural reservoir of resource as 
will eonstantly increase its volume, make those engaged in 


the industry prosperous and thus keep the farmers of the 
United States not only prosperous themselves but make them 
the best market for our industrial and manufactured produets. 

I have heard many tariff arguments based on the thesis 
that protection is the best policy because it makes our home 
market the best market for agricultural products. My be- 
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t oOiic er ise if } ike 
far s pros and the best ivers of manufacture r 
meoxlities Ht will vil ft im ft . } ’ ‘ ’ 
e oD I erly ote ead S 
| I ‘ ir¢ i 
las Ss, cereal il 
products ruits, and vegetalbles i 
troduce deals with or é i , 
State « Texas is lar est er v ( he 
Stat gely interested ‘ r 
teres its and oils and ‘ n 
or the tars md ols nad | iY ' ¢ 4 
rm neluding « nse | fl 
for thaking corn oil) ( 
lard, and butter amounted in 1923, aeceor oO e best 
mates made by the United States Dep 1! f 
ed a , 
Piaxseed ma) OM 
= \ meet ‘ 
{ n er 
Beef tallow ? om 
Lard 7 on 
Fr on 
Faucet ' I a mi ¢ ’ 
t ; a. ‘4 ‘ 
These rditiet i aire t rrr ror nm A i 
‘ iv ‘ 
! I it e ¢ } ‘ ‘ 
Kho » bnrertsa e rebut er on wool est hee t 
pork \ table made up f | Agric 
finure es the ollow 2 
Oi ind i ivz3 7 ( 
tot } ’ 1 vf mi 
Wool rT oo 
Beef 192 1.40 aAoo 
Swin ‘ ~ ven 
Wheat | 4 ‘ on 
‘ ro Ie 9 ) oO Mm) 
i I-pre l oil | 
cheap, at so universall i that mnril ti vy ven 
r ed their re I tanes na ! Int hin 
t 2 ultrere It has wir ‘ t ' ft] eseT 
r oT r? tur a rie ¢ I ! ft f 
t! i f the r isior ! ind ‘ 
whose pr ! S ¢ { 02 tltural prosper he 
value of hr 1 1s, eve with f lernre tl pric 
1922 and 1925, w rre er than thr Ine e " tor 
ha or total frt d zetable raised the United & tt 
Iw lar rs Nace Ame n Is at s prodt 4 
. Instr ‘ f the rr il ¢ ‘ t ! ‘ ’ 
oriental ofls. These ers we nat cant pir tho 
et of we In thre ] ht of preser 4 © 
where that act was incomplete his ? ort reme tl 
deficiencies. 
Cheap and ple i { American tonseed nd me t 
off are, they are produced where met t womet ive Amer 
an standards of living and American wages can not 
the competition of coconut oil made y native f tropi 
islands, to whom a few yards of calico is a year’s wardrobe, 
who live on what nature provides them to eat, | whose wag 
gre based on this standard of living 
Abundant as the supply of American lard it n not be 
duced and sold at a price comparable with that of lard subst 
tute made from ceconut and soya-hea il or whale oil, all p 
luced by labor receiving from one-tenth to on lf what Amet 
can farmers and American laborin n receive heir | yrs. 
Abundant and health-giving supply of American-made 
butter is, full of vitamines, the moa aluable a irest edible 
fat known to science, it can not be produced at a price which 
can not be undersold by margarine made from coconut oil, 
sova-bean oil, sesame « whale oil, palm-kernel“oil, peril oil, 
or other tropical and oriental oils which can be laid down at 


our doors at 6 or 7 or 8 cents a pound after paying ocean 
freights and big profits to imperters, because the labor whieh 
produces the materials and gathers the copra or soya beans or 
other oil-bearing seeds will work for a few cents an hour or 
a handful of silver pieces a month 

Our farmers must either be protected at livi wages and 
American standards of living while prodneing these oils and 
fats—an industry which is «a vital and important part of 
American agriculture—or else they will stop producing them. 

Just before the tariff of 1922 went into effect. when there 
was no protection for the merican market for cottonseed 
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and peanuts, competing oils and fats 





by this table of imports for 1918-19-20: 
| 18 1919 1920 

] ce ieee Se c $F RT OOO PRBS. ii 
( hut 46, 387, 00 $8,121,000 | $11,077, 000 
( ui = 44, 200, 000 | 35, 380, 000 | 33, O89, 000 
Cott 2, 215, 000 | 3, 673, 000 1, 305, 000 
p 1, 651,000 4,317,000 4, 430, 000 
Ve &, 531, OOO »™ 010, 000 16, 990, GOO 
Kapeceed : 5 086, 000 1, 306, 000 | 1, 922, 000 
Re hace bs, 455, 000 24, 109, 000 13, 721, 000 
Be 693, 000 146, 000 214, 000 











1922 took cognizance of this situation and 
puta duty of from 2 cents to 4 cents a pound on most of these 
olis, but it left two loopholes—a third one, perhaps, in the so- 
flexible proviso which opens the whole list to attack at 
an’ time. One of the two loopholes was the omission from 
the dutiable list of palm oil, already coming in but in some way 
overlooked in the rate schedule, and of other interchangeable 
oils such as sesame oil, inedible olive oil, perilla oil, and the 
tung oils which are directly in competition with linseed oils. 
The other was the omission of copra, the dried meat of the 
coconut from which coconut oil is made, and of other oil-bearing 
raw materials. The results of these omissions is found in the 
incrensed volume of imports of these materials since the tariff 
1922 went into effect. 


rie tariff act of 


net of 


| 1921 | 1922 1923 
Palm oil ; a 23, 155, 230 57, 516, S89 128, 494, 679 
hesut ail ee re ae 8o, 061 64, 180 &, 702, O34 | 
Inedilble olive oil _ : ee 4, 170, 547 26, 787, 795 | 40, 604, 535 | 
Perilla oil ae Soe a ere 651, 849 2, 208, 139 | 6, 440, 749 
Chinese tung oil Pe 2 , 27, 248, 888 79, O89, 202 87, 291, 675 
Copra ad SS I8¥, 320, 50 26s, O55, 518 332, 974, 498 
Palm-nut kernels et ee 230, 194 198, 382 742, 401 
Hempseed es : ee 1, 142, 704 4, 180, 343 2, 558, 245 
Perilla seed ee ee eee 365,853 | 13, 650, 480 
Rapeseed ...........--.------ Se ee 5, 113, 767 6, 336, 422 P &, 385, 007 


Argument will be made that these articles should be ties be- 
cause none of them are produced in the United States. I do 
not want anyone to be deceived by this argument. LEvery 
article mentioned comes in competition with cottonseed and 
cottonseed oil and flaxseed and linseed oil and indirectly but 
no less definitely with lard, pork products, tallow, and butter. 

These oils ure used in a multitude of food and industrial 
products. Oleomargurine, lard compound, cooking oil, salad 
oil, soap, paint, varnish, and linoleum manufacturers are 
among the major users. Other uses include glycerine and ex- 
printing ink, cordage oil, medicines, candy, perfume 
and toilet preparations, and in the metal trades for core oil and 
tin-plate flux. Scientific discoveries in deodorization and bleach- 
ing and in oxidizing and hydrogenating have made it possible 
to make a hardening oil of any of these oils or a drying oil 
of most of them. Soya bean oil almost without treatment is 
available in paint manufacture or in lard compounds or oleo- 
margarine, while sardine oil or whale oil can now be fixed up 
aus a lard compound or oleomargiurine material without a trace 
to offend tongue or nostril. Almost every one of these oils 
makes as good soap as any domestic fat or grease. 

The fact stands fully established that every pound of vege- 
iuble oll which is imported competes actually or potentially in 
a very close price margin with every pound of American cotton 
oil, peanut oil, lard, and butter. 

For example see the two following tables showing the changes 
in quantities of oils and fats over a series of years used in 
oleomargarine manufacture and in soap manufacture in the 
United States: 


plosives, 


Material used in soap manufacture 
[Pounds, 000 omitted] 








| i912 | 1914 1916 | “1917 1919 
Cottonseed........--.--.-------| 182,312 | 119,254] 194,916 126, 390 56, 126 
Oe EDS | 7816! 77.950| 111,084 | 168,602 | 182, 625 
Palm-kernel oil. ...........-..| 20,579] 31,376} 5,804 4, 162 | 4, 352 
Carn @i..........-ncacocccsccce.s) | S800 7 8) (ee 15, 997 2, 245 
Palm oil secececececee--| 7,546] 71,896 | 14,988 | 27, 345 29, 765 
 GG.... « sccccaacemeanel 6, 532 6, 664 7, 224 WEEE Cicasanbinak: 
Vegetable tallow .............-.} 2,013 3, 485 5, 273 | * = eescssnse- 
I a ee tials | 1, 300 1, 034 803 205 
ee eae 4, 499 | 57, 373 124 oss 38, 345 
Sesame | 1,110 0) OC Se Se ee 
Olive oil 640 748 | 1, 184 1, 731 7 
Peanut oil 31 76 | 1, 181 13 126 3, 032 
Shea NUE GD. - -oneteweneneoynss te nisin 1,058 
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~ Note reduction in cottonseed oil, and i increase in use of soya-bean and coconut oils, 
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were coming in as eed 





Material used in manufacture of oleomargarine 
{Pounds, 000 omitts dl} 


| so 1912 | o 1917 1920 | 192 | 19 
CRIN Co cctit eit 17, 839 “ape | moe 63, 652 | 39, 450 | 18, 533 | n 
I a a | 2, 453 10, 498 48, 346 | 16, 332 
SS ea 708 | "| > eee ee } ai. 
Mustard-seed oil_......-.....-.. | 197 6h | 110 | 
i MI i oa a) | 292 | 19, 763 80, 784 102, 112 7 
( a etaerreneccee eee Ieee 359 ‘ 35 922 
Oleo oil i Me , 145 06, 652 89 842 49, ATE 
Neutral lard... -...c.--.-..... | i474] 42.401) 38,456 | 20, 268 
Oleo stearine................... 906 | 2 494 2, 132 | 4, 858 ‘ 
I a ste Cette iawn ae 645 3, 303 | 6, 845 | 1, 499 | ! 
TEPER EAE 92 3.453 | 5,804 | 065 | 2 
} | 





eee 








Note large increase in coconut oil. 


This shows plainly why the imports of certain oils and 
materials not included in the 1922 tariff act have increase) 
They were cheaper than those paying a duty. The soap and 
lard compound makers especially could use them, could bu 
them cheaper and use this price to depress the price of our 
cottonseed and peanut oil, and they did so, benefiting twice a 
our expense. I want to close this door. I want American 
manufacturers who have the benefit of a tariff on their own 
products to pay the farmers of Texas a fair price for cotton 
seed and cottonseed oil and not have a club in their hands in 
the form of free copra and free palm ofl to hammer down our 
oils while selling their soap, lard compound, and oleomargarine 
in a protected market. 

The tariff on soap, lard compound, and oleomargarine, paint 
and varnish in the tariff act of 1922 is as follows: 

Soap, castile 


sin diacetate agian item ana ak Ua tatacee a atal per cent... l 
OI: SI sas teenage piven acon neat ak enakietoaniiamsanice cadet dl edadis ache st 
CORD DORI os wicks eecdscnhesnnusgebnadenantndanea a 1h 
i 6 A Donavesies mean ncnisees ne tinaideinitihamatbdeded a Lh 
eS reer ae cents per pound. ' 
RP TIIIIUINT cil scirpcsire nine dpentaeindailendbapandaandbadakemmoaitlensmeommet: ease 

Pee, Tio Oe Ss etniidaednnddataiiatnganeiiniee per cent... 25 ‘0 
EO, 0 Ds (Gi Stine een einen ican 25 


During the discussions and while the MceCumber-Fordney 
tariff bill was under consideration before the Ways and Means 
Committee the strongest opposition to a tariff on vegetable oils 
and animal fats came from the American soap manufacturers 
The producers of American oils and fats—that is to say, the 
American farmers—won only a partial victory, because the 
tariff imposed on foreign oils was only partially protective, as 
is evidenced by the fact of greatly increased importation of 
various vegetable oils, as hereinbefore shown. The attempt is 
being made to further cripple the American producer of vege 
table oils and animal fats by inducing the Tariff Commission 
and the President, under the provisions of paragraph (c) of 
section 315 of the tariff act, to reduce the existing rates on 
these products. My purpose in introducing my bill and in in- 
serting these remarks in the Recorp is to call attention to the 
organized effort of the soap manufacturers of the country to 
gain an unfair advantage over the already hard-pressed tillers 
of the soil, and to sound a note of warning to the Representa 
tives in Congress of these farmers that they be on their guari 
and prevent any reduction in the tariff rates fixed on vegetabl: 
oils. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BIL, 


Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, under the permission to ex 
tend my remarks in the Recorp I include the following tele 
gram which I sent on May 29, 1924, to the Coconino Sun, of 
Flagstaff, Ariz., and the Williams News, of Williams, Ariz., 
relative to an item in the Interior Department appropriation 
bill, which is now a law. 


House and Senate conferees have to-day unanimously agreed upo 
following provision in the Interior Department appropriation bill: 


“For the construction of trails within the Grand Canyon 
National Park, $100,000, to be immediately available and to re 
main available until expended: Provided, That said sum may be 
used by the Secretary of the Interior for the purchase from th» 
county of Coconino, Ariz., of the Bright Angel Toll Road an:! 
Trail within said park under such terms and conditions as hv 
may deem proper, and the Secretary of the Interior is authorize 
to construct an approach road from the National Old Trails 
Highway to the south boundary of said park,” 

Under this provision the Secretary of the Interior can purchase th: 
Bright Angel Trail for $100,000, paying cash into the county treas 
ury, or make any other agreement with the county for its purchas’ 
that is mutually satisfactory. The Secretary is authorized to con 
struct an approach road from anywhere on the National Old Trail» 
Highway to the Grand Canyon National Park, and whatever money 
is necessary to build the road is authorized to be appropriated. The 
Secretary would probably ask Coconino County to cooperate in the 
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iwed intoxicating liquor, and every county in the United Siates 
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' his road on the reute to be agreed upon to the ex- | Instead of trying to repeal the amendment. which can only 
the mey received from tl sale of the Bright Angel Trail be done by another amendment ratific Y a States ha 
le , ie ss » be paid by the United States [ am | opponents are attempting to undermine it by asking Congress 
by he Director of the National Park Service that he will to enact a law authorizin the manufacture and sale of beer 
tima s for additional fund to construct the road from the and wine They contend it will not be intoxient ne Llowever 
ils Liighway to the Grand Canyon in cooperation with Coco as this proposal comes from those who are opposed to the 
d am contident that Congress will make the necessary | amendmen, is it not fair to assume that the purpose is not 
} t tl n ession 1 am further assured by the In to authorize e nonintoxicating article but tl eir sole 
partment and the House Appropriations Committee that tl purpose to authorize the manufacture of somethir which is 
is » work out all these matters in the most satisfactory really intoxicating? If such a law were passed, wi ould hea 
h due regards to the rights and welfare of the county | the anomaly of the Constitution prohibiting a thing and C 
fiona CARL HAYDEN cress attempting to authorize it It is astounding that anvone 


should suggest such a proposition. There can be no compromise 
on such a proposal as that 


THI ICGHTEENTH AMENDMENT ! 


OOK. Mr. Speaker, under the general leave granted i have listened to quite a number of speeches at this session 
‘ *jotl Aiseus t » eo wonth ¢ > nt } . . ‘ : 

o briefly discuss the eighteenth amendmen against the amendment and in favor of a modification of the 
ntroduction of the o8 bills in the House proposing to | enforcement act. The burden of most of them is in denouncing 


ze the manufacture and sale of beer and wine has | rhe 
d the people of the country. They expected and had 
rht to expect that with the almost unanimous ratification 


enforeement act and attacking those who are in favor 
enforcing the law of the land. Though they propose that this 


; 5 beer and wine be sold in the original package to the consumet 
he amendment as part of the Constitution it would be | j+ 


seed in and respected by all, and that the long agitation 

he liquor question would be set at rest and that no one 

iid try to reopen it. It had been discussed for over 50 years, 
ind the people finally came to the conclusion that it would be 
soold thing to put the brewery, distillery, wine press, and | 


would not be long, in my view of it, until the next step 
proposed would be to have places where it would be sold, and 
there would soon have to be laws to regulate the traffk lt 
would be the same old trouble of legalizing intoxicating liquor 
and then trying to regulate it. The people remember something 
about that, and it seems to me will not return to it again 
wn out of business Thirty-three of the States had out- | The ultimate result of such a modification would be the 
return of the saloon. It seems to me it has already done enough 
pt 305 had voted against its manufacture and sale. This | damage to humanity without giving it another chance 
is done even before the women had the right to vote on the No one can deny but that the people have already been 
lestion | greatly benefited by the saving of the liquor bill and that these 
Hence it was a very easy step to the ratification of the eight- | penefits will increase when the law is fully enforced. 
th amendment. This amendment was proposed to the legis- America haus taken the greatest step ever taken for the benefit 
ires of the several States in the usual way, like all of the | of the human race, and in my opinion she will never retreat 
vy amendments had been proposed. The legislatures cer- Europe will not fully recover until she throws off the burden 
iinly knew the sentiment of the people which they represented. | of her liquor bill. 
l id been frequently expressed in no uncertain tone, With Such a change in the habits of the people can not be brought 
ill of these facts before them it was ratified by every State in | about in a day. Time will be required 
the Union exeept three. Three-fourths would have been suffi- | In the meantime the people should be on their guard so as 
It had nine more than that. Even though it was nearly not to lose that which it took 50 years to bring about. 
ininimous, there are those who are now trying to discredit | There is quite a geod deal of wet sentiment and activity de 
imendment because there was no referendum on it. | veloping in certain parts of the country at this time, and it 
That is only a quibble. Since nearly every county in the whole | seems to me it is all aimed at the overthrow of the amendment. 
country had voted dry, is it not fair to assume they would | It is well for the people whe favor the amendment to get busy 
e voted the same way and ratified the amendment? In view | and make their voices heard. 
these conditions, it seems to me that the ratification reflected They should beware of the statement that the amendment is 
ireful and deliberate judgment of vastly more than a | part of the Constitution and there is nothing further to be done 
nijority of the voters at that time and also the will of nearly | The Constitution can not enforce itself. Laws are required 
and the vigilance of the people to enforce them is also necessary 


10) per cent of the women. 
The amendment prohibits the manufacture, sale, and trans- This is not a question which concerns only the welfare of 
concerns the children and 


tation of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes. It is | the adults of this generation. but it 
iin the people meant to entirely destroy the traffic and stop | millions of young men and women who will soon take our places 
© use of liquor as a beverage. Everyone at that time con- 


in the contest of life and the task of perpetuating our Con 


‘led that beer and wine were intoxicating. It was apparent | stitution and Government. This great question has been 
that legislation would be required to enforce the amendment. | settled, and settled right, and it should remain settled 
It is provided therein that Congress and the States should have The failure of any State—a member of the “ indestructible 


this power of enforcement by appropriate legislation. Union “—to perform its duty in enforcing the amendment can 

What did the people mean when they used the words “appro- | not be defended. It puts itself in the attitude of accepting the 
priate legislation’? In my opinion, they meant the legislation | benefits of the other parts of the Constitution, the protection 
should be of such a character as to leave no doubt on the ques- | and benefits of legislation of the General Government, while it 
tion of enforcing the amendment; that if it leaned the one way refuses to accept any of the burdens, and places it in the posi- 
rr the other it should be on the side of enforcement; and that | tion of regarding one part of the Constitution and disregarding 
if there was any doubt about drawing the proper line between | another. 


intoxicating and nonintoxicating liquors the doubt should be It seems to me that such a refusal can mean but one thing 
resolved in favor of the amendment and that the line should be | q hostility to the amendment and an intention to obstruct and 
drawn in favor of its enforcement. | weaken its enforcement. The people of the whole Union 


It is idle to contend that they meant anything else. For | in giving them this power certainly expected each State would 
this reason enforcement legislation became the vital point and | exercise it and would do all within its power to uphold this as 
key to the whole situation. If the opponents to the amendment | well as every other part of the Constitution. That is what 
can weaken this legislation, they can to that extent defeat | statehood means 
the amendment. This seems to be their present point of attack. | I am opposed to every movement to weaken the amendment 
For they denounce the enforcement legislation—the Volstead | and favor such additional laws as may be found necessary to 
Act—and are, in my opinion, seeking to modify it so as to} enforce it. 
defeat the amendment. With that in mind I supported the bill to increase the Coast 

Acting in obedience to the command of the amendment, Con-| Guard Service which became a law at this session. The pur 
gress enacted this enforcement law and provided that all | pose of this is to transfer a number of suitable vessels from 
liquors containing one-half of 1 per cent or more of alcohol | the Navy Department to the Coast Guard and for the appoint 
should be considered as intoxicating. It had power to enforce | ment of officers to command these vessels. When they get 
but none to destroy. It seems to be conceded that it put the | into operation it will be pretty difficult for the rum runners 
line at a point which will effectually enforce the amendment. | to land liquor into the United States A great step for en 
The opposition will have to concede that. It seems to enforce | forcement will be taken when the supply from abroad is 
it a little too well to suit them. cut off. 

If it is at a point which leaves no doubt about prohibiting I also supported the bill providing for a separate bureau in 
the manufacture of intoxicating liquors, why not leave it alone? | the Treasury Department for the enforcement of the prohi 
That was what it was intended to do, | bition act. This bill passed the House the last week of the 
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session was sent to the Senate. It was not acted upon 
in that but will come up at the next session. It is 
believed that if it becomes a law it will greatly promote the 
enforcement of the amendment. 

FEDERAL 


Mr. McLAUGHLIN of 


APPROPRIATIONS 


Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 


speak of a subject of great interest to the Congress and to the 
country, the subject of appropriations which have been made, 
also to muke a comparison of estimates and recommendations 
by the Bureau of the Budget with appropriations actually 


made by the Congress 


rhe country believes the Congress is extravagant, believes 


that appropriations are made in disregard of estimates and 
recommendations of the Bureau of the Budget. 
(he Congress appreciated the need of a Bureau of the 


sudget. The Congress itself prepared and enacted the Budget 
uw. The Sixty-fifth Congress passed a Budget bill, but it 
vas vetoed by President Wilson. The bill was again passed 
iy the next Congress and was approved by President Harding 
June 10, 1921. 

1 wish to quote from official records, which conclusively 
show that the Congress not enly cooperates heartily with the 
bureau, but that appropriations are, and ever since the bureau 
was organized have been, below—many millions of dollars 
helow—the estimates and recommendations of the bureau. 

he bureau has recommended many large reductions of ex- 
penditures. Congress has effected more and even larger re- 
duections 


I 
l 
\ 
l 


The country evidently believes the Congress has given little, 
if uny, attention to the actual money needs of our Government 
us determined by the estimates of the bureau, that appropria- 
tions far in excess of these estimates have been extravagant 
and wasteful, made without method or system and without 
consideration of the welfare of taxpayers. Official records of 
estimates by the bureau and of appropriations actually made 
are a refutation of this charge. 

Some years ago there may have been ground for criticism of 
lack of system or method by which the need or advisability 
of some appropriation was determined. Such lack as there was 
was appreciated by the Congress; hence the enactment of the 
act of June 10, 1921, known as the Budget law, under whieh 
the Bureau of the Budget was organized and the office of Comp- 
troller General, to conduct an independent audit of all expendi- 
tures, was established. Previous to the enactment of the 
sudget law and the organization of the Bureau of the Budget 
each department of the Government practically prepared its 
own annual estimates of money necessary or desired to be ap- 
propriated by the Congress for the purpose of enabling such 
department to pursue its activities during the next fiscal year. 
This method of preparing and submitting estimates and of 
muking appropriations was open to criticism, in that it pro- 
vided no effective means by which thorough, systematic inquiry 
and investigation of operations of departments could be made; 
no effective way by which overlapping or duplication of activi- 
ties and expenditures by two or more departments might be 
disclosed; no way by which the several appropriating com- 
mittees of the Congress, each preparing and securing enactment 
of appropriation measures for the department concerning which 
it had jurisdiction, could compare the activities of one depart- 
ment with those of other departments; no practical or effective 
wry by which the several committees or the Congress itself 
might definitely or with approximate accuracy determine 
whether or not the total of such bills was within the total of 
estimated revenues of the Government for the fiscal year for 
which appropriations were made. 

The purpose of the Budget law was, if possible, to correct 
this unfortunate condition. The Bureau of the Budget has 
functioned very satisfactorily. The intimate knowledge it is 
able to gain of the activities of every department and of every 
operation of our Government for which appropriations are made 
enables it intelligently to advise the Congress as to the amount 
of money necessary and proper for each and every purpose. 
Its advice and recommendations have been helpful to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of House and Senate and to the Con- 
gress itself in enabling them to effect large and much-needed 
reduction of expenditures. 

The Congress and the country appreciate the work of the 
bureau, but throughout the country there is evident misunder- 
standing of the duty of the bureau and misconception of its 
authority. Its duty is to make investigations, prepare esti- 
mates, and recommend to the Congress the amount of money to 
be appropriated. It has no authority finally te determine the 
amount of any appropriation or the purpose for which money 
shall be used. Many of our people evidently do not know, cer- 


of this authority and responsibility. 









tainly do not appreciate, that the Federal Constitution invests 


Congress, and Congress alone, with the duty and authority to 
determine the amount of each and every appropriation, also 


each and every purpose for which money shall be expended, 


The Congress can not legally, if it wished to do so, divest itself 


The bureau recommends, 
but the Congress determines, and must determine, the amount 


and character of appropriations. 


This mistaken idea, prevalent throughout the country, as to 
the duty and authority of the bureau and the Congress has 
led to criticism of the Congress when appropriations for a 
department or for any activity of the Government exceeds the 
recommendation of the bureau, or when money is provided for 
any purpose without or contrary to such recommendation. 

There is also lack of information and serious misunderstand. 
ing generally throughout the country as to the attitude of tle 
Congress toward expenditures and as to the result of its efforts 
to effect economy. The country knows the bureau has recom- 
mended cessation of numerous activities and operations, that 
it has recommended many eliminations and reductions of appro- 
priations, but the country does not know the manner or extent 
of the cooperation of the Congress with the bureau, nor does it 
know the intensive and effective work of the Committees on 
Appropriations and of the Congress itself in reducing expenses 
of government. The country knows the wise and effective 
work of the bureau, but it still believes the Congress is and 
has been guilty of gross and wanton extravagance, and this 
opinion and state of feeling persist in face of the fact that in 
almost every session of the Congress since the bureau was 
organized the total of appropriations has been less by many 
millions of dollars than was recommended by the bureau. The 
bureau has been economical, but the Congress has been even 
more economical. 

I shall now speak only of the record of the Sixty-seventh 
Congress. That Congress was elected in November, 1920. and 
extended from March 4, 1921, to March 4, 1923, and it made 
appropriations for two fiscal years, one ending June 30, 1923, 
the other ending June 30, 1924. That is the last Congress of 
which there is a complete official record. In presenting this 
record I make comparison between the total! estimates by the 
Bureau of the Budget of the amount of money necessary, in its 
judgment, to be appropriated for all operations and activities 
of the Government, and the total appropriations actually made 


by the Congress. 


For the fiscal year which ended June 30, 1923, the bureau sub- 
mitted regular, supplemental, and deficiency estimates amount- 
ing to $4,392,158,059.46 ; the total appropriation by the Congress 
was $4,159,796,267.19; that is, appropriations were $232,261,- 
792.27 less than the bureau had advised and estimated as neces- 
sary and proper to meet expenses of government during that 
fiscal year. 

In order that this economy record of the Congress may be 
better understood, it should be known that included in the 
bureau’s estimates, also in the appropriations for that year, 
there were approximately $1,546,000,000 of what are known as 
“permanent or fixed” appropriations, as to the amount of 
which neither the bureau nor the Congress was permitted to 
exercise discretion. These “permanent or fixed” appropria- 
tions included approximately $1,458,000,000 for payment of 
interest and to apply on the principal of the public debt; also 
approximately $88,000,000 to meet the expense of certain opera- 
tions and activities of the Government which had been deter- 
mined by laws enacted from time to time during previous years. 
In other words, these laws—until modified or repealed—prac- 
tically determine the bureau’s estimates; also the appropria- 
tion by the Congress to the extent, as I have said, of appvexi- 
mately $1,546,000,000. If this amount—$1,546,000,000—hbe de- 
ducted from the total estimates of the bureau—$4,392,158,050— 
there remains only $2,846,158,059 concerning which the. bureau 
was permitted to exercise its judgment, and concerning which, of 
course, the Congress exercised. its judgment. 

I have said that the tetal appropriations were $232,361,729 
below the total estimates of the bureau, but the fact is that 
the Congress actually reduced the bureau estimates to the 
extent of $361,096,965. Why do I say that? I say it beeause 
the Congress made two absolutely necessary appropriations 
amounting to $128,735,173, for which the bureau submitted no 
estimates. What were these twe necessary appropriations? 
One was an appropriation ef $90,000,000, demanded and ap- 
proved by the entire country, te provide fer cooperation of 
the Federal Government with the States in construction of 
highways; the other was an appropriation of $38,735,173: to 
provide additional compensation ef $240 each to many thou- 
sands of Federal employees whose regular compensations were 
fixed by laws enacted before the World War. It is not neces- 
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to speak of the necessity of these two appropriations; 
suureau should have estimated for them. 

amount | stated—$361,006,965—is the difference 
en the economies recommended by the bureau and those 
lly effected by the Congress during one year. This is the 
il to the unfounded charge that appropriations by the 
have been extravagant and wasteful. The bureau 
; the Budget has been economical, but the Congress has been 
economical. 
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~ What is the record of the Congress for the fiscal year ending 
1924, the second year of the life of the Sixty-seventh 
* The total regular, supplemental, and deficiency 
ates of the bureau for that fiscal year were $3,951,013,447, | 
eas the total appropriation by the Congress for that year 
: $8.940,271,948, or a reduction of the bureau estimates and | 
saving of $10,741.504. And it should be noted that there 
ncluded in the estimates of the bureau, also in the appro- 
ons by Congress, “ permanent and fixed” appropriations 
witing to $1,542.352,928, made up, as during the previous 
vear, of $1,451,968,125, to provide for payment of inter- 
ind to apply on the principal of the public debt; also 
er permanent and fixed appropriations amounting to $90,- 


ress 


4.803. If the amount of these “permanent and fixed” | 
ropriations be deducted from the total estimates of the 
ivrenu, there remains only $2,408,660,519, and it was this 
count which the Congress reduced to the extent of $10,- 
741,504. 


ity what I have said it will be seen that the Sixty-seventh 
meress in making appropriations for the fiscal years 1925 
| 1924 made a net reduction of the bureau’s estimates of | 
243,108,296, and as we very properly take into account appro- 
vinutions for highways and additional compensation to under- 

| employees we find that appropriations were $371,838,469 
the estimates of the bureau. 
a record of 
tly not informed. 


ow 


s is of economy which the country is 


NECESSITY FOR REDUCING RATLROAD RATES ON FARM PRODUCTS 


FAVROT. Mr. Speaker, Congress has left many things | 
ne, Congress should not adjourn until it passes some meas- 
farm relief. Congress should not adjourn until it relieves 
he farmer of the burden of excessive transportation charges. 

\luny plans have been suggested for the relief of the farmer, 

feasible, some not feasible, some sound, some unsound. | 
there is one burden, one handicap borne by the farmer that 
ould) be and should be lightened, and that is the burden of | 

cessive freight rates upon farm products. 

(he interests that control the railroads would have us believe 


Vir 


| 
| 
evi- | 
| 
| 
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t these freight rates are the result of a high wage scale. 
such is not the fact. The net return per man hour of most | 
Class A roads is nearly double what it was in 1915 prior to the | 


me the Government forced an increase in railroad wages. 

very attempt secure a reduction in freight rates on 
farm products and upon the necessities of the farm is blocked 
iv that provision of the interstate commerce act under which 
the Interstate Commerce Commission fixes rates so as to provide 


to 


. : the railroads with an adequate return upon a value fixed by 

4 he Interstate Commerce Commission. That return has been 
i ixed at 5} per cent. And freight rates must remain excessive | 
5 hn order that the weaker roads may earn that return upon | 
i that fixed value, 
; We all realize the need for railroads. We all recognize the | 
part of the railroads in the development of the country. But 
some railroads should never have been built. Some railroads | 

lave been so grossly mismanaged that it has been a public 

scandal. Some roads are valued at several times more than 

3 their actual value. But the American farmer must pay in 

4 freight rates; there must be taken from the selling price of 

i: 


his product sufficient to permit the weakest, the most over- 
F< tlued and the most mismanaged of these roads to earn that 
; net return upon its fixed value. The farmer must bear this 
burden, not that the properly located, the properly managed 
roads might earn this revenue but that the most mismanaged, | 
the weakest among them, might earn it. And in order that the | 
weakest, the most mismanaged roads might earn this revenue, 
the sound roads, the properly managed roads, are permitted | 
lo earn a revenue that is excessive. 
During the last year the earnings 
creater than they ever have been. 
Was greater than it ever has been. Yet there has been no re- 
5 duction in freight rates. The farmer continues to bear the | 
burden of transportation charges that are almost prohibitive. 
I recognize that an adequate transportation system is a neces- | 


Sity. IL believe that the railroads should be dealt with justly 
and fairly. 








of the railroads were 
Their net operating income | 





But the farmer should not be made to bear the | 


| Practically all the cases that I 


RECORD—IOUSE 


burden of transportation charges 


no 
that all railroads might prosper 

The great body of the American people, producer and con 
sumer, should not be made to bear the burden of freight rates 
almost prohibitive in order that the stockholders and the bond 
holders of the most mismanaged roads might receive a fair re- 
turn upon securities that cost them, in most instances, prac 
tically nothing. 

These public utilities, these public necessities, should he eon 
ducted in the interest of the public, Freight rates should be 
so regulated as to aid industry and agriculture. Transpor 
tion charges should be so fixed as to aid the farmer in the 
remunerative marketing of his products; not so fixed as to 
make impossible that remunerative marketing 

I believe that the railroads should be managed in the in 


terest of the people, not that the welfare of t! 


he re 


ple should 
l pt th lid 
be subordinated to the interest of the railroa Is 


SOLDIERS’ REHABILITATION ACT 
Mr. WEFALD Mr. Speaker, when we passed thi 


s bill to-day 
T think we did the best day's work we have 


done during this 
session of Congress I know of nothing in my congressional 
career that has caused me so much heartache as some of the 


letters I have received from veterans of the World War who are 
sick and down and out and whose cause has been turned down 
by the Veterans’ Burean. 

I understand that all sick and helpless veterans will now be 
taken care of, especially those who are suffering from tubercu 
losis and nervous disorders, many of whom have been treated 
miserably. 

It has always been the intention of Congress that the veterans 


should receive not only fair but also generous treatment. Let 
| us hope that from now on no worthy veteran will suffer want 


or in any way be slighted. If this will not be the result of the 
passage of this bill, then there is some hidden joker in it that 
the rank and file of the membership of this House did not know 
about. Passing the bill on such short notice and without a 
chance to examine it carefully, we have taken the word of the 


members of the committee that the blll is what its sponsors 


| claim it to be. 


We will also hope that the Veterans’ Bureau from now on 
will be honestly administered, no matter what political part; 
will be in power. The scandal in the administration of the 
Veterans’ Bureau during the Harding administration is one of 
the blackest spots, among the many other black ones, on 
recent American history. 

The passage of this bill, together with the passage of the 
adjusted compensation act, will to some extent restore Congress 
in the confidence of the people. This Congress has kept faith 
and has redeemed to a great extent the promises made to the 
soldiers by both the major parties, which up until this time 
had been poorly kept. 

I voted for the adjusted compensation act as well as for 
the rehabilitation act, not as a reward to the soldiers for valor 
shown in war, not because such a reward would be the surest 
way to insure young men again raliying to the colors in case of 
future wars, but because I felt the great injustice that had 
been perpetrated upon our young men in so far as we as a Nation 
had obtained their services under false and faith 
lessly broken our word to them. 

The laws relating to veterans’ compensation are now being 
liberalized in many respects. Greater compensation will now 
be granted both the seldiers and their widows and children 
But the greatest improvement that this bill reads into the old 
law is that it extends from three years to six years the time 
limit under which clinical diagnosis of nervous disorders and 
tuberculosis had to be made. It also extends the time limit for 
filing claims up to six years from the date of discharge from 
service. 

I believe that every case that has come to me for attention 
from boys in my district that the Veterans’ Bureau could do 
nothing with can now be taken care of and straightened out 
have had trouble with 
barred out by the law as it existed. 

A couple of the most glaring cases that I have had to struggle 
with ought to be cited here to show how unreasonable the law 
has been. The boys have been unable to understand how such 
cases could not have been straightened out, but the law, unde 
a literal interpretation, has prevented it. 

One of the biggest, huskiest, and most 
that ever put on Uncle Sam’s uniform 


ur 


pretenses 


were 


fellows 
tien 


determined 
was, while in «a 


| somewhere in France, shot through both legs above the knees 


About four years after his discharge paralysis developed in 
both legs and he beeame helpless. He was taken care of to 
some extent at first, but later, as his condition grew worse, his 
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Under the law his 
; it did not come 


compensation was taken away from him. 
trope ra not be connects l up with service 
within the three yeur period. 

Rut th e saddest case that has come to my notice was brought 


| 


| 


mittee has been most careful to saferuard the interests of the 
Government. 

Other bills of equal importance to the Indians have become 
laws. A brief summary may be interesting at this time. Sey- 


ten ‘ention last March. I received a letter from a dying | enty-eight bills were reported to the House: 72 bills passed the 
vetcran confined in ene of the county hospitals in my district. | House; 54 bills passed the House and Senate and became laws. 
The letter was written by a buddy who was also sick with | leaving but 6 bills on the House Calendar. 

tuberculosis but who as yet ; better able to write. To illustrate the importance of the work accomplished, [ 


The dying v 
a hard-working fellow did net want to give in and ask for 
assistance until he was flat on his back. 
nitely diagnosed as 
the three-year 
\T 


His sickness was defi- 
tuberculosis, but not until five months after 
period was up. However, the district office in 
innenpolis allowed him compensation, and back pay was also 
granted that amounted to several hundred dollars. 

As the veteran kept sinking lower and lower, some kind- 
hearted official in the district office undertook to get his com- 
pensation increased to the maximum, but when the case came 
to the attention of highest officials his whole compensation was 
promptly disallowed. Nothing could be done for him. I was 
met with the cold but courteous reply that the law did not allow 

nything further to be done. 

The messages you get from the dying soldier boys are pa- 
thetic; the second letter I received from the veteran he said 
that he felt that he was “at the end of his rope.” A couple of 
weeks later the buddy sent me a newspaper clipping, the obit- 
uary of the lad, who had recently died. 

He left a wife and an aged father whom he had supported 
until he had to take to the bed. His country had exacted a full 
measure of service from him but had not kept faith with him. 

As I understand it, after the law we have just passed takes 
effect cases like the one I have here cited will be taken care of 
without any Congressman having to beg and plead and have | 
sleepless nights over them. Similar cases have come to the 
attention of most Members of Congress. Some Members may 
have even more hair-raising stories to tell. Let us hope that 
the taking up ef soldiers’ compensation claims will be a pleas- 


anter task hereafter. 
RESUME OF WORK OF COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 
Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker anf gentlemen of the Honse, 
under leave to extend my remarks in the Recorp I desire to 


bring to the attention of the Congress and of the people of | 
this country the large amount of constructive legislation which 
the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House of Representa- 
tives has acted upon during the first session of this Congress. 
I am justly proud of the work of this committee, and the 
Congress and the country should be congratulated upon the 


work which it has accomplished. Further, I take this op- 
portunity to thank each and every one of its members for 
assisting in bringing about a record which has never before 


been equaled by any Indian Committee. 

This committee, 
of the country, has labored diligently during the entire ses- 
sion, baving met on 42 days, and, in addition to this, subeom- 
mittees have held herrings on 26 bills. It may be tteresting 
to knew some of the large matters affected by the action of 
this Congress. 

Perhaps one of the leading bills enacted Into law during 
this session, and which is a recognition that all native Indians 
should have long ago received, is the law which throws down 
the bars which have prevented approximately 125,000 Indians 
from becoming citizens and allows them ‘to now enjoy full 
citizenship in this great country. This ts a mest constructive 
measure and is so recognized both by the Indians and the 
whites of the United States. 

The so-called “ San Carlos bill” became a law, authorizing an 
appropriation of $5,500,000 for the construction of the San 
Carlos irrigation project, 
Indians of Arizona. 

The Pueblo Indian land bill, a most complex matter, which 
caused a very disturhing controversy, was enacted into law. 
Extensive hearings were held, and the measure was agreed 
upon by all interested parties, and thus the Indians’ rights were 
amply protected. 

Fer many years the various tribes of Indians in the country 
have endeavored to secure permission to settle their differences 
with the United States by submission of their Gaims to the 
Court of Claims. During this session of Congress your commit- 
tee investigated this matter very carefully and recommended to 
the House that 12 of these tribes be given jurisdiction to present 
their claims. Hight of these bills became laws, two passed the 
House, and two failed of passage during the chosing days of the 
session. This action will eliminate many ef the controversial 
claims against the Government, and at the same time your com- 


| homestead 
compesed of 22 members from all sections | 


giving much-needed relief to the Pima | 


eteran had nine the dread disease, but being | present the following list of bills, with their status, so the Con- 


gress and the people of the country may know exactly what has 
been done in the first session of the Sixty-eighth Congress re- 
garding Indian legislation. 

Jurisdictional bills passed by both Houses of Congress and 
became laws: 

H. R. 71. Cowlitz Indians. 

H. R. 694. Saginaw, Swan Creek, and Black River Chippewas, 

H. R. 731. Wichita and affiliated bands. 

H. R. 3444. Montana Indians. 

H. R. 4457. Cherokee Indians. 

H. R. 5325. Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians. 

H. R. 5799. Seminole Indians. 

H. R. 7918, Creek Indians. 

H. R. 8493. Stockbridge Indians. 

The following bills passed beth Houses and became laws: 

H. R. 185. Chippewa per capita payment of $100. 

H.R. 192. Providing for a girls’ dormitory, Lapwai Indian 
Sanatorium. 

H. R. 472. Deposit certain funds to the credit of Navajo Tribe. 

H. R. 1414. Pay certaim taxes to Stevens and Ferry Counties, 

Wash. 

HH. R. 1629. 

H. R. 2812. 
lands. 

H. R. 2875. Addition of names of certain persons to roll of 
Flathead Idians. 

H. R. 2876. Payment of claims for back annuities, Chippewa 
Indians. 

H.R. 2877. Reserve certain lands for Indians of Zia Pueblo. 

H. R. 2878. Authorized sale of lands allotted under Moses 
agr eement. 

H. BR. 2879. Providing for disposition of homestead allotments 
of deceased allottees, Blackfeet Reservation, Mont. 

H. R. 2881. Compensate three Comanche Indians. 

H. R. 2882. Reservation of certain land in Utah for a schoo! 
site for Ute Indians. 

H. R. 2883. Validate certain allotments of land on Lac Courte 
Oreille Reservation in Wisconsin. 

Fi. R. 2884. Reservation of certain lands in Utah for certain 
bands of Paiute Indians. 

FL. R. 2887. Extension of restrictions against alienation of 
allotments made to members of the Kansas or Kaw 
Tribe in Oklahoma. 

H. R. 3684. Enrollment and allotment of the members of the 
Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior Chippewas. 

H. R. 3800. Cancel allotment of land made to Mary Crane. 

Hi. R. 3852. Final disposition of affairs of Eastern Band of 
Cherokee Indians of North Carolina. 

H. R. 3900, Cancel two allotments made to Richard Bell. 

H. R. 4117. Construction of road in Fort Apache Reserva- 
tion, Ariz. 

H. R, 4460. 
surrendered. 

H. R. 4462. 
fund. 

H. BR. 4803. Sale of lands and plants not longer needed for In- 
dian administrative purposes. 

H. BR. 4804. Allotment of certain lands, Fort Yuma Indian 
Reservation. 

H. R. 4835. Pay tuition ef Indian children in public schools. 

H. R. 5416. Set aside certain lands, Quinaielt Reservation, for 
lighthouse. 

@® H.R. 5525. Relief of J. G. Seupelt. 

FH. R. 6298. Permitting leasing of unallotted lands of Indians 
for oil and gas purposes. 

H. R.6355. Making all Indians born within the territoria! 
limits of the United States citizens, 

H. R. 6483. Amending Osage act of June 28, 1906. 

H. R. 6490. Relief of dispossessed allotted Indians, Nisqually 
Reservation. 

H. R. 6857. Relief of Chester Calf and Crooked Nose Woman. 

H. R. 6864. Use of Indian iands, Fort Hall Reservation, 


Removal restrictions on allotment of Isaac Jack. 
Authorizing Secretary of Interior to sell certain 


Pay certain Red Lake Indians for garden plats 


Payment of Choctaw and Chickasaw town-site 


Idaho, for reservoir purposes, Minidoka project. 
H. R. 7400. Authorizing Secretary of the Interior to investi- 
gate claims of certain Sioux Indians. 
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Providing for quarters, fuel, and light for em- 
es of Indian field service. 
iL. R. 4161. Secure rights of 


r. T7887. 


way for drainage ditch, Lake 


J Res. 181. Investigation of the administration of Indian 


in Oklahoma. 
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‘ Res. 108. Authorizing expenditure of the Fort Peck 4 per | 


fund. 
996. Construction of the San Carlos irrigation project, Ari- 
1208. Drainage system for Piute Indian lands. 
Purehase lands for Temoak Band of Indians, Nevada. 
1409, Relief of settlers and town-site occupants, Pyramid 
Reservation, Nev. 
798. Leasing for mining purposes unallotted lands, Kaw 
ation. 
159. Appropriation for 
vy, Navajo Reservation. 
» Quiet title to lands within the Pueblo land grants. 
e following bills passed the House: 
r.25. Per capita payment of $50 to Red Lake Indians. 
rn. 26. Compensate Chippewa Indians. 
Rr. 2694. Jurisdictional bill, Washington Indians. 
R 2977. Relief of H. BE. Kueca and V. J. Koupal. 
it. 83387. Repayment of excess amounts paid by purchasers 
tain lots in the town site of Sanish, formerly Fort Berthold 
sn Reservation, N. Dak. 
lt. 4275. Jurisdictional bill, Ponca Indians. 
R. 4461. Pay certain claims against Chippewa Indians. 
it. 4818. Perfect title of purchasers of Indian lands. 
i R. 5726. Amending Osage act of March 3, 1921. 
| 2. 6828. Relief of Charles F. Peirce, Frank T. Mann, and 
lig V. Gaither. 
<. . 6541. Disposal of unallotted lands, Omaha Reservation. 
kh. 7077. Amending appropriation bill of 1914. 


Hi. R. 7239. Pay certain funds to 





1505. 


maintenance of 


R. 7249. Relief of F. J. Kramer. 
H.R. 7453. Amending act of March 3, 1909. 
it. 8086. Amending act of August 1, 1914. 
nt. 8545. Jurisdictional bill, Yankton Band Santee Sioux. 
following bills were reported to the House and are now 
calendar: 
H. R. 27. To compensate the Chippewa Indians. 
H. R. 2258. Relief of James J. McAllister. 
Li. R. 3918. Jurisdictional bill, Delaware Indians. 
ii. R. 8083. Designate Creatan Indians in North Carolina as 
Cherokees, 
HH. R. S965. 


H. R. 9348. 


Relief of Omaha Indians. 
Jurisdictional bill, Chippewa Indians. 
NATIONAL DEFENSE 


Mr. FROTHINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, another step toward 
reparedness is provided in a bill reported by me from the 
Committee on Military Affairs. Authorization is given for the 
acquirement of lands in which is located helium-bearing gas. 
Helium is the safest kind of gas for use in airships. Gas that 
contains helium is located almost exclusively in this country. 
[t exists in Texas and extends into New York through the 
States of Oklahoma, Kansas, Indiana, West Virginia, and Penn- 
sylvania. Outside the United States there is a little in Canada, 
Italy, and Czechoslovakia. ‘There is said to be too little in 
hese foreign countries to be of practical use. The consequence 
s that we have in this country a virtual monopoly. 

The purpose of this bill is to have the Government take over 
our supply and preserve it for national defense and public uses. 
This will prevent its exploitation by private parties. There is 

iso a provision in the bill forbidding its exportation to foreign 
ountries without permission. 

The great advantage of helium in airships is that it is non- 
ombustible. During the war the use of the incendiary bullet 
made it possible to puncture the balloons of these ships and 
set them on fire. A spark will ignite a balloon filled with 
hydrogen gas. This is not the case with helium. 
Shenandoah had been using hydrogen gas instead of helium 
when the storm pulled her from her moorings some months 
igo, there would probably have been an explosion and the ship 
been burnt up. Had the Roma been equipped with helium and 
the French ship Dirmude, the disastrous accidents that hap- 
pened to them would not have occurred. The helium now ob- 
tained by the Government comes from a private plant in Texas 
and is stored in metal cylinders about a foot in diameter and 
» or 6 feet long and containing from 190 to 200 cubic feet 
of helium. ‘These cylinders are stored in a warehouse and 

n there sent as required by the United States forces. 
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Helium is carried in airships in a number « t ; 
if one or more bags are punctured the « rs ean still fl 
the machine. 

More and more it is being shown t) 


rships are of 

great use both in time of peace and in time of war Many 

passengers and great quantities of freight can be carried by 
them. 

Helium was discovered by an astronomer w » obser’ mn 

eclipse of the sun in India in 1868. Sir William R st in 

1896, discovered helium in a mineral which was sent to hin 


“At first the amount obtained was only a few thi 
the idea that it ever could be used 
considered. 

The Conference for the Limitation of Armament put no limi- 
tation on the number of airships, whether heavier or lis 
air, that a country could build. In fact, no limit was put on the 
number of light cruisers and submarines. Consequently much 
of the good expected from this conference has been thwarted 
by the activities of certain countries in building rships and 


in airships was not even 


ter than 


vessels of war not covered by e cont ‘ 

While I an? on this subject I think it important that some- 
thing should be said about this phase of conference \ great 
deal of misunderstanding seems to exist as to exactly what 


was done. The conference assembled in Washington and held 
its first meeting November 15, 1921. Deliberations continued 
until February 3, 1922. Separate treaties were signed be- 
tween the United States, the British Empire, France, Italy, and 
Japan, providing for the limitation of the 
countries and establishing the ratio as 
naval powers, the United States, Great 
§-5-3. 

This limitation, however, applied to capital ships only. In 
other words, no limit was put on the number of light craft that 
could be built. For some time rumors have been current that 
this country was falling behind tn its ratio Great 
Britain and Japan were building many lighter craft, while 
this country was not. In the last session of Congress I brought 
in a resolution asking what was being done by the different 
countries under this treaty in the way of scrapping or dis- 
posal of vessels. I appeared before the Naval Committee of 
the House in relation to it, and a report was submitted by the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Under the treaty the United States is limited in total capital 
ship replacement tonnage to 525,000; the British Empire to 
525,000 tons; the Japanese, 315,000 tons; the French, 175,000; 
and Italy, 175,000 tons. A capital ship is defined as one over 
10,000 tons displacement, and no capital ship shall be ac- 
quired or constructed exceeding 85,000 tons. Guns on enpital 
ships are limited to a caliber of 16 inches. Total tonnage for 
aircraft carriers is also limited in displacement: For the 
United States, 185,000 tons; British Empire, the same; for 
Japan, 81,000 tons; and for France and Italy, 60,000 tons. No 
aircraft carrier can be acquired or constructed exceeding 
27,000 tons, provided that any of the countries can build two 
aircraft carriers, each of a tonnage of not more than 83,000 
tons, and may use for the purpose two of their ships, con- 
structed or in course of construction, which otherwise would 
have to be scrapped. 

The number and caliber of guns to be carried by aircraft 
carriers is also limited. Provision is also made that no vessel 
of war hereafter laid down by any of the contracting parties 
other than a capital ship shall carry a gun of a caliber with 
an excess of 8 inches. It was under the provision in the treaty 
for keeping two of the vessels under eonstruction and con 
verting them into plane carriers that it was possible for me to 
help in having the Lerington—then building at the Fore River 
Yards, in Quincy—designated in an act of Congress as one of 
those to be kept for conversion 

Under this treaty Great Britain and Japan have built cruisers 
and other lighter ships not covered by the treaty, and have, in 
other ways, maintained the ratio of strength allowed them. 
This country has fallen behind. According to a recent alarmist 
report we had fallen to the ratio of 1 as compared with Great 
Britain’s 5 and Japan's 3. This is an exaggeration. The Navy 
Department admits, however, that we have fallen behind, and 
the best that can be said is that the United States is ap- 
proximately 4 instead of om an equality with Great Britain, 
as the treaty provided. 

A bill recently passed by the House provided for the moderni 
zation of some battleships and the building of eight light 
cruisers of 10,000 tons. When this construction takes place 
we shall be in a better position. The great weakness with the 
arms conference was that the limitations did net cover cruisers, 
submarines, chasers, and other craft, including airplanes, but 
was limited to capital ships. 
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It is the duty of this country to keep up its Navy to the limit 
allowed, It is our duty, because the Navy is the first line of 
defense. It is our duty, because that was the understanding 
of the treaty. Woe to this country if she fails to do so. It 
ix our first line of defense in case we are attacked—to hold off 
un enemy and enable us to mobilize an army. War is a dread- 

ug. Every effort should be made to outlaw it and sub- 
stitute some other method for settling international disputes. 
\xs long, however, as other countries are armed, as other 
countries are covetous of our riches, it is essential that we 
remuin awake and protected, All history shows that the weak 
nations are the ones that have fallen. No one can want this 
Nation to be swept from the seas and fall like Carthage. We 
owe it to our forefathers; to our history; to the men and women 
who have sacrificed themselves for our safe-keeping; to those 
who maintained our prestige on the fields of France; to those 
of to-day who are helping to keep us a leader among nations, 
to see that this country is properly prepared against attack. 

2.75 PER CENT BEER 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, on some suitable occasion I 
uddress the House somewhat fully on the proposed 
beer and wine amendment to the Volstead Act. At this time, 
under the general leave granted, I desire to refer but briefly 
to some points that have been brought out during the recent 
voluminous hearings before the Judiciary Committee of the 
HIouse on the 2.75 per cent beer bills, and to call attention to 
the recent medicinal-heer decision of the United States Supreme 
(‘ourt. 

In the committee hearings the statement has been made that 
the Government admitted during the trial of cases involving 
the validity of the definition of intoxicating liquors contained 
in the war prohibition act that 2.75 per cent alcoholic content 
in beverages did not render them intoxicating. This is mis- 
lending The 
regulations upon the use of food products in the manufacture 
of intoxieating liquers brewers were at one time permitted to 
manufacture 2.75 per cent beer. On October 28, 1919, Con- 
vress enacted the Volstead Act, Title I1 of which provided for 
the enforcement of war prohibition. It prohibited the manu- 
facture of liquors containing as much as one-half of 1 per cent 
of aleohol by volume. The Jacob Ruppert Brewing Corporation 
filed a petition in equity in the District Court of the United 
States for the Southern District of New York seeking to enjoin 
the Federal authorities from the enforcement of this measure, 
alleging that they were engaged in the manufacture of beer 
containing not more than 2.75 per cent of alcohol by weight; 
that the war prohibition act of November 21, 1918, had become 
void or expired by its own terms, and that the provisions of 
Title I of the Volstead Act for the enforcement of the war pro- 
hibition, which fixed the definition of intoxicating liquors at 
one-half of 1 per cent, was unconstitutional because in excess 
of the war powers of Congress. 

The Government, as a matter of pleading, moved to dismiss 
the bill on the grounds that it did not state a cause for equi- 
table relief. 
of that case, the Government did not contest the question of 
whether beverages of 2.75 per cent alcoholic content were in fact 
intoxicating, but the reason for the Government's making this 
motion was that the question was no longer material, since 
Congress had by the later act of October 28, 1919, the Volstead 
Act, defined intoxicating liquors to be those containing one-half 
of 1 per cent or more of alcohol by volume, and the issue was 
whether this act was constitutional. If Congress had the 
power to fix the definition at this point in order to make the 
law enforceable, then the question of whether 2.75 per cent beer 
would actually intoxicate was immaterial. 

This is pointed out by Mr. Justice Brandeis in the opinion of 
the court, where he said (Ruppert v. Caffey, 251 U. S. 264, 
282): 


ale e to 


May the plaintiff show as a basis for relief that the beer manufac- 
factured by it with alcoholic content not greater than 2.75 per cent 
in weight and 3.4 per cent in volume is not in fact intoxicating? The 
Government insists that the fact alleged is immaterial since the pas- 
sage of the Volstead Act, by which the prohibition of the manufacture 
and sale is extended to all beer and other malt liquor containing as 
much as one-half of 1 per cent of alcohol by volume. 


The quoiation which is so often used by the opponents of the 
one-half of 1 per cent definition is taken from the language 
used by Mr. Justice McReynolds in the dissenting opinion. The 
statement that the Government admitted beverages containing 


2.75 per cent of alcohol to be nonintoxicating is therefore mis- 
leading. The admission was made as a matter of pleading 
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simply because the Government did not feel it necessary to con- 
test the point in that particular case. 

Concerning the reasons for the one-half of 1 per cent limita- 
tion in the Volstead Act, Mr. Justice Brandeis said in that 
same case of Ruppert against Caffey, at page 283: 

In other words, it clearly appears that a liquor law, to be capabl 
of effective enforcement, must, in the opinion of the legislatures and 
courts of the several States, be made to apply either to all liquors of 
the species enumerated, like beer, ale, or wine, regardless of the pres 
ence or degree of alcoholic content; or, if a more general description is 
used, such as distilled, rectified, spirituous, fermented, malt, or brewed 
liquors, to all iiquors within that general description, regardless of alco 
holic content ; or to such of these liquors as contain a named percentage 
of alcohol. 

A survey of the liquor laws of the States reveals that in 16 States 
the test is either a list of enumerated beverages, without regard to 
whether they contain any alcohol or the presence of any alcohol in a 
beverage, regardless of quantity; in 18 States it is the presence of as 
much as or more than one-half of 1 per cent of alcohol; in 6 States, 
1 per cent of alcohol; in 1 State, the presence of the “ alcoholic prin 
ciple.” © © © 

It is therefore clear both that Congress might reasonably have cor 
sidered some legislative definition of intoxicating liquor to be essential 
to effective enforcement of prohibition, and also that the definition 
provided by the Volstead Act was not an arbitrary one. 


It was also claimed that the Volstead Act contains a double 
standard—one for the city and one for the country. Anyone 
who will read the Volstead Act will find that the same provi 
sions apply in every inch of the territory of the United States. 
It is true that section 29 of the Volstead Act does not prohibit 
cider and fruit juices that are not intoxicating in fact when 
inade and used exclusively in the home. 

Congress had all the reasons for this when the bill was origi- 
nally considered and since that time. The complaint which the 
proponents of these heer bills make about the standard set for 
cider and fruit juices furnishes a good argument to show how 
the law would be evaded if there was no definite standard set 
for the commercialized traffic or for beer. It may be that the 
provision should be changed and strengthened. If so, it will 
doubtless be dene by its friends and not by its enemies. 

There has been considerable discussion concerning the atti- 
tude of former Congressman Volstead about what is intoxicating 
liquor. The corrected record shows clearly his position. Mem- 
bers of Congress, as well as witnesses, are permitted by the 
committee to take the notes of the stenographer and make cor- 
rections. The corrected statement of Mr. Volstead carried out 
clearly the intent of the eighteenth amendment and the enforce 
ment act. Every Member of Congress knows Mr. Volstead’s 
attitude concerning intoxicating liquor. 

It was discussed in committee and on the floor of the House 
when the Volstead Act was pending—that alcoholic liquor 
affects people differently, depending upon their tolerance of its 
use and many other conditions. It would be a truthful state- 
ment that 3 per cent beer would not visibly intoxicate some 
people who are strongly tolerant to its use, but that does not 
mean that it would be a safe standard for enforcement for the 
people generally. Others would become more intoxicated upon 
2 per cent than the confirmed drinker would be on 3 per cent. 

It has been made clear to the Congress that the one-half per 
cent alcoholic content is not the determining point as to whether 
or not it would be actually intoxicating, but it is the determin- 
ing point based on experience in fixing a standard that would 
make the law enforceable. No one ever argued that the one-half 
of 1 per cent standard was adopted because that would or could 
intoxicate anybody. It was adopted because the experience in 
95 per cent of the territory of the United States, which adopted 
prohibition before the eighteenth amendment and the Volstead 
Act went into effect, found it necessary in order to enforce the 
law against the liquor traffic. 

The cases of James Everard’s Breweries against Day, Prohibi- 
tion Director, and Edward and John Burke (Ltd.) against Blair, 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, were decided by the Supreme 
Court June ), 1924, in a unanimous opinion of the court. Each of 
these corporations brought a suit in equity in the district court 
to enjoin the commissioner of internal revenue and other Fed- 
eral officers from enforeing the provision of the supplemental 
act prohibiting the prescribing of intoxicating malt liquors for 
medicinal purposes, alleging that it was not authorized by the 
eighteenth amendment and was in conflict with other provisions 
of the Constitution. 

The court fully sustained the act and denied the relief sought. 
The following brief excerpts from the opinion will be found of 
especial interest: 
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up Congres the eighteenth amendment sy its terms 
prohibits the manufacture, sale, or transportation of | 
ting liquors fer beverage purposes and gran » Congress the 
to el e this prohibition “by appropriate zislation.” Its 
e is to suppress the entire traffic in intoxicating liquor as a 
See Grogan Walker (259 U. S. 80, 89) And it must be 
1 1 giver t in the same manner as other provisions of the 
itution. National Prohibition Cases (253 U. S. 350, 356). 
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n its discretion. 


enacting this legislation Congress bas affirmed its validity. That 


nation must be given great weight; this court by an unbroken 
of decisions having “ steadily adhered to the rule that every pos- 
presumption is in favor of the validity of an act of Congress 
i | overcome beyond rational doubt.” Adkins v. Children’s Hospital 
[ 5. 525, 544). 
e can not say that prohibiting traffic in intoxicating malt liquors 
edicinal purposes has no real or substantial relation to the en- 
ent of the eighteenth amendment, and is not adapted to accom- 
that end and make the constitutional prohibition effectiv The 
ilties always attendant upon the suppression of traffic in intoxicat- 
uors are notorious Crane wv. Campbell (245 U. S. 304, 307) 
Federal Government in enforcing prohibition is confronted with 


ies similar to those encountered by the States 
The opportunity to manufacture, and 
for “medicinal purposes'’ opens 


loors to clandestine traffic in them as beverages under the guise 


Ruppert v. 
supra, 


ibe imtoxicating malt 


eat . 
page 29%. sell, 


liquors 


cines; facilitates many frayds, subterfuges, and artifices; aids 
and thereby and to that extent hampers and obstructs the 


cement of 


the eighteenth amendment. A provision in a 
hich tends to diminish the opportunity for clandestine traffic in 


revenue 


e of the tax has a reasonable relation to its enforcement. 
d States v. Doremus (249 U. 8. 86, 94). 
NOT in it be heid that the act is an arbitrary and unreasonable 
tion of the use of valuable medicinal agents. 
en the bill was pending in Congress the Judiciary Committee of 


use of Representatives held an extended public h 
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iring, in which 
mony, among other things, on the question whether beer 


er intoxicating malt liquors possessed any sul 
ies. Hearings befor: 


stantial medicinal 
House Judiciary Committee on H. R. 5033, 
1 2, May 12, 138, 16, 17, 20, 1921. On the information thus re 
1 the committee recommended the passage of the bill (H. Rept. 
24, 6Tth Cong., Ist sess.). And in the light of all the testimony 
ress determined, in effect, that intoxicating malt liquors possessed 
ibstantial and essential medicinal properties which made it neces- 
that their for medicinal purposes should be permitted, and 
is a matter affecting the public health, it was suflicient to permit 
to prescribe spirituous and vinous intoxicating liquors in 
to the nonintoxicating malt liquors whose manufacture and 
is permitted under the national prohibition act. 
Neither beer nor any other intoxicating malt liquor is listed 
inal remedy in the United States Pharmaeopeia. They 
erally recognized as medicinal agents. There is no 
nion among physicians and medical authorities that they have any 
tantial value as medicinal agents; and while there is some differ- 
ence of opinion on this subject the question is, at the most, debatable. 
And their medicinal properties, 1f any, may, it appears, be supplied by 
the use of other available That the opinion is extensively 
he that the prohibition of prescription of malt liquors is a necessary 
and proper means to the suppression of the traffic in intoxicating bey- 
erages likewise appears from the Iegislation in many States, under 
which such prescriptions are not permitted. 


The following in the report of the House Judiciary Committee 
on the supplemental prohibition act (Rept. No, 224, 67th Cong., 
ist sess.) was referred to in the opinion and is worthy of note: 

In its report the committee said: 

“ The evidence presented to the committee to the effect that beer 
has never been recognized as a medicine was overwhelming. The 
United States Pharmacopoeia has never listed it as a medicine. 
One hundred and four of the leading physicians and scientists in 
the Nation signed the following statement: ‘The undersigned phy- 
sicians of the United {states desire to place on record their convic- 
tion that the manufacture and sale of beer and other malt liquors 
for medicinal purposes should not be permitted. Mait liquors never 
have been listed in the United States Pharmacopeeia as official 
medicinal remedies. They serve no medical purpose which can 
not be Satisfactorily met in other ways, and 
danger of cultivating the beverage use of an alcoholic liquor.’ 
Several thousand other physicians signed the above, or a similar 
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A PROGRESSIVE REVIEW OF TH LEGISELA VE RECORD 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin Mr. Spea the | ressive 
Members that have held the | ul of power in the House du 
ing the past session instructed me to prepai brief review oa 
our legislative re ra Out of the veneral s ope ol legislative 
matters considered during $3 session I s 1 dozen for briet 
comment: 

Organization of the House; its rules a munitiees, 

Investigations of Shipping Board and Air Se 

Tuxes 

Adjusted compensation 

Federal Trade Commission 

German relief 

Alaskan fisheries 

Bloom election case 

Railroad legislation 

Cape Cod Canal, 

Banking ] 4 

Farm legislation 

These more important subjects are selected out of the general 
run of legislation as they came up in order to illus te how 
the progressive group has fought for the best interests of all 


the people. 
ORGANIZATION OF THE HOUSE 


Immediately at the opening of Congress we demonstrated our 
firm hold upon the balance of power. Before the House orgar 
ized we compelled the regulars to permit a reformation of 
of the more tyrannical rules and to yield a 
gressive on the governing Rules Committee 

Let it be at once well understood that visibly 
controlled by a floor leader and the old Members that hold the 
higher places in the organization of the leading committees and 
into whose grasp the rules center legislative power. But 
a large majority of these experienced legislators stands 
or less directly, the invisible governiment of 


SoOTne 


pro- 


place to ; 


Coneress is 


behina 
more 
our couniry. 


TIE REAL RULERS 


That citizen is greatly deceived who thinks that this power 
is made up of the American voters, to whom under the OCoistitu 
tion it rightfully belongs. Everyone at all familiar with affairs 
as they actually are knows, without having pointed out for him 
either the true character, the constituent 
mous resources of this power, that a usurper has 
reins of government and now dominates more or les 
not only the Congress but 
the Cabinet. 

This usurper, it is sufficient to is popularly spoken of 
as “ big business.” By this term all understand a class-conscious 
group of financiers, headquar potentially 
near a well-known very | the financial 


the enor 
the 


directly 
also the courts, and now particularly 


elements, or 


seized 


SAY, 


whose ers is on or 


street in the art of 





district of our country. This all-powerful financial group is 
as much a minor quantity in America, when compared with the 
whole people, whose right it is to rule, as is the minerity that 


now governs Russia. The chief difference in respect of persons 
between the Government of Russia and that of the United 
States is largely that, under the form of still remaining re- 


puplics, the one is governed by a small n rity representing 
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extr poor, whereas the other is governed by a small 
r ” g the extremely ric! 
siness was the first class to have its bloc in Congress. 
oc has long been in control of the House organi- 
m. But even by reforming the rules so that the chairman 
( tes n Rules can not carry resolutions around 
pocket but must file them within a specified time and 
f ) er day's 1 e; pext, by changing 
ules so that ¢ mendment t 1 tax bill providing for 
ther kind of t tion than that reported from a committee 
. < er, if germane, and then by providing for the 
‘ r f committee upon the filing of a petition signed 
! 1%) Members to a discharge motion, the power of en- 
Z rs r esenting big business was somewhat re- 
i e legislative fluer of the progressives was 
r bly increased when one of their number was placed on 
governing Rules Committee. It is freely conceded that 
I re s to be done not only looking toward further re- 


liberalization of the rules but also toward an en- 


geme of progress epresentation on the dominant com- 

ttees of the House. This fight for further reform of the 
iH e org Latics is scheduled to be taken up again at the 
earuest lavorabie opportunity. 


INVESTIGATIONS BY SELZCT COMMITTEES 

Without the balance of power being held by the progressives, 
there would have been no investigation by select committees 
either of the Shipping Board or of the Air Service. These are 
both now well under way. 

At the opening of the session leading progressive Democrats 
met with some of us to consider such investigations. We had 
learned in the consideration of the ship subsidy bill that big 
business had made billions of dollars out of the Public Treasury 
by manipulation of contracts for the building of ships for our 
iieged merchant marine Congress had appropriated more 

han $4,000,000,000 during the war for ships without getting a 
single ship ready for the transport of our troops across the 
Atlantic. Evidence of continued graft and corruption came to 
us in abundance. As a result we decided to fight for the ap- 
pointment of a select committee to investigate the Shipping 
Board. We succeeded. This committee consists of some of the 
best men in Congress, and one of them is the distinguished 
ventieman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper}, for whom we cast 
our votes for Speaker. 

Likewise, big business had made hundreds of millions out 
of the Treasury during the war under the guise of building 
airplanes. Congress had been persuaded to appropriate more 
than a billion dollars for flying machines without succeeding in 
getting a single fighting plane at the front. The corruption 
and graft in this branch of the War Department has been 
scandalous to the extreme. Evidence came to us that the same 
<pecial interests organized as a monopoly that had caused this 
sad chapter in our war history was still potent in securing 
contracts with these air services. As a result, we secured the 
appointment of a select committee to investigate this branch 
of the War Department. It was a hard struggle, but again we 
won. The committee consists of members of excellent char- 
acter, two of whom—Mr. Lampert, of Wisconsin, and Mr. Rep, 
of Illinois—directly represent the progressive group holding 
the balance of power in the House. 

These investigations have already more than justified them- 
selves and will be of inestimable benefit to the people not only 
in putting an end to two enormous wastes of public funds but 
also in developing constructive programs for the upbuilding of 

merchant marine on the sea and in providing an effective fleet 
of airships as a part of our national defense in the air, not 
overlooking the future usefulness of the airplane as a modern 
instrumentality of commerce. 

TAXATION 

Rut for the oppagition of the progressives the Mellon tax 
plan would have succeeded. Systematically since the war big 
business has sought to relieve itself of its just share of the 
burdens of taxation brought upon the American people by the 
profiteers of the World War. In the last Congress big busivess 
succeeded in repealing entirely the excess-profits tax and in 
reducing the higher surtaxes to 50 per cent. The intent of 
the Mellon plan was to further relieve big business of these 
surtaxes by reducing them down to 25 per cent. This was 
carried on under a well-organized, special-interest propaganda 
for so-called tax reduction. 

Early in the session the progressives had worked out the pro- 
gressive tax plan. This was presented to the country and to 
the Congress. We succeeded not only in defeating the effort 
of Mr. Mellon and his big business associates in shifting the 


burden of taxation onto the masses of the people but sec 

for the average taxpayers a reduction of taxes that will er 

please them when they realize what we have done. 

Time will not permit the enumeration and discussion of 

artiy successful efforts to amend the tax bill in many «& 
inheritances, sto k 

ends. undistributed profits, and for the publicity of 
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returns 


In the face of the most skillfully organized propacan.1 
misrepresentation that was ever perpetrated on the Amer 
people by the big special interests, progressives succeeded 
working out a tax reduction based with some degree of su 
ipo justice and equity for the people. 

ADJUSTED COMPENSATION 


Without the support of progressives the adjusted compenss.- 
tion bill for veterans of the World War would have f: 
sig business, under the leadership of Mr. Mellon, fought 
justed compensation with all its might and main. These sar 
special interests who had profiteered out of war to an ext: 
that the world’s history never before had seen equaled bitte 
opposed granting this small degree of adjusted compensation « 
the boys whom these profiteers clamored to have sent across t 
| Sea to insure the collection of their war-gotten gains. The pro- 
| gressives felt that inasmuch as Congress had compelled thes 
young men to leave their occupations for the pitiful sum of § 
per month, risking life, health, and liberty, it was but the pl: 
duty of Congress to heed their demand for some adjustment for 
the injustice that had been done them. At the darkest momen: 
when the Mellon opposition seemed about to triumph, we urge! 
the commander of the Legion to reply to the Mellon propagan: 
and to appeal to all Legion posts to back up their demand for 
justice. The commander responded, made the appeal, and ths 
Legion posts were heard from in every portion of the land 
While the President, under Mr. Mellon's advice, saw fit t 
veto the bonus bill, Congress overwhelmingly passed it over the 
President’s objection, every progressive voting not only for the 
original bill but also to override the President’s veto. Big 
business cheered the soldier going to France to fight for the 
protection of their war contracts but sneered at the soldie 
when asked to pay a small portion of the huge profits of thes: 
| War contracts for adjusted compensation. 
GEEMAN RELIEF 
One of these veterans of the World War, the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FisH], introduced a resolution to provide relief 
for the starving women and children of Germany tn the form 
of foodstuffs. One of the witnesses and advocates of this meas- 
ure before the Foreign Affairs Committee was General Allen 
in charge of the American troops during the occupation of the 
Rhine. It was urged by progressives that this was not only th: 
duty of America in keeping with her wealth and historic char- 
| acter, but would be most potent in doing away with hate, sus- 
picion, and feelings of revenge for the future. In fact, this 
relief would do more for promoting peace in the world than al! 
| the millions spent for preparedness for war on land and sea 
Every progressive in the House voted for this humanitarian 
measure. It passed the House but failed in the Senate during 
the closing days of the session. Big business opposed this relief 
strenuously. It was also opposed by a narrow, selfish, sectional- 
ism, and by an appeal to the angry passions that were en- 
gendered during the war. Big business is Bourbon blind; it 
thinks only in terms of violence and hate, and does not respond 
to the nobler emotions of the human heart. 
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 


But for the support of the progressives the Federal Trade 
Commission would have been both hamstrung and starved. 
This agency of the Government has remained faithful to the 
best interests of the people. It so happened that a number of 
progressive-minded men were appointed originally on this com- 
mission whose duty it is to investigate and report upon the 
| practices of monopolies that restrain or interfere with the free 
| dom of competition. The commission has faithfully investigated 
and reported on these monopoly practices, but the Attorney Gen- 
eral has refused to prosecute the criminals. The representa- 
tives of big business in the House and Senate, and recently the 
President, has tried to destroy the usefulness for the people 
of this body. Certain amendments were proposed, and the usual 
appropriations cut down in order to hamstring or starve the 
commission. The progressives appointed a special committee 
to do its utmost to protect the commission from this attack. 
In this we were very successful. However, the President has 
recently made an appointment which may prove to be the turn- 
ing over to big business of this agency designed to protect the 
people against the evil practices of monopolies. 
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ALASKAN FISHERIES 
The Delegate from Alaska, Mr. DAN SUTHERLAND, is & mem- 


her of the progressive group. He revealed to us by indisputable | 


proof that the fisheries of Alaska had been turned over by 
Secretary of Commerce, Mr. Hoover, to the big packing interests 
ff Chieago and the West. These packers controlled the so-called 
salmon canneries, who were given all kinds of fishing privileges 
it the expense of the people of Alaska. 

We assisted him in getting his complaint before the American 
.ople, not only in speeches made in Congress but in articles 
repared by the great news gathering associations. We also 
elped him get a bill out of the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, which was passed by the House and Senate, 


| 


j 
| 
| 


relieving the people of Alaska to a large degree of these fishing 


monopolies, 
BLOOM ELECTION CONTEST CASB 

rhe progressives have also had a conspicuous part in protect- 
ing Members elected to the House from loss of their seats. The 
most notable of these was the Bloom election case. Mr. BLoom’s 
eat was contested by Mr. Chandler, of New York, who origi- 

ily had been a Roosevelt follower but had become one of the 
-tanchest of regulars. Although defeated at the elections, he 


made an incessant campaign in Congress to unseat his Demo- | 


atic opponent. Every kind of pressure was brought to bear 
upon the Republican membership by the Republican regulars to 

e Mr. Chandler the contested seat in the House. It was 
harged that the purpose was to unseat Mr. Broom, a Democrat, 
ind to seat Mr. Chandler, a Republican, in order to turn the 
electoral vote of New York into the Republican column in the 

ent of the election of President by the House. The New York 
delegation is now Democratic by one vote. But this steal of a 
sent was defeated by progressives who had carefully studied the 
precedents of the House and the results of the elections in that 
congressional district. 

CAPE COD CANAL 


No better illustration can be given of the exploitation of the | 


l’ublic Treasury in the interest of big business than is afforded 

the Cape Cod Canal bill. 

big-business financiers in New York, under the leadership of 
\ugust Belmont, had made a poor investment by securing pos- 
session of this Cape Cod Canal. So unprofitable had it been 
that the stock was worse than worthless and the bonds could 
ot be floated upon the market. These financiers then conceived 
the plan of unloading this bit of “ busted” big business on Uncle 
Sam. In this purpose they were aided by Mr. John W. Weeks 
hen he was in the United States Senate and afterwards by the 
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behalf of the Howell-Barkley bill repealing the Labor Board 
and supported by progressives of all parties; the committee was 
discharged and the bill brought up in the House for considera- 





|} tion, Thereupon the regulars, under the instigation of the rail 


way executives, began a determined filibuster to defeat it, but 
failed utterly to do more than obstruct {ts passage. Owing to 
the adjournment of Congress the bill is still pending, but holds 
its prominent place on the discharge calendar 

Progressives also instituted a discharge motion to bring up 
the consideration of a bill to reduce freight rates by revising 
section 15a of the Esch-Cummins Act. As soon as the Howell 
Barkley bill is out of the way we expect to push the legisla 
tion for the relief of the producer on the farm and the consumer 
in the city. 

These measures illustrate not only the facts stated, that the 
regulars in the House hold power by virtue of their control of 
committees and their vicious use of parliamentury rules, but 
that they represent the big business interests that send them 
to Congress, in this instance the railroad corporations backed 
by the great banking houses of Wall Street, who own or control 
the country’s railway systems 

BANKERS’ BILI. 

Speaking of the bankers of Wall Street naturally brings up 
the consideration of the MeFadden bill for the relief of the 
bankers in the Federal reserve system. This bill is a special 
interest and special-privilege measure through and through 
Among other bad provisions it not only grants to these banks 
who now have charters running for 100 years the privilege of 
holding them in perpetuity but also extends the vicious principle 
of branch banking. Progressives have appointed a committee 


| to fight this bill as energetically as possible. The representa- 


tive of the progressives on the Committee on Rules opposed the 


| granting a rule for its consideration, but big business got its 
| rule readily for the consideration of a measure like this bill 


ame gentleman as Secretary of War. It is a long story and | 


has been told in detail in speeches that are in the Recorp. 
Progressives opposed this steal unanimously, but because Mr. 


elmont is a Democrat the leaders of that party put up only a | 


feigned opposition to the measure, many of them joining in this 
iid on the Treasury in order to secure “ pork” for various dis- 
tricts in the rivers and harbors bill. Thus this deal went 


irough the House by a small majority. The cost of this Cape | 


Cod Canal job would be $11,500,000 upon the purchase of the 
canal, but would cost upward of $50,000,000 to make it fit for 
commeree and then would be used largely to furnish free toll 
fov the vessels of these special interests who had originally 
invested in the canal. Because of the fight made upon this job 
in the House the Senate held this bill in committee to the end of 
the session. No doubt an effort will be made by these big- 
business interests to put it through Congress after the elections. 
It will be interesting to learn whether Mr. Coolidge will sign 
or veto the Cape Cod Canal bill, in view of his veto of the 
soldier pension bills. 
RAILROAD LEGISLATION 

Progressives had an opportunity to demonstrate the need of 
the new discharge rule in forcing consideration of legislation in 
the interest of the railroad workers. One of the most grievous 
evils of the Esch-Cummins Act was the establishment of a Rail- 
road Labor Board. This has functioned in a way to disgust 
the railroad employer, the railway employee, and the public 
alike, but it has been especially distasteful to the railway 
brotherhoods. One of the wisest, fairest, and most effective 
measures ever presented on the subject was prepared by the 
railway brotherhoods to abolish the Labor Board. This bill 
was largely made up of past railway legislation, such as the 
Erdman Act, the Newlands Act, and the best portions of title 8 
of the Esch-Cummins Act, perfectly fair to the railway car- 
riers and to the public, as well as to the railway brotherhoods, 
Progressives supported it cheerfully. Hearings were refused by 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce presided 
over by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Wrnstow]}. 


Thereupon the new progressive discharge motion was filed in ' 
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extending branch banking and granting perpetual charters to 
banks, as it did to consider the Belmont-Winslow Cape Cod 
Canal bill. However, the regulars in the House feared to press 
the passage of this bankers’ bill during the closing days of the 
session, and so it is one of the first to be considered after the 
elections. We realize, however, that it will be difficult, then 
to prevent the enactment of this so-called relief for the bankers 
who set up the cry that their Federal banking interests are in 
danger because of the rivalry of State branch banks and Liberal 
State charters 
FARM L&GISLATION 

All real farmer-relief legislation failed Progressives are 
the sincere champions of legislation for relief of the farmer 
Unfortunately, they had not sufficient representation on com- 
mittees that consider such relief and are handicapped by the 
rules of the House. Every form of farm relief was given 
consideration by us at our meetings, but the so-called McNary 
Haugen bill was given right of way by the regulars in the 
Agricultural Committee. We knew that it could not pass 
We knew that it was not the intention of the regulars to per 
mit it to pass. It served to block the way of any real farmers’ 
relief legislation. But, as it was defeated during the closing 
days of the session, there was not time for working out ef 
fective relief for the farmer. A meeting of progressive Mem 
bers of the House and Senate was called before adjournment 
in order to see, as a bast resort, if something could be worked 
out, but it was soon apparent that in the event of adjourn 
ment being decided upon by the regulars in control of both 
branches of Congress there would be no opportunity for further 


| farm legislation. Progressives therefore resisted adjournment 


in both House and Senate until farm relief was had, but the 
regulars of both political parties united in forcing an adjourn- 
ment. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The foregoing résumé of the record made by the progres- 
sives in the House during the past session is most gratifying 
Our success exceeded by far our hope. We not only prevented 
reactionary legislation, we promoted’ many progressive meas 
ures. 

Every member of the progressive group goes home happy 
in the realization that he has not only made a good record 
for himself as a faithful representative of the people but is 
also mightily pleased with the knowledge that he will meet 
with only smiles of approval on the countenances of his con 
stituents. Not one progressive goes back fearful of defeat 

We are well aware that Congress is being condemned by 
some well-known spokesmen—in and out of the press-—-who 
represent the interests of big business. Gary, of the United 
States Steel Corporation, has declared that “the worst thing 
we have is our American Congress.” This remark by the head 


monet 1 Gye ger mya 


Ngiheer cert te ener tof 5 eae 


eon (eileen 








ist is regarded by progressives as highly com 
received the approval of the Steel Trust 

tld have met with the disapproval of the people. Mr. 
Gary spe for bi¢ business at the head of one of the greatest 
monepolies in the world under the complete control of the 


i ' . 
miimenia riael| we 
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e have almost every conceivable enterprise that is 
rie? on anywhere in the world. 

The pendulum now seems to have swung tee much to ¢t} 
other extreme, and instead of our following their lead a: 
considering primary the civil and relicious development of th 
country, our primary purpose now seems to be the develop- 
ment of its physical resources. 

I am persuaded that we shall never be able to attain to tha:+ 
standard of civilization that might be ours until we have, to 
degree at least, returned to the faith of our fathers. It seems 
to me that the domestic peace and welfare are grounded in that 
faith. It was in that faith that onr Nation was conceived ar 
brought forth, and if by that faith it was brought forth, it 
by that faith that it must live and achieve its highest destiny 

There are sections of our country that are suitable for cer- 
tain particular pursuits, sections where manufacturing is the 
logical pursuit, sections where mining takes precedence over 
all others, sections where agriculture holds sway. and so on 
all down the line of our industries, and there should be n 
quarrel among them. One section should not undertake to take 
advantage of another section to advance its own developmen:, 


| but all should work together in peace and harmony. 


I ne yvori« | 

; why Mr. Gary Is peeved at Congress. Some 

of us remember that a score of years back the United States | 
Steel Corporation was the most potent power behind the Honse | 
erganizatio rhe representative of the Steel Trust from 
Pitteburch, Mr. Daizell, held a dominating place on the gov- 
erning nmittee of the House. He was at the steering wheel 
n In the Senate Standard Ofl was all 
powerfu the person of the chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee, Senater Aldrich, of Rhode Island. During the ses 
wl: just terminating the influence of the Steel Corporation 
n House his been near zero: and oil, whether Standard or 
not, has completely lost its grip on the Senate. In fact, instead 
of Standard Of running the Senate the Senate has been going 
| crowd. No wonder Gary and Doheny de- 
( ,’ he rst thing we have is our American Con- 
gr “<. i 
Looking over a peried of nearly 20 years of service in the | 


House, it is my considerate conclusion that this Cengress ex- 
eels all others in high eharacter, not merely for the reason of 
its resisting well-organized special-interest propaganda of mis- 
as to pending legisiation but more particularily 
most zealously to get at the truth of 
reference to mismanagement and graft in the 


representation 
hecanse it has soucht 
things with 


| tives than that. 


executive departments of the Government, the like of which | 


has net been surpassed in the entire history ef our country. 

Chis Congress has net only a record unequaled for its resist- 
ance of the forces of evil in public life that sought special privi- 
lege in legislation, it has also taken advance ground in pre- 
moting the public good. 


Finally, it has been the freest, the most independent, and the 
least subservient Congress in my long experience as a legis- 


lator. 
hy refusing to wear party shackles have unshackled Congress, 
as we earnestly hope to unshackle the people of our country. 

Whatever may be the sacrifices that we have been or shal! 
he called upen to make—and it has not been an easy or a 
pleasant task to defy the party machine—we have resolved that 
having put our hands to the plow we shall go through to the 
end of the road, confident that our cause is right, fer it is the 
common cause of all the people of our country. 

Let them misrepresent us as “radicals.” This only reveals 
that we are right. We see no virtue in compromises on prin- 
ciple or the publie good. They now deneunce blocs in Con- 
We know that big business had had for a seore of years 
in the House and Senate a well-organized, thoroughly trained, 
and skillfully manipulated fmancial blee. 
sought to protect the people from 


cress, 


further exploitation by 


The progressives, who have held the balance of power, | 


Now that we have | 


uniting our efforts as progressives to that patriotic purpose, | 


big business, which has so long ruled Congress, rages and 
gnashes its teeth in hypocritical horror at blocs, realizing with 
fear that its riotous reign of shameless profiteering may be 
over in Congress and the country, as we fondly hope and 
fervently pray, forever. 


THE “ BLOC” SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT 


Mr. COLE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe in the so- 
called “ blee” system of government. When our fathers hade 
adieu to their loved homes in Burope, severed the thousand 
natural ties that bound them thereto, braved the terrors of the 
treacherous seas, landed on the bleak Atlantic coast, pushed 
out into the wide forests, and after years of suffering and 
strife, turmoil and war established here the highest type of 
government of which the mind of man, aided by Divinity, is able 
to conceive, they did not have in mind se much the material 
resources of the country as they did the civil and religious wel- 
fare of themselves and their children. 

The sweeping plains, the beundless forests, the majestic 
streams, the sublime mountains, the variegated climate, and all 
the wonderful material resources of the country, while essential 
to development such as they were seeking, were not by them 
eonsidered to be primary, but were secondary in character. 

In that far day there was practically but one industry in the 
country, and that was agriculture; but as the Nation grew in 
population and extended in area it became apparent that all 
eould not live by agriculture alone. The sustenance of the 
people made necessary the diversifying ef our industries, 


Hence the industries of the country began to multiply, until 


I do not agree that the farmer is solely interested in th« 
development of his farm. I ascribe to him much loftier mo- 
While, of course, he is primarily imtereste: 
in the development of his farm and that which it produces, he 
yet understands that all that he has, and all that he can hope to 
be, is dependent upon the imtegrity of the Nation that gives 
him seeurity. This is true also of all the other imdustries. or 
at least should be. 

The tree can net live without its branches and leaves. The 
leaves can not live without the trunk and branches. Th: 
branches can not live without the leaves and trunk. The trunk 
can not live without the branches and leaves, each having its 
definite function to perform, yet all working together, being 
necessary for the life and grewth of the tree So it is with 
our Government. These different sections supporting the vari- 
ous industries, each performing a separate function, are yet 
dependent upon one another for life and development. 

There should be no manufacturers’ bloc, there should be no 
labor bloe, there should be no farmer bloc, because, since they 
are interdependent, for their full strength and growth thiey 
should work together rather than undertake to work independ. 
ently. 

I feel that a great many of these unfortunate issues are 
raised by ambitious Congressmen, rather than through demands 
made upen them by their constituencies. I do net mean to say 
that a Congressman is net often in a position of advantage. 
where he may know what is better for his constituents than 
they themselves do, but the trouble is that the constituents are 
given eredit for a great many things that they knew nothing 
abont until they were revealed to them by the Congressman. 

The whole world is groaning under the burdens of material- 
ism. And while I realize that no moral advancement can be 
made except in conjunction with material development, yet w 


| are stressing the material too much and the moral not enough. 


Let us abandon the “ bloes ” and domestic strife, return to the 
faith of our fathers, and thus insure to our children and our 
children's children that the United States of America has really 
taken its “place in the sun”; that this Nation, founded upon 
the broad basis of liberty and equality, this Nation, that loosed 
the bands of royalty and crowned each private citizen a king; 
this Nation, that rent the curtain of aristocracy and paved the 
way for the lowly to rise, shail, like the grand old “ship of 
state,” continue to sail on, breast heroically the tides of oppres- 
sion and tyranny, of domestic strife and turmoil and foreign 
misunderstandings, and finally weigh anchor in the harbor of 
the highest possible attainments toward governmental perfee- 
tion. 
FINANCIAL ANGLE OF M’NARY-HAUGEN BILL 


Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, if the McNary-Haugen bil! 
had been enacted into law and it had been neeessary to raise 
by taxation the $200,000,000 to finanee it, the four Middle At- 
lantic States, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, 
would bave had to bear nearly 50 per cent of this burden. In 
other words, these four States would have contributed a sum 
equal to that of the other 44 States whether the taxes were 
derived from individual, corporation, or estate taxes, as the 
following tables, all based on the latest Treasury statistics, 
will show. 

In other words, if the MeNary-Haugen plan had been carried 
out, the four States of New York, New Jersey, Ohio, and 
Pennsylvania, with 8 Senators and 113 Representatives, a wta! 
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There have been several proposals made by minority Mem- 
bers of this House that were worthy of consideraiion. Any 
one of them, if emacied, would bave aflorded a measure « 
relief. But they were Democratic 
were unacceptable. 

The Curtis-Aswell bill, embedying the Yoakum plan, offers 
at comparatively small cost a great marketing system. And 
if any man in America has made a sane and exhaustive study 
of farm needs, B. F. Yoakum has. My able young colleazue, 
JOHN KANKIN, Of Mississippi, has proposed a tariff resolution 
that would stimulate our export trade in farm products and re- 
duce prices on What the farmer has to buy. And the Lowrey- 
Dial bill would unquestionably have done much to restore our 
foreign makets to us and raise the price of wheat and cotton by 
encouraging the demand for them. This last bill, in the forn 
of the Dial resolution, was favorably reported out by the Senate 
Committee on Agriculture, and has been called up for discus- 
sion. There are those of us who hoped that if Congress held 
on for a week or so yet it could be put through. But it, too, has 
been caught in the ruthless jam brought on by the administra- 
tion’s demand for adjournment. 

Certainly the passage of these three measures, all of them 
championed chiefly by minerity Members, would have given 
the farmer a large measure of relief and at little expense to 
the taxpayer. They were all safe and sane propositions, not 
tainted by socialistic demand for price-fixing and governmental 
control. However, the attitude of the President and his party 
seemed to be: We do not know what to do ourselves, but you 


‘a 


preposals and, as such, 


may be very sure we are not going to ask your advice. 


Perhaps it is just as well, Mr. Speaker, because any plan put 


| through under this Republican administration must, by the 


| very nature of things, have been temporary. 
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THE AGRICULTURAL SITUATION AND THE REPUBLICAN PARTY 


Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Speaker, Congress has definitely deter- 
mined to adjourn without passing farm-relief legislation. There 
are many of us who believed this course to be wrong and who 
very earnestly voted against the adjournment. We would have 
stayed here all summer, had it been necessary, so long as there 
was any hope of beneficial action. 

The tragedy of the situation is that the party in power has 
wasted weeks of precious time on measures that were doomed 
to defeat from the beginning, because they were socialistic in 
nature and of very doubtful value. These were measures 
which we are now given in a general way to understand the 
President would have vetoed had they passed. 

The President could have saved these weeks and opened the 
way for something worth while if he had given us to under- 
stand this sooner. If the bill proposed was unacceptable to 
him, it was clearly his duty to say so and to advise the 
leaders of his party in framing a new measure which would 
be acceptable. Time and again he has proclaimed it one of 
the great tasks of his administration to bring relief to agri- 
eulture. He has talked in all sorts of fervent generalities. 
And there he has quit. When he has been asked for definite 
proposals on agricultural relief he has replied, we are told, 
that he believed Congress ought to work out legislation with- 
out interference from the Executive. Obviously this was 
because he had nothing to suggest. When he has had sug- 
gestions to make on other measures he has not been held back 
by any great regard for the prerogative of Congress. On the 
tax bill and on immigration he displayed no such attitude. He 
did not wait, then, to see what we were going to do up here at 
the Capitol before he declared himself. Instead, he ex- 
pressed himself vigorously, and sometimes admirably, and 
once or twice defiantly. He brought every pressure at his 
command to bear to cause Congress to do what he desired. 
Despite his name of “ Silent Cal,” on this farm situation alone 
has he been silent. 

Mr. Speaker, I doubt whether in the history of the country a 
more astounding lack of opinion and decision has been dis- 
played toward a major issue by the Chief Executive. With the 
country relying on him for leadership and his own party 
pleading with him for an idea, he has had no idea to give 
them. 


The Republican 
Party can not give real relief to agriculture without violating 
the fundamental tenets on which it has built its power. No 
wonder that the President and his party leaders were helpless 
to bring forth a constructive proposition. Had they done that 
we would have had the astounding spectacle of the Grand Old 
Party deserting its makers and masters. the barons of protective 
tariff and selfish nationalism. ; 

For there is absolutely no hope of restoring permanent and 
sound agricultural prosperity so long as the farmer is forced 
to buy the necessities of life on a plane of high cost created by 
a protective tariff, and so long as he is cut off from the Euro- 
pean markets, where in former years he sold half his cotton 
and one-third of his grain. 

The Republican Party has never fooled the southern farmer 
on this. I am not sure that it has ever fooled the western 
farmer. But somehow or other it has succeeded at times in 
helding the vote of the western farmer in spite of its traditional 
policy which was so inimical to his best interests. 

We have simply bad to go along until the unrelenting pres- 
sure of economic law should bring these western farmers to our 
side. It is very evident that the time has come when they no 
longer can be fooled. We may be mistaken, but there are some 
of us who are very thoroughly convinced that Democracy is 
about to come into its own. Under its sound leadership Con- 
gress will become again the servant of the interests of the whole 
people and not of the chosen few. 

We will have a tariff law that will be reasonable and just. 
Under it the farmer will be able te buy on a plane proximate 
to the plane on which he must sell. He will not longer have 
to carry on his back the burden of pampered industry, as well 
as his own burden. Industry will carry itself, as we may be 
sure it is abundantly able to do. We will have a situation that 
will make agriculture and industry brothers in a common 
prosperity, instead of a situation which antagonizes and dis- 
criminates. 

More than this, the greatest crime ever perpetrated against 
the American farmer in a measure will be rectified. It is im- 
possible to recall all the suffering and loss that has flowed 
directly from the act of the Republican Party when it assas- 
sinated Woodrow Witson five years ago. Humanity here and 
abroad has paid a terrific price, and the American farmer has 
berne more than his share. Had sane steps been taken to 
restore world conditions at the end of the war, cotten and 
wheat for these three years would have brought top prices, 
not bottom prices. The world seeking to rehabilitate itself 
would have bought largely and would have paid handsomely. 

But instead, as the direct result of the actions of the party 
which is now in power, the world ‘has gone on in suffering and 
misunderstanding. Economic conditions have steadily become 
worse. Burope has ceased to buy because, with the prolonged 


derangement of its systems, it has been unable to buy. Instead 
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redit there has been discredit; instead of confidence there 
heen suspicion; instead of cooperation there has been 
ving and confusion. 

No wonder the President and his party leaders have been 
less. They are the victims of their own system. They are 
ng what they have sown. And perhaps it is just as well 
this Congress should pass no temporary, inconclusive 
sure, for it thereby insures that real relief, when it does 


e, will come in a more positive and thorough fashion, 
THE M’NARY-HAUGEN BILL AND PROHTBITION 
Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Speaker, in offering various 


.dments to the pending Agricultural bill 1 had in mind 
omplishing a benefit for the rural districts without working 
hardship on the city folks, and all within our power under 
Constitution. 

advocates of the McNary-Haugen bill boldly stated it 


a price-fixing bill, with assurances that as far as the 
tie markets were concerned the prices were to be hich 
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is far as the foreign markets were considered American 
cts were to be sold lower. The farmer by charging 
an city workers more could charge the foreign workers | 
rhis was the farm bloc’s way of meeting an emergency. 
| regency legislation affecting the cost of living has always 


justified on reduction features and as well on the theory 

eral benefit against benefit. The McNary- 

n bill was class benefit and for general damage 

its requirement of an initial subscription of 
» Government for the capital stock of the “ United States 
ultural Corporation,” the corporation created by the bill, 
| have depressed a country struggling against existing 

tax burdens. 

e emergency justifying the bill could have been cured in 

‘ways than by the elaborate extravagance of the measure. 

It seemed to me that prohibition had something to do with 
farmer’s plight. The brewing industry had been a good 

r of the farmer. 


us class 


‘or 
fo 


custome The following table gives some idea 
ot hat the farmer lost by Volsteadism as far as fermented 


rs were concerned: 


faterials weed in the production of fermented liquors in the United 
States, years ending June 30, 1915, 1916, and #N 
Compiled by the Bureau of Crop Estimates, United States Depart- 


ment of Agriculture, from records of the Office of Internal Revenue, 











| 
$200,000,000 | 
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gress, second session, the farmer may 1 how much the 
| brewers took of his products. Mr. Ran sets forth: 

Mr. Speaker, there ts before the House the report of disagreement 
between the House and Senate conf ‘ ‘ i ‘ ice of 
wheat. The House stands for $2.20 and 3 upon 
$2.50 wheat. 

Phe assurance which it is pr d to give t ! t price 
which he shall recel) for his w it, of ¢ I t the 
food supply of the « try S la 5 1 the 
effort to assure a suf nt food supply ' 
of the ad whea 

The Food Administ 1 want \ I 
tration n by one stroke of a pen i 4 O00,f id 
daily and fails to t ast s M I t ni 
to an avalanche of demands that | Sa ! i y \ " 
wrote the following use 

In 1916 e was 1 fi ’ 
manu ‘ ‘ I I x ! t 
60,000,000 hels of 15,000, n vd 

wut Ooo t els < it ‘ i e that 
the ecor i niage to b ¢ ned ym e pre tion of 
the nranufacture of beer relates al ! ely to the question 
of savi 60,000 0 j 1 be milled to 
60 per cent of its food va and prod ts pound | t of I \ 
bread duy for 6,000,000 peopl 

Since the above ter was sent t y M I is written 
me under date of January 22, 1918 

‘Dear Congressmen Randall: In the administ n of the f l 
bill we hay reduced t foodstuffs ed rewlng by 3O p 
cent I hope that by ¢t order there 1 e effected a say 
of approximate! 18,000,000 iels of 

i j y jy rs, 
“ Tipe I ' 

It will be seen at a glance that, f Mr. Hoover's own figures 
the brewers are still permitted to use 42,000,000 bushels of barley, 
more than 10,06 MO bu I { rn i Than £,000,000 
bushels of rice annually The marley alone willl make more than 
$4,000,000 pounds of bread daily 

About 8,000 square miles of American farm lands were at 
one time devoted to the production of barley for brewers says 
k. C. Horst, an American farmet. 

I proposed in my amendments to the McNary-Haugen Act to 
permit the farmers to raise the ingredients of beer and cider 


to be processed by the farmers’ corporation, the profits of the 


| operation to go to farm relief, and to contribute to the ratio 


rreasury Department] 
Unit of July 1, 1914, | July 1, 1915, | July 1, 1916, 
Material a ntit * to to to 
Pe June 30, 1915 | Jane 30, 1916 | June 30, 1917 
Malt... .wscesessasosensoss| Bushels.......| 62,991,856 | 57,683,970 67, 931, 577 
aentiliitiaialialitiacesitagtiassily Pounds ....... 38, 839, 204 37, 451, 610 $1, 958, 753 
ptiihie tana Be |} 167,750,177 | 141, 249, 292 125, 632, 269 
( r cerealine._...... Beas A iataiientet | 604, 890, 901 650, 745, 703 | 666, 401, 619 
( sugar or maltose. eo | 62,079,621 | 54, 934, 621 63, 213, 698 
( i 4 . ee | Gallons....... 7, 185, 563 | 2, 742, 854 6, 557, 260 | 
Grit acnwm da icasd | Pownds -- = 116, 619,510 | 109,371,482 | 193, 263, 640 | 
Other materials... .......| Bushels_...... 484, 641 | 72, 355 | 180, 436 
DO sisctessie shellac beac | Gallons. ...... | 6, 630 19, 112 | 16, 656 
eS Pounds ....... | 68, 880, 530 24, 756, 974 17, 573, 893 
Total, all items | | } | 
estimated.......-. Pounds. ...._.'3, 274, 261, 921 |3, 004, 754, 590 3, 477, 526, 330 
Those who, prior to prohibition had raised barley where 


they now raise too much wheat are especial sufferers because 
of the Volstead Act. Hon. SypNey ANpDERSON indicated the 
extent of the farmer's interest in the brewing business when 


he stated to the House of Representatives Committee on Agri- | 


culture, on August 2, 1912, that— 

There are to-day 8,000,000 acres of land in this country under 
cultivation in barley. The barley crop last year was 139,000,000 
bushels, and the estimate this year is about 160,000,000 bushels. 


The production of beer in this country amounts to nearly 2,000,000,000 
gallons annually, a per capita consumption of about 20 gallons. I 
mierely mention these facts as an indication of the magnitude of the 
business. The brewers some years ago issued a propaganda to induce 
the farmers of the Northwest to engage in barley growing in order 
that they would have a sufficient supply of that product to manufacture 
beer, 
there is practically no market for it except such as comes from its 
use in making beer—are entitled to have the termr “beer” defined. 


In an extension of remarks by Hon. Charles H. Randall in 


I feel that the farmers who have gone into barley raising—and | 


the ConGressieonaL Recoxp, volume 56, part 12, Sixty-fifth Con- ' 


price that excess over present price that the consumer would 
otherwise pay if the bill were law. The legislators from 
rural districts preferred to fight about what bill should become 


he 


law, or in which bill was the most votes to consider my sug 
gestions which I offered as constructive propositions. It is 
worthy to note that lecturers have grown rich declaring for 


Volsteadism, while farmers have grown poor because of it 


Prohibition and Volsteadism are different. Prohibition is 


aimed at intoxicating liquors; Volsteadism bars nonintoxi 
ecants. Volsteadism says that one-half of 1 per cent alcohol 
by volume is an intoxicating content. No court or scientist 
has said that. It is well within our constitutional powers to 


permit 2.75 per cent beer and help the farmer. 
mitted to the Judiciary Committee of the House: 

The court held in the national reported in 253 
U. S. 350, and in the Jacob Ruppert v. Caffy case, reported In 251 WU. S. 
264, that Congress might define intoxicants by generic terms, fixing an 
arbitrary content regardless of the fact of its intoxicating possibilities. 
So Congress in order to food has fixed the 
familiar terms with a low alcoholic content. 


As I 


have sub- 


prohibition cases, 


conserve intoxicants by 


These decisions leave us free to raise the content up to the 
point of possibility of intoxication, and the Government admitted 
that 2.75 per cent beer was not intoxicating, for in the argument 
on the Volstead Act before the Supreme Court on November 21, 
1919, Assistant Attorney General Frierson said: 

I admit that a man can not drink 29 per cent beer in such quantities 
as to intoxicate 


Moreover, the judgment of the American people is swinging 
toward moderation, as the Literary Digest poll on the prohibi- 
tion question forcibly developed. Hion. William Jennings Bryan 
has said of this poll: 

The poll which the Literary Digest is 
legitimate fairly conducted, rare illustration of journal- 
istic enterprise * * * Nothing except ballots east by all the voters 
can give the exact sentiment, and of course 
an election. 


making is not only entirely 


and but is a 


that is impossible without 
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vi f n of Kansas and O| ma the country is opposed to Volsteadism, as a retabulation of the poll shows: 
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Indicates majorities 


66.6 per cent is a 2 to 1 vote; 60 per cent is a 3 to 2 vote. 


It is time the hard-headed American farmers woke up to the | 
fact that they are being fooled by a lot of circus men posing | 


as dry leaders. No farm relief bill is in sight because country 
legislators think the farmers will be satisfied with their dry 
The McNary-Haugen bill would have carried in the 
House with a 2} per cent beer amendment, and it would have 
brought prosperity to the farmer without gouging the consumer. 
The farmer has paid a heavy economic price for a question- 
able moral victory. The farmer will not be able to pay his 
mortgage with a cop) 
ington, which Admiral Plunkett thought was the wettest city 
in America. 


speeches. 


The denial of 2} per cent beer hurts the farmer and the | 
temperate city workman, but it elects dry-voting farmer Con- | 


gressmen, who will not pass a farm bill; it buys automobiles 
for bootleggers; it puts gems on the wives of Canadian farmers 
and buys cigarettes for dry lecturers who stop off at Chau- 
tauquas between drinks. 

Lord Birkenhead, a keen observer of American conditions, 
writing for the Hearst papers, has this to say of the results of 
prohibition: 


of a dry speech sent out from Wash- | 





STUPENDOUS PROFITS 

The result is that the drink trade is to-day enthroned in greater 
strength and hardly less wealth than before, though its activities have 
been driven to illegitimate and subterranean channels. And just 
because the profits of this trade are so stupendous those who carry it 
on prefer the existing system, with all its risks, to the doubtful chance 
of reversion to the old practice. And for this reason they are most 
formidable, if they are the most silent, allies of prohibition in the 
United States of America. 

Consumers are not to blame for agricultural conditions. The 
blame is on farmer legislators who will not be reasonable on 
farm legislation or on the Volstead Act. 

The farmers may be glad to know that one captain of indus- 
try is satisfied with prohibition. Senator THomas Srertine, of 


South Dakota, was glad to inform the Senate that Isaac F. 
North, president of the American Soda Fountain, Co., said: 

Looking at prohibition from a purely economic standpoint, I think 
that all employers of labor, regardless of their personal opinion, will 
agree that it has been beneficial both to the workmen and business ; but 
in my estimation the moral effect of it outweighs the economic side 
and is of vastly more importance to the country at large. 
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rHE BATTLE OF LEXINGTON AND CONCORD COMMISSION 


\ir. BLACK of New York. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted 

extend my remarks in the Recoxp I include a speech which I 

vered at the annual spring dinner of the Brace Memorial 

ysboys’ Home of New York, under the auspices of its super- 
ident, William Lewis Butcher, held April 19, 1924: 

1 October 12, 1492, to April 19, 1775, America welcomed the ad- 

strong, the oppressed, and the wronged. 


ous, the g 
d's gift to open up to all m 


America was 
America was a 





t region in G n. 


2nd God made it such for those whom He loved. So to America 
those who would serve God and man Ilope was the pilot of 
s, courage the power of Father Marquette, and freedom the | 
ss of the Mayflower, Freedom, courage, and hope, all these re 
1 into Americans by God. | 
for 283 long, dreary, rs freedom, courage, and hope 
ing Americans. prepared to hold that liberty 





w hardy from a fri 


lute the birth of a free country 


On April 19, 1775, a shot was 


: . 
, a model for a world of free | 





| 
England had known liberty and wanted to know It forever. 
England ruled itself through its town meetings and through its 
who were men of New England. The people of New England 
peaceful, home ruling, and devout. Old England had forgotten | 
New England until some Englishmen suddenly decided that | 
ca would be a fruitful source of revenue for English politicians. 
they could crente new places. So England began taxing A 





nt English politicians over here to take the place of Ame n 
s. England tried to break up the town meetings. England tried 
tall a royal jury system here. Cases were sent to England to be 
which should have been tried here. 
! through this the Americans only protested. True, their protests 
t s took extreme forms, as in the case of the Boston tea party 
the case of the New York tea party. In 1774 the vigilance com 
e of New York City boarded the ship Lendon and threw 18 pounds | 
xable tea into the sea off Sandy Hook. Christopher Gadsden, of | 
1 Carolina, stated a most emphatic declaration of independence | 
1 he wrote to Boston, “ Don’t pay for an ounce of their damned 
General Gage was sent to Boston to enforce the English laws 
collect the American taxes. 
1usetts, through its house of representatives, in 1774 au 
ed and organized the Minute Men. Samuel Adams and John 
] k, President of the Provincial Congress, were the outstanding 
ts of New England, and on April 18, 1775, English troops were | 
ut from Boston to capture Adams and Hancock, who were at 
I ston, and to destroy the patriots’ munition stores which were at 
rd. Three patriots were dispatched to warn the Minute Men, 
Major Dawes, Samuel Prescott, and Paul Revere. Longfellow has the 
landlord say in the Tales of the Wayside Inn in describing the Ride of 


Paul Revere 


“And yet through the gloom and the light 
The fate of a nation was riding that night.” 





Thus was Lexington warned; thus was America born Laxington 
is been called the Thermopyla of America, and it was consecrated to 
ew race of wartyrs. 

‘ixty patriots stood on the green at Lexington under their officers 
ou the morning of April 19, 1775, as the English, numbering about 1,200 
appeared. The patriots were a regularly organized militia under the 
law and so subject to the command of their officers. It was a time of 
peace, but their muskets were loaded. They prepared no defenses and 
did not intend to attack, but they were in line because the English 
were coming. The Americans knew that these English troops had 
killed citizens of Boston, and that Parliament had just passed an act 
permitting English troops to kill Americans without being tried for 
murder. The Americans were assembled to stop the English greed that 
had called down upon America the stamp tax, the tea tax, the Boston 
port bill, which clesed the harbor of Boston and starved its people, the | 
military act, and the restraining act, all of which were known as the 
regulating act. Exasperated by these oppressions, Lexington had | 
written to Boston, “ We trust in God that should the state of our | 
affairs require it we will sacrifice our estates and everything we hold | 
dear in life, yea even life itself, in the common cause.” 

Whittier bas said of these wen of Lexington: 


“No maddening thirst for blood had they, 
No battle joy was theirs who set 
Against the alien bayonet 

Their homespun breasts in that old day.” 


Lexington had set aside a day of fasting, humiliation, and prayer, for 
the patriots were religious men and wanted the guidance of a reliable 
God in their terrible emergency. 

Some of these militiamen had fought side by side with some of the 
approaching English regulars in the French and Indian war. They 
had fought side by side at Crown Point, Ticonderoga, Louisburg, and 
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Quebec. They had also fought as subj 3; of the sa G T ! 

e West Indies Indeed, the very st lard r of t 4 t 
Lexington had berne the royal banner through Lovisbure Ind 
very drum that summoned the Americans to arms had often thrilled 
the American col sts and Englisn regulars to tery for St. ¢ 
American colonists and English treoeps had been I 1 in ft re 
pits, having been killed in battle for the old country So Am 1 had 
resolved to endure everything short of s me mn 
force America had resolved that England must ke y 

Capt. John Parker had given this command to is 60 ota: 
Don't fire unless you are fired on: but if they want wa tt n 
begin it here.” Major Piteat: su quently k 1 at Bu | t 
marine commander placed in command of the Light intry by ¢ 1 
Gage for the oceasion, with an th ordered the A lent to ¢ . 
ind to d rn They remained s nt Ile en l 3 a d 
to fir and the Pnelish, wild with the t for om shot vy 
bloed brothers and former « d Mh Ame mn > v , 
resist, too brave to fiy,”’ lost in killed and w led 13 men at ! n 
that day 

Thirteen Americans fell that 4d at Lexir on. but there are Ww 
over 100,000,000 eer in the Ur i Stat hir n Am + 
fell that day, but there are millions here to-d whose parents w 
attracted here by the Nberty of Lex rton | teer 4 Ana i 
that day, but there are millions of fre« Jlored men here today due to 
the emancipation proclamation, whose seed was sewn in Lex , 

it is a strange fact that a wounded | iot named John Brown was 
shielded from the British by a negro slave famed Prince Esterbrook 
This was probably prophetic of the John Brown of Harpers I ¥ and 
his death for the negro slave hirteen American patriots fell that dag 
at Lexington, but 13 Colonies became 18 free States The FB lish, 
before the day was over and Lord Perey had saved them by coming te 
their assistance and bringing them under the protection of the English 
fleet, lost 273 in killed and wounded rruly is it been said of the 


Americans who fell that day at Lexington 


‘5 2 *® who seem to die i wh a cause 
We can not call them dead.” 

Jonethan Harrin on fell before the eves of his wife. who w 1 the 
wives, mothers, daughters, and sweethearts of Lexington were ga zt 
from their windows on a scene the most significant since Calvary She 
rushed to him as he lay with the warm lifeblood bubbling at his breast, 


but before she reached him the soul of that patriot becan 
ef liberty. The English perpetrated atrocities as outrageous as any in 
the history of shame 


» the firet star 


tefore noon of the 20th patriotic bands set out 
from New Hampshire, Rhode Island, and Connecticut One band from 


New Hampshire marched 55 miles in 24 hours. Israel Putnam rode 100 





miles in 18 hours and was on Cambridge Commons shortly after sunrise 
Daniel Webster has said of the men of Lexington 
“ They poured forth their patriotic blood like water, because they 


knew not whether it would fertilize a land of freedom or of 


on the 21st. 


bondage.”’ 

It fertilized a land of freedom, and, more thun that, prolific blossoms 
ef freedom were carried by the winds and the waves to the Old World 
Lexington was the beginning of a new world 
let live!" and created manhood. Kings had been somewhat tween 
God and men, but Lexington made men of kinge and kings of men 


it sputtered ‘Live and 


Lexington showed that kings could do wreng and Lexington waa the 


germ of democracy Our liberty inspired the Freneh to their gru 
some revolution of ‘93, which had such bright resuits. The 

heading of Louis XVI followed the defiance of George the Third by 
Patrick Henry and ushered in a nation where all were head I ex- 


ingten spelled an earth ruled by its people. 
end of despots, and thank God for it. All the world holds forth to 
every man the reward of virtue, of geniue, of talent nd of in- 
dustry. ry courtesans 

All because of Lexington—at 5 a. m., April 19, 1775, a new world 
was born, a world that could weleome and house a Washington, a 
Franklin, a Jefferson, a Lincoln, a Gladstone, an Edison, and a 
Wilson. 

Lexington was the great divide between moats and 


Lexington pelled the 


Countries are ruled by eabinets, not 





astles and free 


sehools. Lexington crowded back the serfdom of the past and blessed 
the freedom of the future. Lexington «miled through its tears in 
‘75, just as Paris beamed through its blood in ‘98 Thirteen pa 


triets fell on Lexington green, but free men arose from it in militons 
The Eaglish officer who shouted fire, warmed humanity to the 
healthy glow of liberty, without which life itself is cold as death 
The patriots of Lexington were martyrs to equal opportunity to 
the sons of men They redeemed the earth from the bondage of the 
Cesars. They died creating liberty, and it is ours to protect and to 
die to preserve. It is loaned to us for a time, to be passed on to the 
Americans of 2024, and by them on and on to judgment. 
On a monument in Lexington, erected to its 
these words: 
“They nobly dared to he free The peace, liberty, and in- 
dependence of the United States was their 


heroes of °"75, are 


glorious reward.” 
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Mr. RICHARDS Mr. Speaker, one of the most important, 


if st vital condition before the American people to- 
‘ the plight of the American farmer. Any legislation 
tl has for its purpose a change for the farmer’s financial 
condition is likewise important legislation. This made the Mc- 
Nury-Haugen bill one of the real measures of this session of 
(Congress. With 42 per cent of our population affected either 
livectly or indirectly through legislation, makes one taking part 
n the enactment, or defeat, consider it most carefully. That 
the part of a conscientious legislator, and from my limited 
‘ ‘r . Members of Congress are conscientious. No 
one can doubt their sincerity of purpose, even though their 
views D t be directly opposite to your own. 
None hed the consideration of this measure with 
a greater desire to te for or against it, delivering their 
te for th enefit of the American farmer, than did the dele- 
tis fre evad None were freer to act That delega- 
tion caucused and caucused and caucused The measure was 
ed and the delegation deliberated night and day. Its 
umbition was to view the provisions of the bill and conclude 
s to their effect on our farmer. This was done impartially. 
The delegation flung party allegiance and party ideas to the 


inbership had never eaten at the trough of special 





privileg our farmer constituency instructed that delega- 
tion to own judgment. It was with an unwarped, un- 


biased, and open mind that I approached the hearing of the 
cause of the furmer versus the financier. I went into the jury 
box with the avowed purpose of giving my best services as 
juryman to the American people. My unbiased open mind was 
soon contused I appreciated the viewpoint of an 
orthodox Democrat, and when not serving as an American 
juror for the American people I shared this political view- 
point Under pormal conditions we Democrats dislike an un- 
just, insane, discriminatory tariff and are opposed to price 
fixing or price adjusting by the Government. We are sure this 
is sound political policy and justified on the ground that it 
unduly burdens our people. We then listened to the “ hard- 
boiled” protective-tariff Republicans who have been fed and 
fostered and nurtured and nursed and prospered through a 
Government policy that fixed a price and added cost to con- 
sumers through stimulation by law. His evidence at the bar 
Was against the interest of the farmer. He could not share 
in the idea of placing him in a similar position. In fact, to 
do so would injure his cause, although he has prospered 
throuch similar laws. This was an angle that was difficult 
to understand. It looked like the Democrat was consistent 
and fair and this kind of Republican inconsistent and selfish. 

As the cause progressed it was evident that the farmer had 
inveigled himself into the hearts of the congressional American 
jury and split party lines. He was apparently so misunder- 
stood, or deliberately misunderstood, I know not which. Some 
of us believed he was making legitimate legislative demands 
for economic ills that ailed him. Others had no hesitancy in 
saying he was under a delusion and had no cause; and if he 
did, he was not seeking relief in the proper place; that 
if we passed the bill, we would commit the greatest blunders 
for him and our country. As the argument continued we all 
agreed that the “old boy” had a reason for complaint but 
disagreed on the diagnosis. That the farmer had slipped from a 


readily 
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This witness was flabbergasted in this contention when his Re- 
publican brother from Washington interrogated him as to t 
price of his pocketknife, which article was tariff protected and 
price fixed as a result of congressional legislation and not the 
“basic” economic law of supply and demand. Thence comes 
another Texan, who claimed the economic condition was un- 
balanced, that we had one of the farmer’s legs high on the 
pedestal of protection, and that we were, through faulty ar 
unsound legislation, going to make the farmer lift himself 
his own bootstraps to an economic level. We were going 
balance him with the rest of the world, although through 
unbalanced, unsound, uneconomic law. 

There came a time when all the evidence was in. We were 
to vote our verdict. Where did I find myself as an unbiased, 
impartial, American juror? Convinced that high protective 
tariff laws against importations from without and in favor of 
railroads within, without the possibility of legislative remedy, 
and though, for the sake of argument, the remedy offered for 
the farmer was just as unsound, my inherent interest for the 
welfare of my fellow American made me cast my vote for the 
farmer. If defective and unsound and uneconomic laws work 
to the benefit of some of our population, I was forced to vote 
for a possibly similar law in order that we put a large per- 
centage of forgotten American farmers on an equal basis with 
protected American financiers. If it were necessary to put a 
double-hooked legislative block and tackle on to the bootstraps 
of my farmer friends and pull them to an economic level with 
the rest of his American brothers, I am for that if there is no 
other alternative. There is no reason why the American farmer 
should not be held to an economic level with his protected 
brothers through similar Government processes. All may be 
wrong, but what is to be done under such conditions? Without 
a Ssaner program there was but a single choice. My decision 
meant more ruin to the farmer, according to some of my col- 
leagues, but I was unable to contemplate a worse plight for 
my farmer friends. It was a theory, and I was confident that 
dollar-and-a-half wheat and better prices for hogs and cattle 
were the real practical things they needed. That is what I 
sought. My verdict was for the American farmer. 


OUR FUTURE FOREIGN POLICY 


Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH. Mr. Speaker, under leave given to 
print I insert the following speech which I delivered before the 
graduating class at Washington College, Chestertown, Md., on 
commencement day, 1924: 

In casting about for something appropriate to say here to-day 
at this the one hundred and forty-second Washington College 


| commencement it seemed to me, as a graduate of the college just 


most prosperous and independent position to one of bank- | 


ruptey, from a bank account and all that goes with it to debts, 
interest, mortgage, and loss of home and all was a reality. It 


all happened through a Republican administration, another in- | 


disputable fact. Democrats lay the cause to high tariffs; 


Republicans said the present protective tariff was the best the | 


farmer ever had. The father of the bill, a staunch Republican 
from Iowa, said the tariff was of no consequence, that when 
the President raised it 12 cents per bushel on wheat by Execu- 
tive order the price of wheat dropped 10 cents in a week there- 
after. Democrats and Republicans were agreed that farmers 
sold their product in a free market and bought their needs in a 
protective market. Republicans say tariff does not injure the 
farmer, because farm implements are on the free list. Demo- 
crats and Republicans were sure the free list was of little or 
no benefit. 

A Republican from Kansas and a Democrat from Texas in- 
formed the jury that we are exporters of hogs and cattle, and 
here we find another Texan informing us with equal certainty 
that we were importers of hogs and cattle. The hog and cattle 
controversy was most illuminating when the jury discovered 
the source of information of these parties was indentical A 
Republican from New England recalled the “ basic” economic 
law. He informed us that it was useless to endeavor through 
legislation to get away from the law of “supply and demand.” 


25 years ago—lI freely admit that my youthful appearance does 
not justify such a statement, although the records of the college 
are against me—that the occasion justified a real effort to 
visualize the governmental aspirations and achievements of the 
years immediately to come, of the years when to-day’s graduates 
and the present students at this school will assume the responsi- 
bility of American citizenship and occupy the arena of human 
action, which is continuously being emptied and refilled. There 
are in every community immediate needs which have to be 
looked after. There is in every county the necessity for change 
to provide for social evolution. There comes in every State a 
time when governmental machinery can be simplified to follow 
the advancement in the average standard of citizenship due to 
better education. It is on behalf of the teeming millions of the 
Nation necessary constantly to modify governmental machinery 
in order to protect this or that emergency, and there is always 
danger in the stress and strain of class competition that proper 
attention will not be given to the larger issues, to fundamental 


| policies, to the problems which, if solved, will do away with 


class clamor, equalize economic opportunity, and give the fullest 
possible opportunity to individual initiative and ingenuity, 
which, of course, is the only legitimate aim and end of all 
government. 

I have not, of course, in mind saying anything which would or 


_ could by any possibility be construed into partisan political ex- 


pression. Time and time again in the sessions of the Sixty- 
eighth Congress, just closed, I was restrained from taking the 


| floor by the thought that partisan feeling was somewhat high, 


and that whatever I said, however sincere the expression, might 
be construed in a partisan light and interfere with whatever 
influence I might have in guiding the action of the Congress 
over a very difficult period, and certainly any partisan color 
would be the very last thing to be injected into an address de- 
livered on an occasion of this kind. 

But there are certain truths which are eternal, and the ex- 
pression of those truths in one way or another will be revealed 
from time to time*in human action. One of these truths is the 


aint Es 
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A De 


oesity for human cooperation, and within the next few years, 
am able to visualize the future at all, that truth will be 
essed by our people in a larger way than ever before, will 


<pressed in a stabilized currency and in international 
eration. It is of this last I would speak to-day to you, 
jlizing as you do the youth of America and the hope of 
future. 


inv of these who oppose anything like international coop 


use as their argument that “ man is a fighting anima 
that therefore there is no way to avoid destructive wars; 
hese wars are bound to take place from time to time; 
it it is only when people have fought themselves to 
istion there can be a respite from war, and that this 
will last only as long as is required for recuperation. 
roughly speaking, is their argument, but their premises 
ot sound People, as distinguished from the individual, 
vy when warfare is their only means of settling a dif 
tv. Originally there was no protection by law and eac! 
lual had to protect himself or herself. Family quarrets 
settled as Cain and Abel settled theirs. To rid the 
of fratricide and patricide a family government evolved, 


the ancient Hebrews, the patriarch representing the 
y group to settle the family quarrels and so preserve the 

between individuals within the family, and so within 
family peace reigned as a rule because there was a means 
ttling a difference without resort to physical But 
family groups sprang up, and in course of time the groups 
ed and there was fighting, fighting because at first there 
10 other way to settle a difference. When population was 


force 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


| 


<e sometimes fighting could be prevented by isolating the | 


croup, and when this could be done it was as a rule done. 


\ vill remember how Abram and Lot resorted to this 
od: 

And there was a strife between the herdmen of Abram's cattle and | 
imen of Lot's cattle, and Abram said unto Lot, “ Let there be 
fe, I pray thee, between me and thee, and between my herdmen 

herdmen; * * ®* separate thyself, I pray thee, from me; 
wilt take the left hand, then I will go to the right; or if thou 


t to the right hand, then I wil go to the left.” 


ut the spread of population would not permit for long of 
e by isolation, so that family groups began to join, began 
mbine to protect themselves against other family groups, 
these combined groups grew larger until finally communi- 

s were formed and then tribes, and the tribes combined into 
states, and the states into larger ones, the peace group 
ming larger each time, and finally culminating in the com 
ion of states for mutual protection into great countries. 
Within the last S0O years in Europe we have seen the feudal 


absorbed into the earldom, the dukedom, the principality, | 


small kingdom, and the great country, the peace group be- 
ug larger with the evolution of civilization. 
on of the system is shown here in the United States, the 
csinal theory of our federation of States being for mutual 
tection and mutual economic benefit. ? 
People do not want war, people realize that war means de- 
truction, people understand that in war both sides lose, and 
the last analysis war is only used in the absence of any other 
eaipon of protection. The civilized nations of the world, and 
pecially the people of the United States, are ready to build 
permanent legal machinery to settle international differ- 
es Without war. A great deal of this machinery has already 
een built, and while political or class economic selfishness may 
a time prevent the full cooperation of the United States, 
e sound sense, the clear vision, and the spiritual elevation of 


The culmina- | 


\merica will inevitably bring about the result which so many | 


our people consciously and so many subconsciously desire. 
The scope of this address will not permit of a historical re 
ew of the peace movement. 
eathing the breath of life into 
handoned it, presumably to die. Eleven nations had become 
embers of it. They looked to the United States for leader- 
ip. That leadership was withdrawn, but the miracle hap- 
ened, and without American leadership the league gathered 
ule itself the peoples of the world, until 54 nations, represent- 
« seven-eighths of the globe’s population, are now members 
the League of Nations. All of Europe is now in the league 
except Germany and Russia; all of North and South Americ: 
except the United States, Mexico, and Ecuador; all Asia except 
Afghanistan, and all Africa. 

_ Aside from its other activities, what has the League 
Ni tions done to prevent war? Finland and Sweden were drift- 
ng inevitably into war over the Aaland Islands. They were 
claimed by Sweden because their population was chiefly Swed- 
ish and by Finland because before the war they had been a 


the League of Nations we 


I will only say this: That after | 


of | 
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part of the Russian Duchy of Finland The League of Nations 


took over the controversy. The award, chiefly in Finland's 
favor, was accepted by both nations The league then ealled a 
conference of 10 nations which provided for keepir the islands 
unfortified and neutral under the auspices of e league, so as 
to remove all chance of their again becoming the bone of 
contention 

Next, Poland and Lithuania became involved in a boundat 
dispute. Armies were on the march and war was im ent 
When the league took over the controversy, and without 
a soldier or firing a shot the league of peace proved suffi 
to avert war 

Again, Germany and Poland were contending over the pat 
tion of Upper Silesia Rich coal tields and important cities 
and racial differences were stirring the passions of war when 
the league was applied t For the third time hout purse 
or sword. soldier or sl} p, the Council of the League of Nations 
brought about a solution. 

Later there was another boundat dispute i Cel Yu - 
Slavin and Albania. \ibania was invaded, but the Le ie of 
Nations threatened a world-wide boycott against Yugoslavia 
under article oO of tie covenant Yugoslav exchange fell 
An international loan to her was suspended: she was broueht 
to her senses, and within 30 days her army was back Ww l 
her own boundaries and the dispute settled 

And then came the Corfu erisis Corfu had been a posses 
sion of Venice for about 400 years, and for a long time Italy 
has desired to repossess this island because of its strateg 
position in the Adriatic Sea; and when on August 27 last the 
dastardly murder of General Tellini and his party took place 
on Greek soil Italy made the following demands upon Greecs 

(1) Full and formal apology by Greece. 

(2) Solemn funeral service for victims in Catholic cathedral 
at Athens. 

(3) Italian flag, hoisted by Italian squadron off Phalerum, 


to be saluted by Greek battleships flying the Italian flag 
salute not being returned till departure of Italian squadron 
sunset the same day. 

(4) and (5) 
strict inquiry 
attaché.” 

(6) All 
Greece to 
£500,000 

(7) 


he 
ut 
Greece 


with 


to 
the 


carry out 
ussistance 


five 
Italian 


within 
of the 


days a very 


military 


persons found 
pay Italy, 
as penalty. 
Military honors to bodies of victims on embarkation. 

The Greek Government expressed itself 
accept demands Nos. 4, 5, and 6, but stated that 
modification of Italy’s demands could be agreed 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
League of Nations, appeal to the league and undertake to 
accept its decisions. To that reply Mussolini’s rejoinder was 
short and sharp. At 3 o'clock on the afternoon of August 31 
a day after the reply of the Greek Government had been 
handed to the Italian minister at Athens, an Italian naval 
squadron approached Corfu, its commanding officer informing 
the prefect that he would occupy the island and demanding 
immediate surrender. The surrender not being immediate, the 


guilty 
within 


to 
five 


be sentenced to 
days, 50,000,000 


and 
say 


death 
lire 


as being unable 
unless 


to if 


to 
Some 
would, 
covenant of the 


fortress was shelled and some 15 Greeks and Armenian refu- 
gees were killed and many wounded. The fortress then sur- 
rendered. On the day of the occupation of Corfu the Greek 


Government referred the controversy to the League of Nations, 


while during the first and second weeks of September Corfu 


as well as several adjacent islands of purely strategic value 
were occupied by an increasing number of Italian troops. The 
situation was very delicate and reminded one of the tragie 
days of July, 1914, when a brutal murder at Sarajevo, in 


Serbia, served to light a torch which plunged the world into a 


war the like of which it had never seen. But in 1914 there 
was no League of Nations in existence; there was no accred- 
ited clearing house through which the public opinion of the 
world could find legitimate expression. There was no body 
to which could be referred matters involving the peace of the 
world and in which neutrals could speak without taking an 
unwarranted position in matters outside of their own imme- 
diate concern and thereby endangering their own peace. This 
was not so in 1923. The League of Nations, that organization 
into which this country had breathed the breath of life, was 


in existence and prepared and ready to take up this interna- 


tional controversy; and without delay, on September 1, the 
first session of the Council of the League of Nations to con 
sider the controversy between Italy and Greece was held. At 


this meeting Salandra, Mussolini's representative in Geneva, 
stated with an air of finality that the matter was not within 
the competence of the league. His attitude raised a storm. 
Italy found itself alone at Geneva. At the 


irst meeting of 
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the assembly, on September 3, of all the vice presidents and 
other honorary officers 
jiulian. It was a vote of protest. It spoke the belief of 50 
nations that this open proclamation of violence, if unchal- 
would smash the frail structure of the world’s peace 


u proclaim to the whole earth that brute force was once 
7 nie ed 
(on September 4 the council of the league again met, with 
Snlundra elaborating and defending in detail the point which 
he had arrogantly announced on September 1. At the meeting 
September 5 he was repeating over and over that the oceu- 
pation of Corfu was only temporary and that Italy would 


innke eve provision for the families of the victims of the 


| 


| partment of Labor, was appointed to the league’s committee 


bon du On the 6th, with the perspiration rolling down 

hii face, | was attempting to sidetrack the point at issue 

with n vehement defense of Italy as being the center of art 

the bome of sunshine and beauty. By September 17 he 

on urguing the matter from every angle with M. 

- ©, the representative of Greece, who sat across the table 

mecting of the council. Without going into further 

in . than four weeks the whole controversy was 

ed and the danger of war obviated by the intervention of 
leugcue « Nations. 

iri times of quiet the League of Nations, through its perma- | 

! ecretarint and the meetings of its council and assembly, 

CO Let world needs and issues warnings of controversies 


wi if not promptly settled may lead to future serious rup- 
ture. In times of stress the League of Nations is primarily 


the great clearing house of world public opinion, before the | 
har of which no nation can afford to stand and be proclaimed 
in the wrong. 

What a ehange of heart the action of the League of Nations 


and several months of contemplation have given to Mussolini. 
Three days after Corfu was abandoned Mussolini said, “ The 


leungue has the inadmissible defect that it permits small 
nations to intervene, discuss, and regulate the affairs of great | 


powers.” On Decoration Day last, only about two weeks ago, 
in answer to the question, What do you think of the League 
of Nations, Mussolini said: 

I think everything possible should be done to realize the ideal of the 
kk ie—the ideal of universal peace At times in 
their long history Italians have been almost, too wide in their thinking 
and in their Still if they were, I reckon it among their 
greatness. Remarkable thinkers, Reman among them, 
} » feared universalism as leading to national decay. But our world 
is different from what it was before the war. 


based upor 


justice. 


sympathies, 
titles to 


All humanity has a wider 
vision, a keener sense of fellowship, a quickened conscience toward 
thoxe who must bear the brunt of war, if war comes. 

Peace with honor, peace with justice, peace that does no violence 
to any nation’s healthy and righteous self-respect; that, indeed, is 


something worth struggling for, despite any peril inhering in interna- 
tionalism. Internationalism would not be safe for a single nation; it is 
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Brent; Doctor Blue again; and Edward Aneville, of the Sta:a 


that were elected not one was an/| Department, was appointed. American proposals were adopt 


and at a meeting of the assembly of the League of Nations 
September, 1923, the United States represented by the same «i 
gation, the American plan was unanimously approved. 

Miss Grace Abbott, head of the Children’s Bureau of the [)o- 
the traffic in women and children, and the plan for an inter 
tional inquiry was adopted upon her recommendation. 

Surgeon General Cummings, of the United States Pu! 
Health Service, represented America on the health committ 
of the league, and a meeting of the public-health officials 
some 20 countries was recently held in Washington at his s: 
gestion. 

At the league’s conference in London on antitoxie serums 
United States was represented by Assistant Surgeon Gen 
Blue. 

When it became evident last June that the American re 
organization must retire from Greece, Secretary Hughes sent 
representative to the financial committee of the league, and lat 
to a special committee of the council, where a comprehensi 
plan of relief was worked out. 

In October, 1923, the United States sent a delegation of five 
to the league’s conference on customs formalities, and in No- 
vember Mr. Lewis W. Haskell, the American consul at Geney 
was ordered to attend the league’s conference on communi: 
tions and transit. 

The American minister to Switzerland was ordered to partici- 
pate, and did participate, in the deliberation in the recent 
conference at Geneva on the suppression of the traffic in arms. 

The Government has now been represented in the league com- 
mittees on health, anthrax, opium, customs formalities, commu- 
nications and transit, traflic in arms, and the trade in women 
and children, and STEPHEN G. Porrer, chairman of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee of the House of Representatives, is to attend 
another meeting of the opium committee of the league in Sep- 
tember. 

The scope of this address will not permit me to undertake 
to detail our vast unofficial cooperation with the league, nor 
ean I undertake to detail the number of private organizations 


| in this country who send representatives to, or are in con 
| munication with, various league activities. 


safe for all nations moving in concert toward a rational scheme of | 


political, economic, and cultural intercourse. Nations need, and gen- 
erally realize that they need, a lasting foundation of pacific coexistence, 
Such a foundation can not be had without skillful and patient building, 
and such building is out of the question without established machinery 
for couduecting international affairs in aceordance with deliberately 
developed world opinion. Governments and peoples must work to- 
vethor. They ean work together only by understanding one another. 
They can understand one another only, so to speak, by foregathering in 
a common council chamber or forum. 


Now, what is our relationship with the League of Nations? 
From the 4th of March, 1921, until September of that year the 
State Department of this Government did not answer a single 
communication directed to it by the League of Nations, but the 
public began to protest, and in September, 1921, 15 communi- 
cations were answered. It is true they were almost identical 
and all ended with the following sentence: 


I will add, however, that more Americans than persons of 
any other nationality visit the league headquarters at Geneva; 
more American journalists follow its sessions; and more 
league documents are sold in America than in any other coun- 
try; and I call attention to the fact that the International 
Health Board of New York has pledged $33,000 a year for 
five years to the health service of the league to assist in the 
publication of reports of current diseases, and has pledge! 
$60,000 a year for three years to facilitate the league’s plan 
for the interchange of public-health officers among the nation< 
of the world, and contributed $30,000 to promote the leagues 
study of vital statistics; and that the American Society of 
International Law has given $7,500 for the printing of the 
league’s treaty series in Hnglish; that the bureau of social 
hygiene has subscribed $75,000 for the study of the inter- 


| national aspects of the white-slave traffic: and that Americ:n 


The Seeretary of State bas taken note of this information for any | 


purposes of relevancy to the United States as a state not a member of 
the League of Nations. 


Nine were acknowledged in November and 11 in December of 
1921. 

By 1922 the relations of the State Department toe the League 
of Nations became more friendly. Mr. Hughes wrote the league 
‘ sympathetically in reply to letters concerning white slavery 
and the arms traffic. An official of the Department of Agricul- 
ture was sent to the League of Nations Commission on Anthrax. 

Shortly after Assistant Surgeon General Blue was appointed 
to the opium committee, and at the next session of the commit- 
tee a delegation of Chairman SrerHen G. Porter, of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee of the House of Representatives; Bishop 


investors bought $25,000,000 of the loan worked out by the 
league for the reconstruction of Austria. 

Of course, the forces of pure conservatism are opposed to 
the League of Nations; of course, the high priests of favored 
industries are afraid of international cooperation, as they see 
in it the battering down of the tariff wall which has caused 
more than half of the class hatred in this country for 75 
years; of course, the political reactionary will always fight 
any widening of the scope of human sympathy and cooperation ; 
but the common sense of the American people is finding ex- 
pression in the ever-increasing sympathy of the present ad- 
ministration with the activities of the League of Nations. 
In his Memorial Day address on May 30 last, the President 
of the United States, in speaking of the World Court of the 
League of Nations, says: 


But we have an opportunity before us to reassert our desire and 
to lend the force of our example for the peaceful adjudication of 
differences between nations. Such action would be in entire harmony 
with the policy which we have long advocated. I do not look upon 
it as a certain guaranty against war, but it would be a method of 
disposing ef troublesome questions, an accumulation of which leads 
to irritating conditions and results in mutually hostfle sentiments 
More than a year ago President Harding proposed that the Senate 
should authorize our adherence to the protocol of the Permanent 
Ceurt of International Justice with certain conditions. His sugges- 
tien has already had my approval. On that I stand. I should not 
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other reservations, but any m rial anges which would not 
lv re ve the consent f the many other it s would be 
le Wi an not take nu ste in ( ‘ f ti kind 
ssumil ertain obliga Here, again, if w rec 
must surrender somethir We m: s well face th 
} ndidly, and if we e willing to assume these Ww ties 
ge for the be fits w h would accrue to us let us say s 
‘ t willing, let us s that. We can accomplish noth 
king a doubtful or ambiguous position We are not going to 
to avoid meeting the world and bearing our part of the 
of the world, We must meet these burdens and overcom 
they will meet us and overcome us. For my part, I desire 
tr to meet them without evasion and without fear l n 
downright, square, American way. 
there are those who think we would be exposed t peril by 
« to this court, I am unable to attach great weight to their 
nts Whatever differences, whatever perils exist for us in tl 
ll come anyway, whether we oppose or support the court. 
of those who believe we would be safer and that we would 
our duties better by supporting it and making every pos 
of it. I feel confident that such action would make a greater | 
i. that it would be productive of a higher and finer national | 
nd of a more complete national life. 
Ninety-six per cent of our Government expenditure is for 


past, present, and future. The great War College, brood- 
over Washington Barracks, studying the economic resources 
vreat nations of the world and our military course in 
e of war with any one or more of them, is a warning that 
the problem of international cooperation must be undertaken 
d solved. 


The great poet of the present is the great prophet of the 


the 


future, and in 1842, 82 years ago, my young friends will re- 
member that Lord Tennyson, speaking through his poem, 


Locksley Hall, foresaw aerial and gas warfare followed by a 


lengue of peace: 


lor I dipt into the future, far as human eye could see, 

Saw the vision of the world, and all the wonder that 

Saw the heavens fill with commerce, argosies of magic sails, 

Pilots of the purple twilight, dropping down with costly bales; 

Heard the heavens fill with shouting, and there rained a ghastly 
dew 


would be; 


From the nations’ airy navies grappling in the central blue; 
Far along the world-wide whisper of the south 
warm, 


wind rushing 
With the standards of the peoples plunging through the thunder- 

storm ; 
Till the 

furled 
In the parliament of man, the federation of the world. 
There the common of most shall hold fretful 


war drum throbbed no longer, and the battle flags were 


sense a realm in 


awe, 


\nd the kindly earth shall slumber, lapt in universal law. 


About this time seven years ago the stars looked down 
upon a strange, new flag of war crossing the broad Aflantic. 
It landed in France, it passed through Paris and on to Cha- 
teau Thierry, Belleau Wood, and Verdun. This flag always 
\ivanced, never went back; and at night the angel came close 
to the sleeping doughboy and whispered—* What flag is this? 
rhis is not the lion of England, or the great bear of Russia, 

the eagle of Germany, or the tricolor of France, or the 
(dragon of Japan. We have seen these flags through the ages 
on many a stricken field, but this flag that always advances 
aha 

red and white and its stars of silver on a blue field?’ And 

e boy whispers in his sleep: “ Why, this is a war to end 
var, The stripes of crimson speak of the blood of the youth 
of the world who, through the ages, have been sacrificed on 
(he altar of human liberty, and sometimes on the altar of 
iuman ambition; the field azure is the dome of Heaven, and 
he stars are the stars of hope.” 

rifty thousand of these boys will sleep forever on alien 

|. More than a hundred thousand more are back, it is true, 
but back to carry with them the devastating marks of war 
through all the years of their lives to come. The backs of 
our people are bowed down by an additional debt burden of 
t million dollars due to this war. Is all 


‘ 
4 





twenty-five thousand 
4 this saerifice to be in vain, or shall the stars of silver on the 
. eld of azure of the flag of America symbolize the stars of 


: eternal peace? 

y THE FARMER’S REWARD 

4 Mr. EVANS of Montana. Mr. Speaker, the farmers have 
be been producing food since 1920 for practically nothing; and in 


many cases at an actual cash loss for the three years, even 


never goes back; what flag is this with its flowing stripes | 


| at 


| granted 
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witho 


it counting their own time and labor and that o é 
families as being worth anvthing at | As a re the ive 
come > the end of their rope r} l ! n 1 whe l 
their land have lost it Thousands 1 ' who were te nt 
fariners have seen their Savings swept l \ vom 
through bankruptey, being. forced to begi not y 
after spending their lives in hard and honest \ t 
essential of all industries The standard of } I een 
reduced to the lowest possible point; the farmer v it 
u hew suit of clothes in the past four years is a conspicuous 
exception In many localities nearly every man who knows how 
to dv any other kind of work has left the farm. never to return 
if he can avoid it Social standards in rural communities are 
going steadily down, The farm boy who in former years would 
have gone to the State agricultural college to learn scientifie 
methods and return home to aid his father or to start in with 
his bride on a near-by quarter sectio S to-day studying for 
some other occupation. ; 

The Secretary of Agriculture repo that the 15 pr pal 
wheat-growing States more than 108,000 rmers nee 1920 
have lost their farms through foreclosure or bankruptey: that 
more than 122,000 have surrendered their property without legal 
proceedings, and that nearly 375 retained possession of 


5.000 have 
! 
i 


their property only through the leniency of their creditors, m 


iK- 

ing a total of more than 600,000, or 26 per cent of all farmers, 

who have virtually been bankrupted since 1920 in these 15 
States alone. 

The poverty of the farmers is reflected, of course, in the 

cities and towns. Thousands of men and women, not alone in 


my State but all over the West, are not only bankrupt but at the 
door of the poorhouse. 

Realizing the condition of the agricultural people of the 
country, an effort was made to relieve the situation by legisla- 
tion. For 10 days this House had before it the McNary-Haugen 
bill, which on Tuesday, June 3. was defeated by a vote of 224 to 
164 amid the plaudits of the beneficiaries of the Fordney-Me- 
Cumber tariff law. 

Now that the shouting is over, Mr. Speaker, we can calmly 
survey the wreck, and it will be of interest to the country to 
know who voted for and who voted against the only bill that 
promised relief for this great industry. 

You will recall in December last the President of the United 
States sent a message to Congress on this subject. He had 


sent Frank W. Mondell and Eugene Meyer, jr., directors of 
the War Finance Corporation into the agricultural districts 


of the country to make him a report on the subject and had 
otherwise professed interest for the distressed industry, and 
yet when the vote is taken we find Massachusetts, the home of 
the Dresident of the United States; the home of John W, 
Weeks, a member of the President’s Cabinet; the home of 
Henry Carnor Lover, leader of the majority in the United 
States Senate; the home of Mr. Giivert, Speaker of this House; 
the home of Mr. WiINstow, chairman of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, which controls railroad leg- 
islation;: the home of Mr. DALLINGER, chairman of the Commit- 


tee on Education in this House; the home of Mr. Luce, chair- 
man of the Library Committee of this House the home of 
Wirtrtam S. Greene, chairman of the Committee on Merchant 
Marine in this House; casting its vote solidly against the bill 
with one exception. One lone man from Massachusetts—may 
his tribe increase—voted with us, while every other man in 
that delegation voted against us. Perhaps we should be 
thankful for that one vote, because we did not get a single 
other one from all New England. New England, that section 


of the country that for 50 years has prospered and grown yich 
the expense of the American people because of 
privilege legislation passed in her behalf, gives us not a 
vote—save the one from Massachusetts 

Out of 43 votes from the Empire State 
suffering agriculturists of the country must content themselves 
with 1 vote. The States bordering on the Atlantic from 
Maine to Florida—all largely engaged in commerce and manu- 
facturing give agriculture in this crisis 3 votes, 

Throughout the discussion of the bill the attitude 
Members from the Atlantic coast and particularly from New 
England has been decry this bill on the theory that it 
special privilege to a part of the people. We have 
heard, over and over, these men say it was wrong to tax all 
the people for a part of the people. Why, Mr. Speaker, it 
has not been three weeks since the Massachusetts delegation 
led by Mr. WIinstow, chairman of the Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee, put through this House a bill to take 
from the American people $11,000,000 to build Cape Cod Canal ; 
and yet they have the temerity to complain that the MeNary- 
Haugen bill is special legislation. 


Spee ial 


singie 


of New York 
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ceoust 
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The prosperous manufacturing 
thriving on the results of special privilege granted them 
through laws of the land. The Fordney-McCumber tariff bill 
permits the manufacturers to take from the pockets of the 
American people $3,000,000,000 to $4,000,000,000 annually by 
compelling them to pay 50 to 100 per cent more for every 
article they consume than they would otherwise be compelled 
to do; but whenever any legislation is attempted in an effort 
to do something for the farm population it is denounced as 
class legisiation. 

fhe gentlemalr 


legislation as a 





section of the country is 


from Massachusetts | 


bonus” to the 


Mr. Luce] spoke of this 
farmer; on another occasion 


he called it a “subsidy” to the farmer, and suggested in time 
the farmers would work out their salvation under the natural 
economic jaws of supply and demand. During his speech in 
oO] tion to the bill the following colloquy took place: 
Mt Lyre T ¥ 1] vie 1 to the £ nt! mar from Wasi ingt NT) 
W { rhe gentleman had a good deal to say 
f t supply n_d demand and econon forces and all that sort of 
Does that apply to this knife, which cost me 75 cents but 
h I beli ‘ 1 be made to sell at 30 cents, but it would have 
I manufactured in Japan or Germany instead of Pennsylvania or 
‘ reeticr 
Lvcr. I ¢ 1 Yankee, and it is said to be the prerogative of a 
Y ee to answ one question by asking another, Did the gentleman 
vote for t tariff which produced that price? [Laughter and ap- 
I ise.) Al f he voted for the tariff, why? 
M Scummeks of Washington. It is the first time I have had the 
opportunity of saying I will never vote for a tariff that does not give 


its benefits to all classes and all parts of the country. 


{Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, perhaps the gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
Sua MeERS] has the key to the situation. When gentlemen from 
the State of Washington and other agricultural States refuse 
longer to vote for bills like the Fordney-McCumber tariff bill 
the financial distress of the farmer will begin to lessen. 

A brief review of the votes cast for the Fordney-McCumber 
tariff bill by men representing these distressed agricultural 
States might now be illuminating. 

The imperial State of Iowa, which probably produces more 
agricultural products than any other State in the Union, has 
11 votes in this House, and she cast 11 votes fer the Fordney- 
McCumber tariff bill. 

Kansas, which produces almost twice as much wheat as any 
other State, has 8 votes to give, and she gives all for this tariff 
bill. 

Nebraska gives her total of 6 votes to the cause of special 
privilege. 

Washington, the home of Mr. StumMeErs, who now says he 
will never again vote for a tariff bill that does not give equal 
benefits to all classes, casts her 5 votes for the bill. 

Every vote cast by Colorado, South Dakota, New Mexico, 
and Wyoming was cast for the benefit of New England. 

When the roll was called Oregon, Montana, Utah, and Idaho 
found every Representative in his seat, and every man cast 
his vote for the Fordney-McCumber tariff bill. 

North Dakota alone, out of all that empire stretching from 
the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean, cast 1 vote against 
this tariff bill. 

Now when these 15 stricken States ask the great industrial 
interests of the country to reciprocate the favor bestowed, that 
great beehive of industry, New England, gives us 1 vote. 

Mr. Speaker, if New England industries were in the stricken 
condition that agriculture finds itself west of the Mississippi, 
there would be riots in the Capitol to-day in an effort to secure 
legislative relief. 

Mr, Speaker, there is now pending before this House a reso- 
lution introduced by myself exempting from tariff duty all 
articles imported from foreign countries which are exchanged 
for American farm products for exportation. I believe the 
passage of this resolution would largely solve the agricultural 
problem of this country. It would in a few months deplete the 
agricuitural surplus and thus raise the price to the producer, 
and it would permit this same producer to purchase a large 
part of his goods on the same basis that he sells his produce. 
J quote the resolution: 


{tlouse Joint Resolution 289, Sixty-eighth Congress, first session] 


Joint resolution exempting from tariff duty all articles imported from 
foreign countrtes which are exchanged for American farm products 
for exportation 
Resolved, etc., That from and after the passage of this resolution all 

articles imported from any foreign country into the United States and 

exchanged for American farm products for exportation shall be ad- 
mitted free of any tariff or import duty, regardless of whether the 
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exchange is made directly with the producer of such farm products 
not; and all laws and parts of laws in conflict with this resolution 
hereby repealed. 


This resolution, Mr. Speaker, can be passed in an hour's tin 
The Congress has already voted to adjourn on Saturday even. 
ing, and this is the last possible opportunity to do anythi 
for the stricken farmers of this country. Pass this resoluti 
put it into effect, and you gentlemen who are to meet in Cle 
land next week will not need to pass a lot of inane resolutions 
about what will be done for the farmer when Congress mee! 
again in December. It is little short of criminal for this Con- 
gress to adjourn at this time, but that die is cast. In the fey 
hours yet remaining this resolution or some similar resoluti 
could be passed and hundreds of thousands of worthy peo; 
could be saved from bankruptcy, the insane asylum, and 
snicide’s grave. 

RESUME OF 


Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the Hot 
it is my purpose to review this session of the Sixty-eighth ( 
gress, to discuss briefly the major questions which have lx 
submitted to us for decision, and to state my position on then 
In considering these matters I have had but one ambition, a 
that is to represent my people and to vote both for the best 
terests of my district and of our common country. Whet! 
or not I have succeeded is for the voters of my district 

lea 


> . 
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TAX-FREE SECURITIES 

One of the first legislative matters with which we had to 
deal was the tax-free securities amendment. “ Must a system 
of taxation which permits a man with an income of ov 
$1,000,000, a year to pay not one cent to the support of his 
Government remain unaltered?” This question asked of Se: 
ator Couzens by Secretary Mellon was answered in the affirma- 
tive by the House of Representatives, when it failed to secure 
the necessary two-thirds vote to submit a constitutional amen: 
ment to the States authorizing the taxation of income fro 
Federal, State, and municipal bonds. 

The opposition to this amendment came largely from Den 
cratic leaders, who argued that it wes not the right of t 
Federal or State Governments to interfere with the credit 
finances of the other sovereignty. 

The Nebraska State Legislature in 1922 indorsed this amenii- 
ment. It was indorsed and supported by the American Farm 
Bureau Federation, labor organizations, and other representa- 
tive groups of taxpayers. 

I voted for the amendment. This would refer it to the people 
to decide whether or not we would have a class in America who 
live on an income derived from securities not taxed, who pay 
nothing to support the Government, and have accordingly a 
lack of interest in or responsibility to governmental agencies. 

Securities exempt from income taxation are not consisten' 
with a high surtax rate, because the man of great wealth hus 
found that he can avoid them by investing in tax-exem))' 
securities. The result is that the producer of great wealth and 
the employer of labor is becoming a nonproducer and is putting 
his money in securities upon which he pays no taxes. The Goy- 
ernment is losing one of its chief sources of revenue. I believe 
that the holder of great wealth should bear a proportionate 
burden of taxation. So long as an avenue of escape is provided 
by these securities he will not do so. 


TAX REDUCTION 


Last fall Secretary Mellon surprised the country by announc- 
ing a $329,000,000 surplus after estimating in 1922 a deficit of 
$650,000,000. Tax reduction at once became a paramount issue 
in Congress. The feasibility or advisability of tax reduction 
was not disputed. The issue was “how to reduce.” The 
“Mellon plan” was proposed. The country apparently in- 
stantly demanded its adoption by legislative action. My belief 
then was that the appurent immediate approval of the idea by 
the public was not of the Mellon plan but of tax reduction with- 
out regard to plan. Subsequent events have confirmed that 
belief, 

The President asked for nonpartisan consideration of the tax 
reduction issue. The hope of that was dissipated by the Demo 
cratic caucus proposing the Garner plan with its subsequent 
disapproval by President Coolidge. 

There are about 3,500,000 income-tax payers in the Unite 
States. There are about 35,000,000 wage earners. The Mellon 
plan, as I saw it, gave a too liberal reduction to those receiving 
large incomes, but at the same time gave a substantial reductio: 
to all income-tax payers. The Garner plan ostensibly followin 
the principle of taxing those best able to pay, proposed the 
greater reduction on small incomes. It had, however, this 


bess peeasi ee 


eee 


oti. ix 


my RONe ees 


Oieerteal 


9 
. 








fe a 


























SLA 


Ti 


_ i 


eS nd He ran ety 


CONGRESSIONAL 


defect—it would not raise sufficient revenue. The loss 
enue would have had to be made up by indirect or con 
taxes had the Garner plan been adopted. 
taxes would be paid by 


These con- 


those still less able to pay a 


tax—those who are that part of the 35,000,000 wage 
and their families who pay no Federal income tax 
up the greater part of the 110,000,000 people. I could 


rt the Garner plan 


in finally adopted was practically that urged by a 


] iblicans } in number—of whom I was one, com- 
the agricultural States between the Mississippi 
Rocky Mountains. It reduces the normal tax on il 
to $4,000 from 4 per cent to 2 per cent; on incomes up | 
‘rom 6 per cent to 4 per cent; and on incomes above 
om § per cent to 6 per cent The surtaxes on the 
ve are reduced 25 per cent An additional 25 per cent 
n is given on earned incomes. This is the general plan 
1 supported throughout the consideration of the measure 
1921 70.245 residents of Nebraska rept rted incomes of 
0 or less; 1,451 reported incomes of from $8,000 to $25,000; 
> reported incomes above $25,000. Nebraska’s greater 
concern was in the reduction of taxes on small incomes 
t und indirect concern is in the economic prosperity 
e whole country. The bill us passed works advantageously 
oncerned in that regard, It is a fair bill and will bring 
d effective tux relie 
m to the above a general 25 per cent reduction on 
mes was granted. 


to again call 


bill 


ns proper attention to the tact 


that the 


Luis 


ve of dees not reduce the amount of personal 
eal estate taxes paid in the State. Congress has ho 
wity to change those levies. In 1921 Nebraska paid $2.57 


ita Federal income tax. The 
ne year were $46.02 per capita. 
duce $46.02. It and 


State and local 
Federal legislation can 


has reduced materially 


tures 


the can 
Dawe Dbe 

ADJUSTBOD COMPENSATION 

in the discussion 

question of 


ir, called 


of tax reduction there has been 
adjusted compensation. Congress, 
upon the service men of America 
uituble adjustment of their economic losses cnused by their 
med serviee. The service men left the matter to Congress. 
he “five-fold plan” resulted. Congress failed to pass if on 
plea of economy and inability to pay—proceeding at the 
ime time to adjust losses of war contractors, the railroads, 
other interests. finally passed the “ four-fold 
which President Harding vetoed. The issue was thereby 

‘own into the elections of two years ago. The Republican 
Democratic platforms in Nebraska in 1922 indorsed ad- 


associated 


following 


Congress 


sted compensation. The State Legislature of Nebraska 
alized Congress to pass it. Candidates were pledged to 
support the measure. Everyene knew of these promises—given 


that 


sound, 


was believed 


cause Lt 
ied, economically 


the proposition was morally 
aud a distinctly patriotic act for 


crateful Nation to reeegnize this obligation 


to suggest an | 
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| amen 


Ns 

I count a great opportunity r i “ ar } 
ber of the newly formed Committ \ Lirs S 
CU Inittee held extensive I i nz i rei ] 

Which passed Congress and was j Pre t 
s ra i etter al re 
1 j bled ser e me It I l é N é 
it do all som ( m= des ad | pro les ‘ 
ve is omplete care without regurd te ' 
sickness is service conné ed It reas the ¢ ny nt 
the widows and orphans and to dependent parent 
the |} iod of presumption of ervice-conne ed disabil rn 
tuberculosis and other ds¢ until January 1 xt Im ge 
eral liber zes the present act America is keepir 
with those entitled to her first care. Last ye the Government 
paid out 1 the care of her sick and disabled service men the 
sum of $551,000,400. 
IM MIGRATION 

That immigration into t United State i privilege granted 
by a sovereign people, and not a right of th migrant id 
that the United States alone will reeul »> who me, when 
ley Iniy come, and how many may enter has been affirmatively 
estublished by legislhitive act 

Objection to the immigration bill came from those who 
wanted more than a 2 per cent quota, from those who objected 


to fixing the basis of the quota on 
in 1800, and from whose 


the nationals in this country 


those people were excluded as 


unde 
| Siruble, principally Japan 

rhe bill, as it passed the House, will allow about 160,000 to 
enter for permanent residence each year. The 1890 census as a 
basis gives the races from northern and central Furepe an ad 


vulifayve over \round 


those from southern HNuroyp that 


discrimination” a great deal of opposition eentered. Those 
nationals favered by the bill have shown themselves more as 
similable and better citizenship material than have those frem 


the seuth The northern and central races have not colonized 
in cities, but have spread generally throughout the agricultural 
sections of the country, while an unhealthy 


civie condition ex- 


ists in practically all of our large cities from the colonizing 
of southern Eurvpean nationals. This bill will better balance 
the races entering and stem the tide until America ean us 


similate her 
It is significant 
bill on the 


foreign populaton 
that no country 
ground that to 


based its oppositic« n to the 


exclude their nationals would be 


against the interests of the United States or that to allow them 
io enter would help America—and yet this land is ours, and 
this bill is designed to benefit our America 

| J supported this bill in every respect. It is a distinct, prac 
| tieal, effective step toward the solution of our most dificult 


Americanization problem It and 
labor, and at the same time provides for a 
European nationals. 


benefits 


protects 
healthy 


American 
influx of 


A grave situation developed following the passage of this bill 
in the Senate. Japan was offended by its term The Presi- 
dent fully supporting Congress in its exelusion provisions, asked 


bill reported by the committee provided for 20-year that it ~ changed so that diplomatic action mate be taken with 
wwment insurance policies bused on age, length of service, a friendly nation to ease off the Mnevita le deeision. I sup 
d whether or not performed overseas, Personally, I felt | ported the President - this request. A majority vote of the 
we should have passed the bill as veteed by President | House denied it. It is to be sincerely hoped that this act of 
ding. That was the bill the veterans knew and the public | VOPSTESS will not Se the friendly progress of 
ew. / our Nation and Japan. That it has made the President’s task 
President Coolidge vetoed the bill, I gladly acknowledge | ™°'® difficult = 
his right and hold it his highest duty to approve or disapprove THE RAILR PROBLEM 
of legislation as it is given him to judge. Likewise, giving due President Coolidge, in his annual address to Congress, called 
consideration te the President’s views, I claim the right and|for the “entire reorganization of the rate structure for 
duty to vote as my judgment dictates. No other course is | freight” and stated that the farmer “ must be assisted by the 
honorable. I was pledged to support this measure. I believe | reorganization of the freight-rate strueture which could re- 
ight aud highly just. I voted to override the President's | duce charges on his production. 


America’s service men should, and I believe will, accept 
Us act as a full adjustment of their economic losses and shoulder 
oulder—in peace as in war—continue to carry on 
I iotic and loyal service to our common country. 
. Before this measure became a law its enemies claimed that 
there could be no tax reduction and adjusted compensation, 
The tax bill passed and approved by President Coolidge reduces 
taxes $22,000,000 more than the Mellon plan. It 
per cent reduction in taxes being paid this year. The Treasury 
Department estimates show that all this can be dene, adjusted 
compensation paid in an orderly way, the obligations of the 
Government met in every respect, and a substantial surplus 
be left in the Treasury. The threatened bankruptcy of the 
country and paralysis of business need not and will not follew 
the enactment of this measure. 


in their 


gives a 25 


| I stated then, and still believe, that the carrying out of this 
program was of far more importance, and its benefits far more 
reaching to the people of the Central West than tax recuc- 
tion. reduction reaches relatively few in proportien to 
the great number that freight-rate reduction, such as sug 
gested by the President, would reach and b 

| intended te briug this about 


Tax 


nent 


heet 


Preliminary 


legislation massed. For 


has 





example, the Mellon plan would bring an estimated tax reduc 
tion to Nebraska of $1,253,154. That is material reductio 

In 1922 the total freight revenue paid Nebraska carriers was 
$79,299,720. <A 1.6 per cent reduction in frei rates will 
|equal the saving in Nebraska by Federal tax reduction I 
submit these figures not as an argument against tax reduc 
| tien but to show that reasonable adjustment f the freight 


| burden of the West will bring benefits materially greater than 
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Mditior 1! reach those more in need bringing about that adjustment in a friendly, amicable 
B the count lemanded tax revision; a few of | “satisfactory to the public” and insuring “ justice between : 
ed freight-rate revision. Tax reduction came—the | companies and their employees.” 
‘ tion probler nains . I Our whole scheme of legislation regarding railroads is lead 
THE 5 ELI KIS directly to Government ownership. I do not favor Governm: 
Pp ssage s ownership and operation of the railroads. I favor a simplif 
» delhi Qlenteetend: ete aeinbiet iin tion of our legislation instead of complicating it. A reducti 
rp ia bbuar was esta iis to protect the public “ ne ae " aeeaeen es Sewer Cae boa 
— atten te tetnen Seeien 1 of more. I can not support the Howell-Barkley bi 
: ban been & arent bein, | Present form. 
f ore to the pubii ie seine a INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
I green reached among the | The Labor Board adjusts wage differences. The Inters! 
sere should bb » hesitation in enacting such | COmmerce Commission adjusts rates and charges. These t 
‘ La Board may very | boards, one fixing the big item of cost of operation and 
1 present to protect the pu welfare | other fixing the revenue of the roads, have no connection 
ili te ‘tikes ventten th. et oe work independently of each other. It is an illogical, makes! 
. ae eg nae A y “Yr. plan. If a new plan and new boards must be, then there sho 
: Ne ky, and in the Senate by Mr. HowEtr, Of | be a consolidation of these two boards in one new group, s 
‘ebraska, dealt with this problem. Shortly after It was in-| that the income and expense of the roads may be adjust: 
roduced the scharge rule” was invoked to bring this economically by the same body and for the best interests of | 
he House for consideratiot [ supported the | public. My view is that it would be better to do away with 1 
gee eralizing the rules of the House, including a rule | | shor Board entirely, curtail the powers of the Interstate Cor 
; t a serait ee aes eee Te Commission, restore the power of our State railw: 
¢ athe ene Sa Wie cece ae aaa commissions, and give the railroads a legitimate opportunity 
re a oy) we ad : a — “ eet It i. | efficiently serve the American people. 
s the Killing Of important egisiation Sy cotnmittees, ie 
comnuiittee onsidering the Howell-Barkley bill could not hold nactge ¢ aptlte a See aac Sear 
rings and report it to the House in time for action this The farmers of the West have been told, and generally 
sexsion. I felt that the subject matter of this legislation was | /leve, that their transportation troubles come from this act al 
of sufficient “publie concern” to entitle the House to pass especially section 15-A, or the so-called “ guaranty clause. 
upon it { voted to discharge the committee and bring the The Esch-Cummins Act is not a sacred instrument to me 
Howell-Barkley bill up for discussion. It was done. stand ready to vote to amend it or repeal it whenever bett: 
In its title it is declared the bill is “to provide for the ex- | legislation is proposed. Many in the West have demanded i: 


peditious and 
riots 


settlement, 
bel Ween 


prompt 
disputes 
mid subordinate officials 
aceord, The country 


bill ji to abolisl the 


Pelil iS 


mediation, conciliation, and 
carriers and their employees 
With that purpose I am in hearty 
has been told that the purpose of the 
tuilway Labor Board. If that were all, 
simple. the issue plain. I would vote for it. 
minor part of the bill It abolishes the 
Railway Labor Board, composed of nine members, three repre- 
senting the public, three the and three the em- 

These nine men receive a salary of $10,000 per 
total of $90,000 Chis bill sets up in its stead four 
national boards of adjustment. with 40 members, at a salary 
of 37,00 each—a total of S2S80,000. These are divided equally 
between the emplovers and The public has no 
representation upon these boards. It further provides for a 
board of mediation and conciliation composed of five members 
representing the public—each at a salary of $12,000, or a total 
of $60,000; a grand total of $340,000 in salaries as compared 
to $00,000 under the present law To this, of course, must 
be added salaries of attorneys, clerks, and office expenses of 
undetermined amount. The salary cost of this bill is equal 
to the total salary paid to the President, Vice President, the 
entire Cabinet, the entire Supreme Court, the President of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House. This increased cost 
alone raises a grave doult of the advisability of its passage. 

The Government is asked to pay the expenses of these four 
bourds of agreement, and at the same time we have been told 
that the publie is not entitled to uny representation upon them, 
or, as one official of the brotherhoods told me, “ The public is 
het competent to be represented on these boards.” 

One-half of the membership of these boards is to be appointed 
from representatives of the nationally organized crafts. But 
there are great groups of employees that do not belong to these 
nationally organized crafts. They do not want to join. They 
feel that they are entitled to representation in the settlement 
or industrial disputes, and that representation is denied them 
under this bill. The President said, * There should be no hesi- 
tation in enacting new legislation if a substantial agreement 
can be reached among the groups interested.” The protests 
tiled by employers, employees, and the public indicate that there 
can be no “substantial agreement” on this bill in its present 
form. This bill provides only for “national boards.” It sets 
up no boards for settling disputes by adjustment between em- 
ployees and the reads for which they work. 

The bill does not affect transportation charges directly. It 
does not raise wages. It does not reduce freight rates. It does 
net apply to transportation charges. It brings no relief to the 
people of the West in this, their big item of expense. The 
lowering of transportation charges must come. Organized labor 
has indieated its willingness to accept wage reductions concur- 
rent with a reduction of transportation charges and general 


living costs. 


ition «of 


would be 
hut that is 


the bill 


only a 
employees, 


plovers 


yeur iu 


employees 


This bill will greatly increase the difficulties of | does not cure. 


repeal. They have not stopped to think that with its repe 

must come some other plan, some other regulatory legislatio 

The building of a new transportation act must be worked ou: 
We can not tear down the present law without putting som: 
thing in its place. To repeal the Esch-Cummins Act and 

nothing in its place is to lose a great part of that which hx-~ 
been gained for the people in two generations of struggle wit 

this problem. 

The Interstate Commerce Committee is now holding hearing- 
on section 15-A. Legislation affecting it will be proposed. T),, 
truth about this section and its effect on freight charges shou 
be definitely determined. New legislation should definite 
make certain that the rates on the bulky farm commodities 
upon grains, foods, cattle, livestock, and so forth, will be mat 
rially reduced. Agriculture can not continue to pay the pre~ 
ent charges. If the income from the railroads is disastrous!) 
affected by this plan, then let the difference be made up !) 
an adjustment of our through-freight charges and placing tl. 
burden upon less bulky and greater value commodities. 

The minimum-rate rule, fixing a rate below which carrier 
ean not go, should be abelished so that the roads may retur: 
to an actual competitive basis. 

INLAND WATERWAYS 


An integral part of our transportation problem is the ques 
tion of developing the inland waterways of the Nation. Experi 
mental work on the lower Mississippi has shown its feasibility 
The opening of the St. Lawrence, the deepening of the Mis 
sissippl and the Missouri, and their connection with the Great 
Lakes, means much to the Central West. It will place us 
nearer the world’s markets, decrease our transportation 
charges, and thus increase the price received by the farmer 
and at the same time relieve the railroads of the East of the 
congested traffic which they now carry. Committees of Con 
gress have been considering these matters, plans are being 
matured, and some progress by legislation has been made. Tlic 
agricultural prosperity and future industrial development of 
the West depend much upon this program. Legislation carr) 
ing out these plans should have immediate and favorable cou- 
sideration. 

M’NARY-HAUGEN BILL 


There are three great economic groups in America—industr) 
labor, and agriculture. The industrial enterprises are or 
ganized and prosperous, labor is organized and better pat 
to-day than ever in its history. Agriculture is unorganize| 
and not receiving the same measure of prosperity as the otlic 
groups. In many sections there is real distress. The purcha- 
ing power of the farmers’ products is much below that of the 
other groups. Our problem has been to place agriculture, 5° 


far as it can be done by law, on an equality with industr) 
The farmer must preduce at a profit; his purchas- 
Additional eredit relieves bu! 
teduced interest rates are equivalent to reduced 


and labor. 
ing power must be restored. 


a etch tl ula lle 


onal SOW tame «ha ain seltcatil ee atti ee « 


e-e. r Geseh Od S24 ~ 











: 





uni ‘ L ie | 5 prosp rity. Cooperative mar 
of great assistal but it can not entirely solve the 
It has n been possible to bring the general farmer 
\ t nd Ne nto one great cooperating orga ization, 
g t progress has been made Diversification is pro 
l resul The solution is I er and more adequate 
it he sells. Lhe iriner wants no gifts; he KS 
r f it ked because of the farmers’ pov- 
ed as ‘ rig nd justice. T McNary- 
| pre sed } whereby the pre-war purchasing 
e 7 I I ‘ I e Ve ored It pro] ed to put 
I proauucts, it \ *h there was li CA] t le sul 
itio price | s equal to ft of other com es 
Ss 1 it might not work, but if it d ] ( ipl u 
dl no rse off, and if it did succeed 25 per cen 
is. claimed for it agriculture would immeasurably 
They told us it is a new idea and without precedent 
SI ifraid of new ideas nor does it fear the mak- 
ede! rhe bil iled to pass, Industry i | 
a tariff, labe is protected by restricted immig 
f able legislation. Is the farmer alone to be 
f If that is the answer, then the agricultural 
st insist upon a revision of tariff rates. There is no 
rn ive 
present tariff law has as a revenue meastre succeeded 


t 
cpectations of its sponsors. It has produced in 
rosperity. The MecNary-Haugen bill would have 
at prosperity to the farmer. He is entitled toft. It 
nied to him. Tariff rates that operate against agri 
| prosperity should be lowered, keeping in mind always 
culture can not prosper without industrial prosperity 
n industry remain permanently prosperous without a 
agriculture. Certain provisions of the present tariff 
henefited our western people. A striking illustration 
nefit given our cattlemen by the tariff on “ feeders,” 
as kept out Canadfan cattle. The 
in need of better prices, but their condition w 
vithout this protection. Where beneficial the 
w should be supported 
CHILD LABOR 


eattlemen of the 
uld he 


present 


failed te pass the tax-free securities amendment, but by 
erwhelming vote we submitted to the States an amend 
\uthorizing Congress to regulate child labor. By so doing 

nized this as a national problem and have taken the 
step to step their exploitation by capital in the industries. 
oblem now rests with the States, 

PROHIBITION 

tical gestures toward the repeat of the eighteenth amend- 
and the weakening ef the Velstead Act have been made. 
ave accomplished nothing. They will accomplish noth 
Industrial centers of the Kast may want it. The great 
iltural States of the West will not permit of the weaken- 
the enforcement law nor its repeal. They will give every 
and assistance to its vigorous enforcement. 


MUSCLE SHOALS 
e facts regarding Muscle Shoals have been stated in this 
llouse, in the press, and from the public platform. Further 
tement of them can serve ne beneficial purpose. I was un- 
suppert the Ford bill. 
ident Coolidge recommended that this “ Congress appoint 
oint committee to consider offers, conduet negotiations, and 
definite recommendations.” His suggestions were 


report 
; 


ered. 


E> 
rie 


\ 


lusele Sheals alone is important. If the Ford offer is ac- 
cepted the Government loses over $100,000,000 invested there; 

nters into burdenseme and expensive obligations; it leases 
(he power dams there at a rental netting but 2.85 per cent on 
the investment; it ties its own hands for 100 years; it secures 
no adequate return of funds and no adequate covenants. The 
ord bill vielates the fundamental idea of the conservation of 
our natural resources. Nebraska has great streams with un- 
developed power possibilities. We have no coal in our seil. 
We can provide electrical energy from our streams for indus- 
| uses. I am net without hope that the time will soon come 
n, with governmental cooperation, this development can be 
ught about. To sell Musele Shoals under the conditions of 
s bid is to admit the failure of the Gevernment to develop 
the Nation’s water power. I can net admit that that failure 
exists. I believe that the Government should complete this de- 
velopment, dispose of the power under the Federal water power 
act, keep the ownership ef the nitrate plants for peace and war- 
time uses, producing fertilizer for peace activities and muni 
tons fer war. 
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eee CC 


PRESIDE 


President Co 


circumstances, 


iin >the | er most 


Meet ng every isstve 


facing every prt blem. he set himself to the eA 

cul neomle He has succeedie The Ame ) ve 

ity iy His abilitv is know hia e? rreevte ' . rel 

unassailable; his courage prov ‘ en i Cod 

res { ‘ ne Love about his task (‘ongress 

rent to aet finally as its indgment dictates is ’ 

Sideration to his views Fle V o nil consideration 

views of Congr mS maintained his ew ors . 

en mhblic matters The levista v¢ md eee Prey 

the Government ive performed their « titi } ‘ 

ihe counts enerally approved Criticism comes from 

those who have been unable to dietata eit r the ‘ é 

President or Congress I fnvor the reeleetion of Pree , 

Coolidge. He is preeminentty » man best suited and fitted 

for the difficult tasks ahead I confi nels hellawe that the 

\ ( 1 | pie wil I n i we ces the Pre lene 
rIvREE YEARS PT CAN ADMIN 

M riLSON Mr pe é with cl e | sent 
Se ‘ of Congress the ec ‘ he Republican Iministra 

Jk my I tal ft S S mac » lor Ute ‘ nore 
than three rs since the ul came Oo pows ln vie of 
the nproae ry rene ele n, j is f ng ft | ] iew 
\ i is om ic Lippi d In order ae hl i I il 
degree of fairness « it rac it is mes iry at lea 
line briefly the condi n that prevailed he time t Lhe 
publican ac istration ne into pows 

Gur international affairs were then i deplorabl 
More than two years had elapsed since he lities had ed 
and we were still technically at war with the Central Powe 
Our relations with other countries were strained The mad 
competitior n | ldit ivies nd naval arma f a i 
in full swi among e principal nations of the world 

Foreign governments owed tl country more than $10,000 

| 600,000, on which more than $1,000,000,000 due and unpaid 
nterest had accumulated, and no provisio: iatever had heen 
made for the payment or re funding of th enormous inde ‘ 
ness. 

The public debt had grown from $1,000,000,000 to the stag 
gering sum of $24,000,000,000, to which should be added 
$2.000,000,000, which is about the present cash value of the 
bonus, plus administrative expenses, recently voted as ad 
justed compensation for war service; so that the national debt 
left by the war was in fact more than $26,000,000,000, About 
$7,500,000,000 was due to mature within two and a half 
years and no provision for its refunding had been mac nor 
mous amounts of this debt were carried in short-time certifi 
cates, which were turning over monthly with consequent un 
settling effect on the markets. 

Liberty bonds which had been sold to the publie at par to 
pay the cost of the war were selling at 85 cents on the dollar 

The interest charge alone on the public debt had grown m 
$23,000,000 before the war to about $1,000,000,000 per annum, 
considerably more than the annual running expenses of the 


entire Govermment at the beginning of the war. 
The annual ordinary expenditures of the Government ad 
risen from about $740,000,000 in 1916 to $5,500,000,000 in 1021 
War-time taxes still remained in 
serious burden on the entire people 


were becom 


their eff 


force and 


through 


- 2 
ect 
business, 


A large number of merchant ships had been built, at a cost 


of more than $3,000,000,000. In 1921 this vast fleet was 

mated to be worth less than $500,000,000, while claims grow 
ing out of our shipbuilding venture amounting to $200,000,000 
were pending against the Government. Many of the ships were 


entirely worthless. 

The railroads of the country had been thoroughly demoralized 
by Government operation and by management characterized by 
extravagance and recklessness which in the end cost the tax 
payers of the country $3,000,000,000 and left the railroad prop 
erties so crippled as to seriously handicap them for a long time 
in rendering service to the public. 

The agricultural interests of the country had been brought 
face to face with financial disaster as a result of the sudden 
fall in the prices of agricultural products, so that the prol 
of relieving the resulting distress has proved to be about the 
most difficult and perplexing one left by the preeeding Demo 
cratic administration. 

Widespread unemployment prevailed. Estimates made by 
the Department of Labor, then under Democratic control, and 
by the American Federation of Labor placed the number of 


lem 
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the unemployed during the early 
5,000,000) persons, 

Such in brief was the situation when by an overwhelming 
vote of lack of confidence the Democratic administration went 
out and the Republican Party came into power. What has 


months of 1921 as high as 


been accomplished since coming into power is here referred | 


to broadly as the work of the Republican administration, and 
includes both Congress and the Executive 
Coming into power by so large a vote much was expected 


of the administration, and no one who is disposed to be fair | present tariff law are the Democratic spellbinders and 


can deny that much has been accomplished. It has already 
solved inany of the pressing problems inherited from a dis- 
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eredited Democratic administration and has made substantial | 


progress toward the solution of many others 
Ii has established peace with Germany and Austria, restored 


served for the United States all of our rights under the Ver- 
suilles treaty without involving us in the meshes of European 
entanglements, 

it has maintained friendly relutions with all the other na- 
tions of the world. 

It suggested the plan for an expert commission to consider 
the vexed problem of reparations in Europe, and these experts, 
under the brilliant leadership of Charles G. Dawes, worked out 
and offered a practical plan for the salvation of war-torn 
lurope, 


vided a means for the settlement of a long-standing dispute be- | 


tween Chile and Peru, thus avoiding a possible war in South 
America, 

It has restored friendly relations with Mexico and maintained 
the security of the treaty rights of American citizens. 

By the Conference for the Limitation of Armament it has 
made the greatest advance in history toward universal peace 
and the abolition of war. 

It has established a budget system which, by placing our 
finances on a business basis, has already resulted in 
economies and assures greater economies in the future. 

It has reduced the national debt by nearly $2,500,000,000, 


, our exports would be seriously curtailed. 
commerce and friendly intercourse with those nations, and pre- | 





JUNE 


ee 








eemmemnnntitiiiatias 


dent was invested with discretionary power within preseri 
limits to meet changing conditions. While fully protecting 
home market in most instances, more than 60 per cent 0} 
imports now come in duty free, and the average rates on 4 
able articles are lower than in any previous Republican ta; 
law. 

Except in a comparatively few instances where the rates 
duty have been found too low to give needed protection, the o 
Americans who have been displeased by the operation of + 


i 


paign-literature writers, who have been shown up so effecti 

as fulse prophets. They predicted freely that the new ta: 
rates would restrict imports to such an extent that the reveny 
from this source would not be 3$300,000,000 per year, and t 
Republican proj. 
nents of the new law claimed that it would produce $450,000.00) 
in revenues and that it would net reduce exports. The resn 
for the period during which the law has been in operation |) 
been even more favorable than the most sanguine Republics 
prediction. Revenues from tariff duties are now coming in: 
the Treasury af a rate approximating $50,000,000 per month, 
$600,000,000 per year, while exports have actually increased | 
like proportion. In facet, it can not be suecessfully denied t! 
no tariff in our history has in so short a time produced resu! 
so satisfactory. 


4 


Within a year unemployment had ceased to | 


; | a problem and has not returned to plague us. 
Through the friendly mediation of this country, it has pro- | 


In short, the record stands that in the brief space of thi 
years a Republican administration has placed the country on 
more on the high road of orderly progress and assured pros 
perity. This summary of what has been accomplished is su! 


| mitted with pride and confidence to the unprejudiced judy 


great | 


ment of the American people. It is a record of achievemer: 
never before equaled by any national administration within ~» 
short a period of time and one that could well be submitt)! 
to the calm, dispassionate consideration of the people wit! 
confidence of approval 

The party that has done so much in so short a time uni 


| such unfavorable conditions is worthy of continued confiden 


| 


It has either retired or refunded the $7,500,000,000 of matur- | 


ing debt, and in its place has issued a new class of short-dated 
debt aggregating $5,000,000,000, with maturities distributed so 
as to permit of refinancing with the minimum of disturbatce to 
business. 

By rigid economies it was made possible to reduce the tax 
burden over $800,000,000 in the first year of the administration 
and at the same time show a substantial surplus each year. On 
the basis of the showing made within two years the Treasury 
recommended a further tax reduction of more than $300,000,000, 
Which has been made. 

Sound principles of tax reduction and tax reform have been 
initiated and made understandable to the people, which upon 
their insistence will be eventually enacted into law. 

The total operating expenses of the Government, including 
fixed debt charges, have been reduced from $5,500,000,000 dur- 
ing the last year of Democratic administration to an expendi- 
ture for the present fiscal year of approximately $3,500,000,000, 
a reduction of 40 per cent in the running expenses of the 
Government, without in any wise crippling any useful activity. 

The debts due this country by Great Britain and Finland 
have been refunded so that the total payments of principal and 
interest will aggregate $160,000,000 a year during the next 10 
years, with somewhat larger amounts thereafter 

Through an administration of the Treasury that has been 
characterized by remarkable financial ability and a complete 
mastery of fiscal problems, banking and credit conditions 
throughout the country have been improved so that Liberty 
bonds have appreciated to par and so that no one who loaned 
money to the Government during the war need lose a dollar, 

Liberal appropriations have been made for carrying into effect 
the desire of all good citizens everywhere that the obligation 
of the Nation to the disabled veterans of the World War be 
fulfilled to the uttermost. More liberal legislation has been 


| gress the next four veurs will prove no exception to the ru 


| hesitate to 


enacted for their benefit and a standing committee to consider | 


matters relating to the welfare of all veterans has been pro- 
vided for in the House of Representatives. 

A protective tariff has been enacted to meet the conditions 
growing out of the World War. The need for protection to 
American labor and industry was never greater than in 1921, 
when an influx of foreign-made goods was being encouraged 
not only by the low tariff then in force and by the low labor 
costs abroad but by a depreciated exchange, which gave to coun- 
tries having depreciated currency a great temporary advantage. 

Owing to the rapid changes taking place in Europe the pro- 
visions of the new tariff law were made tlexible, and the Presi- 


It should be again commissioned to go on with the order 
development of its policies to which the country expressed 
adherence by an overwhelming vote at the last president 
election. The country can not afford to turn back or to hal: 
in its forward march. The Republican Party has always 
stood for orderly progress.along safe and sane lines of con 
structive legislation and administration. With Calvin Coolidge 
in the White House and a safe Republican majority in Con 
already so well established. 

TAX-EXEMPT SECURITIES—ALL IS NOT GOLD THAT GLITTERS 
Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Mr, Speaker and gentlemen 
the House, in my days of childhood I marveled at the craft: 
ness of the wolf in its attempt to lure the unsuspecting Red Ri’ 
ing Hood to her death. Later, in my school days, I learned » 
trite and significant statement, namely, that we should “ fenr 
Greeks benring gifts’; but until I observed with my own e) 
the representatives of the moneyed interests of the East boid 
advoeating the adoption of this constitutional amendment as 4 
benefit to the people of our country did I realize in whi 

modish manner wolves could wear sheep's clothing. 

Sworn in as a Member of Congress on January 31. 1924, wi 
the vote on this resolution to be cast on February 8, I gave 
practically all my time to the study of this problem. [I do no 
say that when [ began the consideration of this 
amendment to our Constitution I was strongly inclined towar 
its submission and ratification, The articles which T had rea‘! 
upon the subject, together with the catchy name affixed to | 
had about convinced me that it was the panacea for all om 
financial ills. It had been debated in the previous Congress, 
which it had failed of passage, and [ had much authority at m 
disposal upon the subject. Until I gun close study of ft! 
question I had received no information that, while clothed as « 
placid, harmless sheep, the amendment contained the mo-' 
deadly attack against the people of our country which ti 
financial wolves of Wall Street could launch. 

THE WOLVES OF WALL STREET SPONSOR THIS AMENDMEN? 


President Coolidge and Andrew Mellon advocate its ado; 
tion. There is no need to waste time in placing them where 
they rightfully belong. They are the spokesmen for and the 
leaders of the Republican Party, which undoubtedly is tle 
party representing the moneyed interests in this country. Tho 


National City Bank, of New York, the Standard Oil bank 
J. P. Morgan & Co.; Kuhn-Loeb Co., international bankers, t!> 
Shylock mortgage association, openly espouse the passuge ©! 
Mr. Mellon, Secretary of the Treasury, > 


this resolution. 
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» be the richest man in America. It is 


more than we 
meeive that these interests and those representing them 
i voluntarily request the passage into law of legislation 
uld prevent them from escaping taxation which they 
ndlvy insist this amendment would do. 
chief spokesman in support of the amendment was the 
man from New York [Mr. Mttris], who, according to his 
tement in the Congressional Directory of the last Con- 
s, is a director in many large New York corporations and 
member of the firm representing the banking house of 
Morgan & Co Not only is he the wealthiest Member of 
fouse but he is reputed to be forty times a millionaire. 


Republicun leader vigorously and vehemently supported 


Mints in his effort to put this amendment into force. 
Democratic leader vigorously opposed it. Being a Dem- 
this would be reason enough for my opposition to the 
tion 


same Republican crowd 
the high 


the old guard of Republicanism, 
protective tariff into our laws, thereby 
ging untold millions from the people of America, spon- 
legislation This was the same Republi¢an crowd 

ught the Federal reserve banking system that deprives 

Street staging a financial panie at will; it was the same 


vrote 


i iis 


iblican crowd that opposed the income tax law, which, if 

vijusted, should equalize the tax burdens in con- 

y with the ability to pay. The wolves of Wall Street 

wigh their agent, the Republican Party, again attempted 

ire the people of America into the arms of the octopus. 

0 there, nothing could proteet them from its merciless 
) 

<i I ‘ LAX-EXEMP'1 SE RITIES ARI Nol AFFECTED 


ihe proposed amendment possesses no curative remedy for 
that obtain at the present time, growing out of the 
large fortunes, evidenced by tax-exempt securities. 
ere are those who do not understand the terminology of the 

“ed amendment and erroneously conclude that 


the evils 


issing ol 


the amend 


Under the present law the States, all of them, hs 


to tax securities issued by a State, a municipality, or a iW 
The only power granted to the States under this law would | 
the power to tax Federal securities which we ssued after the 
ratification of this amendment But, accord to the amend 
ment itself, before my State—Kentucky—« d tax such Fed 
eral securities it would be necessary for them to enact into law 
a State income tax measure At this time there are only f 
States in this Union having income tax laws. Speaking 
people already overburdened with taxes, 1 1 wectfully bmi 
that I can not support an amendment ch in se ) ) 
would necessitate the adding to the tax burden of my peopk 
The cry of the times is to reduce taxes; and if the people of 
| this Nation understood that further burdens in the form « 


; and 


inder consideration would put an end to the unjust dis- | 
nation in tax burdens 
jowever, this proposed amendment to the Constitution did 
! iffect, and was net intended to affect, the tax-exempt 
irities now owned by the spokesmen for the measure and 
th nasters. It would not reach the existing securities and 
{ mwners 
there can be no mistake about the accuracy of this state- 
The swamendment itself clearly sets forth that only 
me derived from securities issued after the ratification 
of this article’ should be affected. Hence the proposed amend- 
ment would net reach the evils which we all recognize to 
Having been formulated by the representatives of the 


rwhners of such securities, it is 

reach the existing evils 

-olution, to the end that this loophole could be closed, was 

the solid phalanx of the old guard. 1 supported 

every effert made to put teeth into the amendment and to pro- 
the American people from such underhanded attack. 


not strange that it would not 


istood by 


We all admit that there is discrimination in the tax bur- 
den but any illustration of the evils under the present sys 
m could still be used even though this constitutional amend 
nt was submitted to and ratified by the States, as this 
imendment does not change the status now occupied by the 


existing securities. 


tax-exempt 


IT WOULD NOT REDUCE CITY, COU SLATE TAXES 


rere are those who think that if this amendment should be 
adopted there would be a reduction of city, county, and State 
t 3. Not only is this premise unfounded but. on the contrary, 
the city, county, and State taxes, in my judgment, would be 


ix 


increased, 

Quoting from an editorial in the Lexington Herald, Lexing- 
ton, Ky., which was referring to Secretary Mellon’s advocacy 
of this amendment, we find a clear Statement in support of our 


‘ 


His plea for the taxation of income from tax-exempt 
tes and municipalities is something that must be submitted to the 
tes in the form of a constitutional amendment; and even if Congress 
hould vote to submit it, might fail of ratification by the States 

It would increase the interest burden of the States and cities and be 


a shifting of taxes rather than a reduction. 


securities of 


Qt 


rhis proposed legislation weuld give the Federal Government 
the right to tax bonds and securities issued by a city, county, 
State, or under Federal authority. The money realized there- 


from would go into the Federal Treasury, and the city, county, | lustration, 


aud State would receive no part of it. 


LXV——#s1 


And every effort made to amend the 


State income tax must necessarily follow in the wake of t] 
amendment, they would unanimously oppose it It will not be 
my purpose while a Member of Congress to vote for any measure 
in that body that will add to the tax load of my people 
IMMEDIATB INCREASE IN 


THE VALUATION OF 


LIES 


rite ot STAND Ss 


Sponsored as it is by the money ki of America, we have 
seen that the existing securities affected by this i 
remain tax-exempt. Of course tax-exempt securities would com 
pete in the market with taxable securities rhe value of the 
existing tax-exempt securities approximates $12,000,000,000 
They are owned in the main by the ultrarich of the country; 
should this amendment become law, there would be an 
immediate increase in value of the existing tax-exempt securi 
ties, between 10 per cent and 20 per cent. Thus overnight these 
money kings would receive a gift in the staggering sum of he 
tween $1,200,000,000 and $2,400.000.000. This gift would be 
made without the receipt of one cent in taxes, either city, county, 
State, or Federal. No wonder they so anxiously supported this 
proposition. Speaking for my people, I do not propose to bestow 
this munificent gift upon the money 
rHE IS RATE UPON SECURITIES APFECTRD BY 
WOULD BR INCREASED 

It is an economic truth that the purchasers of the securitic 
issuing subsequent to the ratification of this amendment must 
receive at least the rate which tax-exempt securities would 
bear plus the tax to be levied against said securities. Then 
as now, the tax would be paid by the people residing in the 
city, county, or State of their issue. The 
all securities would be increased at least 1 
and this amount would necessarily be an 
the people 

To illustrate it in 


measure Wii 


barons of our country 


TEREST rii®w® AMENDMI 


interest 
per cent 
added 


rate upon 
per annum, 
tax burden to 
cold 


figures: Take a city or county that 


desires to issue bonds for the purpose of building a school- 
house, a courthouse, waterworks, or to refund its debt lor 
example, an issue of $100,000 is desired At present these 


bonds are tax exempt and can probably be sold on the market 


for a premium to yield the purchaser 54 per cent per annum 
The interest charge would be $5,500. If these securities were 
taxable, the rate would be at least 64 per cent per annum and 
the annual interest would be $6,500. The taxpayers of your 


county would be 


compelled to pay this extra amount If the 
difference in the interest was $1,000 per year and the honds 
were to run for 50 years, there would be an extra $30,000 


paid out because of this amendment 

Most prebably, every one of these bonds would be purchass 
by some one living out of the and the State—40 per 
cent of the municipal bonds owned in New York Cit 
in which event there would be no return in taxes, either to thy 
county issuing the bonds or to the 
located, that would offset the extra interest 

As a general proposition, there must be 
issued to retire bonds at maturity If 
tive, we would view the spectacle of 
State, and Federal which 
the income of which is taxable. These last-named bonds must 
bear a higher rate of interest than the bonds to be retired. 
Untold millions would be collected from the people of America 
to pay this added interest upon these securities. This same 
condition applies to all securities now outstanding which will 
be refunded at maturity. 

To bring this statement home to you, by 
let us that 


county 
ure 
State in which it was 
paid 

refunding 
nw 


bonds 


this became effec 
retiring our city 


are tax with 


county, 


bonds honds 


exempt, 


way of illustration, 


assume S10,.000,000,000 of the tax exempts now 
outstanding must be refunded. Taxable securities are to be 
issued and sold to retire the nontaxable securities It is 
agreed by all that the interest rate upon the taxable securi- 
ties must yield at least 1 per cent per annum more than a 
similar tax-exempt security. Assuming, for the sake of il- 
that the average vield upon tax exempts is 5 


per cent per annum we find $500,000,000 to be the annual yield. 
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Increase the interest yield the necessary 1 per cent to 6 per 
ce | anwum and these securities will yield §$600,000,000. 
l ther words, the extra taxes to be paid upon these taxable | 


securities are §100,000,000 per annum. 

fhe people of the United States would be compelled to pay 
this extra burden. There are 48 States in the Union. If Ken- 
tucky paid ome-forty-eighth of this added tax, her peeple weuld 
pay wore than 20000004 ownties in Keatacky 
would be more than 


There are 120 
id the average imerveased lax per connt) 


$14.000 per yeur 


THE FARMER 

The Washington Daily News, in an editorial in its issue of 
January 16, 1024, so fully expressed my apprehension that I 
must quote that editorial, which is as follows: 


WHY SO HORRLFIED 


For ma ad Representative Ogpms L. Mria.s, millionaire repre- 
sentative of New York's financial aristocracy, has been telling a com- 
of the Hou ull about the horrors of tue tax-exegapt securities. 

Mr. MILI x bBo v e in the desert we aloux No, indeed. Le is 
f | by a multimillionaire } retary of the Treasury, Artdrew 
Nell by mauy of Mr. Mellon's friends and partners, by the Western 
J Mortgage Asseciation, ahother multimilienaire concern; by the 


National City Bank, the Morgan interests, the Kuhn-Loeb interests, 


the Saturday Evening Post, tue Wall Street Journal, and a host of other 
tribumes of a down-trodden proletarias 
Why | this sudden and tender sokicitude for the common people? 
wt thi videu hatred of the wealthy by the rich? 


The spokesmen for the proposed amendment repeatedly 
stated that it would not affect the rate of interest upon the 
farm mortgages carried jn the farm-loan banks threughent the 
eountry. Mr. Farmer, please keep in mind that the interests 
behind this bill feught to the bitter end the farm loan bank act 
and by eourt aetion delayed its operation for two years. The 
mortgage association, referred to in the above editorial, before 
the farm Jouwn bank act eharged the farmers as high as 15 per 
cent per unpum for loans, even though secured by a mort- 
rms. The record vote in Congress found 
upon page 2141 of the CoNGRrESsIoNAL Reoorp destroys every 
of truth in their statement that they sought benefit for 


the furmers of America, who yet remain the bulwark of our 


gage upon their fi 


vestice 


(voverninent 


iu 2 motion to recommit, the following amendment was 
offered : 

Provided, That tt provisions of this artic shall not apply to secu- 
rities issued under the authority of the Federal farm loan act. 


Jt can be seen from the Janguage of this amendment that the 
securities therein named would not be affected by the resolution. 
In other words, had this amendment carried it would save to 
the farmer 1 per cent per annum upon all farm loans obtained 
subsequent to the ratification of the amendment. I veted for 
this umendment, but the old guard was too strong, and it was 
defeated. 

So if this amendment to the Constitution should have become 
the law of the land the interest rate upen every farm lan 
secured under the Federal act would have been increased at 
lenst 1 per cent per annum. This added interest rate must be 
earned with the sweat from your brow. 

MISCELLANBOUS ORJECTIONS 

There are many etker valid objections from the viewpoint 
of the common people. It is a further encreachment by the 
lederal Government upon the rights of the States and the 
individuals comprising them. 

Sheuld the amendment be submitted and ratified, the spec- 
tacle of the Government taxing the evidences of its own obli- 
gations is viewed. 

Krom the days of Alexander Hamilton, the first Secretary 
of the Treasury, this Government has followed the principle 
laid down by him that it is unsound for a government to tax 
its securities. In that early day he pointed out that in buying 
a tax-exempt bond the purchaser paid a tax by reducing the 
interest rate below what he would receive upon a taxable 


bond. In foregoing the higher rate, in giving wp the chance 
of larger returns, he was paying a tax im advance, 


I; 

With a tax levied upon governmental seeurities, the pur- 
chaser, because of the uneertainty of the tax to be paid in the 
future, would necessarily protect himself in demanding a much 
greater increase in yield above that which a tax-exempt se- 
curity weuld yield, and beeause of that uncertainty millions of 
dollars per year would be collected from the people to pay this 
added rate of interest. 

The high yield upon governmental securities results frem the 
tremendous sum raised to wage our World War to a successful 
conclusion. This high rate of yield makes an attnactive in- 
vestment, In my recollection I can recall United States Gov- 


the peeple 
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ermment bouds—Panama issue—par valne $100, yielding 2 per 
eent per annum, selling for $117. While it will be sever, 
years, if ever, before our Federal securities can be sold 
such low rate, yet the certainty of the rate ef yield, coupl 
with the soundness of the investment, will permit the sa 

of many hundred millions of dollars im the refunding of | 
national debt should the organic structure remain intact 
this particular. 

Another formidable ebjection to the amendment is contain: 
in the fact that more than 75 per cent of the outstanding 
exenipis are held and owned in the Hastern States. The 
exempts owned in Kentucky are of negligible quantity. Should 
an income tax law be passed in Kentucky—I would oppos 
such law at this time—dhe revenue received from tax-exen) 
securities in Kentweky would be nothing as compared to th 
extra burden placed upon ow’ people by the personal incom 
tax to be paid by them and numerous other tax burdens flow 
ing therefrem. Our present indebtedness as a State appro, 
mates $6,000,000. To pay the increased interest rate nupon tl 
debt would require extra taxes of approximately $60,000 4 
year. Of this item the distriet which I have the honor t 
represent would pay approximately one-sixth of this adde 
tax, Or approximately $10,000 per year more money than unk 
the present law. 


ul 


OCONCLUSLON 

I quote from the speech delivered by the gentleman fron 
North Carolina {|Mr. Pou], whe is the ranking Demecratie mem 
ber of the Cemmittee on Rules. His service extends eve 
peried of 21 years. His statement follows: 

Mr. Speaker, there should be no misunderstanding relative to the 
constitutional amendment proposing to prohibit hereafter the issuar 

f tax-exempt bonds. The proposed amendment to the Constituti 

ves nobody a single dollar. It does, however, add to the burden of 
It is a prepogal te add new taxes to the already enormou 
burden which the people are forced to bear. * *® * When men who 
own the $12,000,000,000 of tax-free bonds are clamoring for such 
amendment to be adopted the rank and file of the people may well tak 
warning. * °* ® 

This legislxtion means the ruin of the credit of the agricultn 
States of the Union. The great commercial centers perhaps will receive 
enormous benefits. You gentlemen who contempinte veting for th 
measure who represent agricultural constituencies had better be caret! 
and examine this amendment, because it is loaded; it is loaded with 
destruction for the agricultural States of this Union. 

* * * o * * . 

To my mind there is not one single logical and proper argument 
favor of this legislation. It will, however, kill the credit of the States, 
ihe counties, the school distriets, and the road districts. It will pro! 
ably mean the ruin of ouwr Federal farm-lean system. It will 
greatly to the burden of the peeple of the agricultural States. It 
enormously enhunee the market value of the $12,000,000,000 of ta 
free bonds already issued. It will place under the control of the ¥ 
eral Government even the bond issues of the tewns, the school distri: 
and the read districts as well. 


Having listened to every word of debate upon this subject 
having given careful consideration to all the arguments pr 
sented, and with no purpose other than to perform true servic: 
to my district and State, I do not hesitate to join the ranks o! 
Luose who are actually striving for reduction in taxes. 

‘In the experience of life we find that the bitterest pills are 
generally covered with the thickest coat of sugar. The most 
vicious bills ofttimes bear the most attractive titles. “Allis net 
gold that glitters.” Ceated over with a sweet-sounding title. an 
examination of the measure under its surface will disclose a 
bitter pill for the people. Satisfied in my own mind to the ex 
clusion of all doubt, I hesitate not to follow the teachings of 
Democracy in its effort to secure fair treatment for the rank 
and file of our people, rather than join the ranks of those wiv, 
wearing sheep's clothes, with seft, persuasive manner, would, 
if the proposed amendment became law, feed with the rapacity 
of wolves upon an unsuspecting public. In its present form the 
tax burden of my people would be increased. I de not intend 
that this be done with the aid of my vote. 


L&GISLATION PASSED DURING THIS CONGRESS FOR THE BENEFIT or 
EX-SERVICE MEN OF ALL WARS 


Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, there was more propaganda use | 
against the adjusted compensation bill than against any bill 
intreduced in the 10 years I have been in Congress. 

POSSIBLE TO HAVE ADJUSTED COMPENSATION AND TAX REDUCTION 


The chief argument used was that we could not have tax 
reduction and adjusted compensation, and that amyone who 
voted for the adjusted compensation bill was in reality voting 
against reduction in taxes, 


WAR an ier 


* 
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was denied by the majority of the Ways and Means 


ttee of the House and the Finance Committee of the 
te. the committees that had charge of the legislation on 
vy of us claimed that those making the above charges 


commence to “straddle” as soon as they 
or adjusted compensation bill was the law 
“FIGURES DO LIE 


know now that 


found that the 


NOT BUT LIARS CAN FIGURE” 

“figures do not lie” but that “liars can 
We find now—and it is admitted by most of the most 

opponents of the adjusted compensation bill—that on 

we will not only have money to take care of the 

ed compensation and the reduction in taxes but that we 


million dollars left—probably a deal 


next 


ive several good 


Creasury Department gave out a statement to the effect 
the adjusted compensation bill went through that the 
of Liberty bonds would fall; also that interest rates 
d go up and that stocks and bonds would drop in price, 
it we would have to up all idea of passing a tax 
um bill for at least another generation. In fact, they 
ose to predicting national bankruptey if the bonus bill 
The exact opposite in every particular is the real truth. 
STATES THERE 


give 


iAN GREEN 


WILL BE A 


LAKGE SURPLUS ON HAND 
e tax reduction bill passed by Congress by a nearly unani- 


ite gave $22,000,000 more reduction than under the plan 

sed by the Treasury Chairman GREEN, chairman of the 

~ and Means Committee of the House, puts the surplus on 

ton July 1 as high as $138,000,000, after making deductions 

th the adjusted compensation bill and the tax reduction 

Senator Smoot, chairman of the Senate 

e, and who has always opposed adjusted 
ts that there will be a surplus after all. 

Chose of us in Congress who voted to override 

1’ dent Coolidge knew the facts, but the public at large, who 

din a very large measure on the great city papers, did 

have the same means of learning the truth as we had, and 

very lately they believed everything the large city papers 

o say. It is only at this date that they are learning that 

vere misled by the propaganda given out by the city press 


others, 


Finance Com- 
compensation, 


the veto of 


Many of the Members of Congress, especially from States like 
York, Pennsylvania, all of the New England States, and 

ix, have been bitterly slandered by some of the large 
pers and by some of their people back home that did not 
the truth. During and after the war promises 
pledges were made to the ex-service men by the American peo- 
ind their representatives, and yet five years after the war 
find the great city press asking us to “ plead poverty” to 


escape this very just obligation In many of the above States 
voters have been urged to defeat every man who voted 
the bonus. 
EPUBLICAN STATE CONVENTION OF MICHIGAN FAVORED THE BONUS 


‘The Republican State convention of Michigan was one of the 
few political conventions that took a stand for the bonus. 
\t their late convention, held a few days after the adjusted 
mpensation bill had passed, the convention by a unanimous 
te passed a resolution commending the Michigan congres- 
onal delegation for voting for the bonus. While those of us 
» favored the bonus needed no mandate from our convention 
to vote for the adjusted compensation bill, it is pleasing to the 
ex-service men of Michigan to know that they were supported 
in their stand by the Republicans at home. 
Some of the Members of Congress who are to have opposition 
hecause of their stand on the adjusted compensation seem to be 
worried a little as to the outcome of the fight. While we have 
no such fight in Michigan, I am positive that when the time 
comes the Members facing opposition will find that the ex- 
service men have not forgetten their friends. 
The following editorial from the Stars and Stripes explains 


{The Stars and Stripes, Saturday, May 31, 1924] 
THE LEGION SHOULD HELP 
sooner had the bonus bill been passed over President Coolidge’s 
» than opponents of the legislation all over the country opened war 
on the legislators who voted in favor of the measure. 
In every section of the country a 
the Congressmen 


No 
V 


determined effort is being made to 
and Senators who voted to override the veto 
Practically all of the large newspapers are opposed to the legislation 
and will aid in the fight. Their cry is that these legislators deserted 
the President in time of need and voted to increase the tax burden of 
the people. From now until the election is over in November this cry 
will be kept up, and the men who stood by the bonus bill to the end 
will find considerable of a scrap on their hands, 


defe it 
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and | 


In this fight will they have the ! th f 
passed the bonus? WHI the Ames I f 
tion, come te the front and aid its fri 
behind the « k of policies not polit 
bhis is a big question, and its al 
Legion is to wield in Congress i rw futur If 
friends this time, it can hardly look r [ 
Many Congressmen and Senators voted t 
ride the President's veto in the f of no 
every cong? SI ul distri the is 
this legislation, and that minority is worl 
Congr smen who went a inst ft | t ( 
Voting to override the veto of a President 
Congressn I or se tor ) ‘) 
trary, such action requires e¢ d 
takes that action is almos t to 1 er 
ime come around 
It is likely that many of t Cc 
will be beaten this fall if the « i 
for their reelection The Amet l 0 
its hands to do all | r ~ ] i 
Otherwis the I ion i look f \ 
Congress who is opposed ecaust f ‘ tl nal 
the \ “ ny of them ’ i x t 1 
sistance { the I on I trict I l 
the Legion to iv hat it’s not polit Such 1 i 
when volced by Fourth of July orator but it oth thir a 
one’s friends 
This the Legion should not do Regardless of pa iMiliati 
should step out in the primaries and in the eleetio nd see th 
friends are returned to Congress lo ) ] sla nar 
lack of appreciation It would be almost as bad as ing r to ti 
enemy 
{Applause, } 
I believe the following letters add ed to » explain the 
attitude of the members of the American Legi here 
rue A I Leaio 
NATIONAL LEGISLA ‘ iM Ke 
VN i a | 
Hon. W. Fr JAMES 
Hlouse o Representat Washington, D. ¢ 
My Dear CONGRESSMA Now that Congr ha ljourned I w ' 
to take this opportunity, on behalf of the Americ: La n and 
ex-service men and women of the World War, to thank for 
splendid manner in which you supported the lati 1) ram in 
| which we were vitally interested 
The present Congress enacted into law the adjusted npensati 
bill, which had been pending for more than ) yoa the Reed 
| Johnson bill, extending the benefits of the wa risk insurance ict te 
thousands of disabled veteran and the Fernald-Langley bill, provid 
| ing sufficient money to complete the hospital building program These 
were, of course, all matters of major legi tion 
We appreciate the fact that you cast your vote for the adjusted 
compensation bill when it was before the Louse; but more partic 
larly do we appreciate the fact that you supported this legislation 
after it had been vetoed by the President ind in the name of th 
service men and women of America I wish to thank ) for you 
undeviating adherence to the cause of the \ ran r! great 
of the citizens of America desired you to take this action, and t 


now approve it 
where the 

The 
of administrative 


chosen 


This has been clearly demonstrated in every instance 


people have voted upon the question 


progress of human rights in 
authority with 


the 


America is the history of clashes 
forward-looking 


ive 


the ideas of the 


Representatives of people since election of the 


Hiouse of Burgesses at Jamestown in 1619, when the right of taxation 
by consent of the people alone was established as a fundamenta 
American principle, the representatives of the people have enlarged 
the scope of human rights only over the protests of administrative 
authority 

But in spite of the desires of those who would retard progress the 
representatives of the people have slowly but surely made additiona 
gains for the rights of the constituents whom they represent and to 
whom they are responsible 

The unfairness in the methods employed by the opposition to this 


legislation made the task of dificult 


publicity available to them were closed to the 


Congress a 


The 
advocates of 
ure and the editorial comment often misleading regarding qu 
fact and the the The members of t! 
American Legion and veterans of War, 


one avenues of 
the mea 

tions 6 
motives actuating 


the 


the World 


understandin 


these facts, appreciate more deeply the sincere manner in which you 
supported this legislation 
The Legion will never forget its friends 
Sincerely yours, JousN Tuomas TAYLor, 
National Legislative Committee, 
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THe AMERICAN LEGION, 
Ovrick oF THE NATIONAL COMMANDER, 

Indianapolis, Ind., September 30, 1922. 
The Hlon, W. Frank JAMBS, 
lHianceck, Mich. 
My Dear CONGRESSMAN JAMES: The service men and women are 
stood by us, fought for us, and, 
at and weil-financed attack by what we can not help 


deeply grateful for the way you have 
in the face of a gre 


but feel to be sordid and selfish opposition, refused to desert your con- 
\ is for the right. Those whom you represent appreciate your high 
stand The Nation is behind us all in this fight, and no one can con- 
tinu o prevent the people’s wishes from being carried out in @ 
Kepi bl 
W e only begun this batt! We are right, and right always pre- 
Vu I i 
\ I nal convention next month the adjusted compensation 
le n will I indorsed more strongly than ever. The American 
Legion is 1 ‘ animous and stronger in its conviction of the justice 
of this legi { than ever before. Y« will be interested to know 
tl c thi financial dey n and industrial tropbles 
‘ I hip has i reased Nearly half of the States of the Union 
l e mor u ber ow that at the end of last year. 
I am writing you that you may know tl we are grateful for all 
end ‘ n our behalf. We shall not forget, and we shall win 
th g 
Y s vi i 1y Tlanrornp MACNIDER. 


WILY HARDING VE 
Phe late President Harding would not have asked Congress to 
veto the Fordney-McCumber adjusted compensation bill in the 
last Congress if he had not been given to understand by the 
Department that on June 30, a year ago, there 
would be a deficit of $600,000,000, Believing as he did one can 
not blame him for taking the stand that he did. We all realize 


aireasurs 


that it was extremely hard for him to appear before the Senate 
und ask for a veto when he had made the promise before the 
iast presidential election that he favored the adjusted compen- 


sation bill We can all understand how he felt when he was 
told later that instead of there being a deficit on July 1, 1928, 
there was a surplus of $3870,000,000. 

ADJUSTED COMPPNSATION RILL IS BRIEF AND EASY TO UNDERSTAND 

The bill passed by Congress is brief and easy to understand. 

1. No one receives cash except under $50. 

® Will cost about $100,000,000 per year, and will be spread 
over 20 years. The General Staff figured that the war was costing 
us $44,000,000 per day. If this is correct, the total cost is less 
than two months of war. 

*% Provides substantial 
beneficiaries of those 


4. Partial history 


insurance policies for living, and 
who died since discharge. 
of adjusted compensation. 
191g 
Fifty-six bills were introduced in Congress. 
1920 

Muy 29: House of Representatives passed the “ fivefold bill” 
by a vote of 289 to 92. Bill went to the Finance Committee of 
ihe Senate and was not reported out when we adjourned. In 
September of that year Senator Harding, the Republican candi- 
date for President, declared he was in favor of the bill, 

1921 

June 80: The Senate Finance Committee reported out the 
above bill with a favorable report. 

July 6: Treasury Department 
asking the bill be defeated. 

July 12: President Harding, believing the figures given him 
by the Treasury, appeared before the Senate and asked that 
the bill be referred back to the committee. On the same day the 
bill was recommitted to the Finance Committee, where it died. 

1922 

March 23: House passed the bill by a vote of 333 to 70. 

June 30: According to figures of the Treasury, instead of a 
deticit of $24,000,000 for 1922, as predicted by the Treasury on 
February 2, there was a balance on hand of $313,000,000. 

Aucust 31: Bill passed the Senate by a vote of 47 to 22. 

September 19: President Harding vetoed the bill, stating 
that the Treasury Department claimed the deficit on June 30, 
1823, would be $650,000,000, 

September 20: The House of Representatives passed the bill 
over the veto of President Harding by a vote of 258 to 44. 

September 20: Forty-four Senators voted to sustain the veto 
and 28 against, and the bill was dead. 


t 
, 1923 


sent a letter to the Senate 


igures of the Treasury showed that on June 30, 1923, there 
was a surplus of $310,000,000 instead of the deficit of $650,- 
000,000 claimed by the Treasury Department when they de- 
sired President Harding to veto the bill 





1924 

Adjusted compensation again before Congress and more 
propaganda used against it than any bill before Congress for 
many years. 

March 18: Bill passes the House by a vote of 355 to 54. 

April 23: Senate passes the bill by a vote of 67 to 17. 

May 15: President Coolidge vetoes the bill. 

May 16: By an overwhelming vote, 313 to 78, the House of 
Representatives overrides the veto. 

May 19: Senate, by a vote of 59 to 26, repasses the bill over 
the veto, and “ all is well.” 

LAFAYETTE, LINCOLN, GRANT, AND LEE ALL RECEIVED A BONU 

One hundred years ago, December, 1824, Congress presented 
a bonus to the immortal Lafayette. 

On the 6th day of November, 1850, U. S. Grant, then a lien- 
tenant, stationed in Wayne County, Mich., applied for a bonus. 

On August 21, 1855, Abraham Lincoln applied for a bonus 

On February 20, 1854, Robert E, Lee applied for a bonus. 

The following affidavits and statements explain themselves: 

PRESENTATION OF Bonus TO GENERAL LAFAYETTE 
[An act of Congress, December, 1824] 

Be it enacted, That the sum of $200,000 be, and the same is he; 
by, granted to Major General Lafayette, in compensation for his j 
portant services and expenditures during the American Revolution 
and that, for this purpose, a stock to that amount be issued in his favor 
dated the 4th of July, 1824, bearing an annual interest of 6 per cent 
payable quarter-yearly, and redeemable on the 3ist of December, 1834. 

Sec, 2. And be it further enacted, that one complete and entir: 
township of land, be, and the same is hereby, granted to the said 
Major General Lafayette, and that the President of the United Si 
be authorized to cause the said township to be located on any of thie 
public lands which remain unsold, and that patents be issued to Gen 
eral Lafayette for the same, 


ites 


MonvDay, December 20, 1825 
Here follows an address to General Lafayette by a commiitee of 
Congress, delivered January 1, 1825: 

“General: We are a committee of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives, charged with the office of informing you of 
the passage of an act, a copy of which we now present. You will 
perceive from this act, sir, that the two Houses of Congress, aware 
of the large pecuniary as well as other sacrifices which your long 
and arduous devotion to the cause of freedom has cost you, hay: 
deemed it their privilege to reimburse a portion of them, as hay- 
ing been ineurred in part on account of the United States. 

“The principles that have marked your character will not 
permit you te oppose any objection to the discharge of so much of 
the national obligation to you as admits of it. We are directed to 
express to you the confidence, as well as the request of the two 
Houses, that you will, by an acquiescence with their wishes in 
this respect, add another to the many and signal proofs you have 
afforded of your esteem for a people whose esteem for you can 
never cease until they have ceased to prize the liberty they enjoy 
and emulate the virtues by which it was acquired. We have only 
to subjoin an expression of our gratification in being the authors 
of this communication, and of the distinguished personal respect 
with which we are, 

“Your obedient servants, 
“SaMUEL SMITH. 
“Ropert ¥Y. Hayne. 
“B,. Boulaery. 
“WILLIAM S. ARCHER. 
“S. Van RENSSALER. 
“PuiLie S, MARKLBY.” 
And here follows the reply of the Marquis de Lafayette on the same 
day, accepting the bonus: 

“Gentiemen of the committee of both Houses of Congress, the 
immense and unexpected gift which, in addition to former and 
considerable bounties, it has pleased Congress to confer upon me, 
calls for the warmest acknowledgments of an old American soldier 
and adopted son of the United States, two titles dearer to my 
heart than all the treasures of the world. 

“ Tlowever proud I am of every sort of obligation recelved fro: 
the people of the United States and their representatives in € 
gress, the large extent of this benefaction might have created 
my mind feelings of hesitation, not inconsistent, I hope, with 
those of the most grateful reverence. But the so very kind reso- 
lution of both Houses, delivered by you, gentlemen, in terms of 
equal kindness, precludes all other sentiments but those of the 
lively and profound gratitude of which, in respectfully accepting the 
munificent favor, 1 have the honor to beg you will be the organ 

“Permit me also, gentlemen, to join a tender of my affectionate 
persona] thanks to the expression of the highest respect with 
which I have the honor to be, 

“Your obedient servant, 
** WASHINGTON, January 1, 1825.” 


“ LAPAXSETR. 
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APPLICATION FOR BONUS 
[By Gen. Ulysses 8. Grant] 
Pr MI HIGAN, 
Co iy of W 
he 6th 4 y of November, A. D 1850, personally l for 
justice of the peace within and for the county and State al 
First Lieut. Ulysses 8S. Grant, aged 28 years, 1 Officer of the 


Regiment United States Infantry, in the service of the United 


zs who, being duly sworn, according to law, declares that he is the 
il Ulysses 8. Grant who was a second Heutenant and regimental 
rmaster in the Fourth Regiment of United States Infantry, m 


led by Col. William Whistler, in the war with Mexico declared to 
on the 13th day of May, A. D. 1846; that he graduated at \ t 
in the State of New York, about the 30th day of June, A. D 
nd continued in tual service during the entire period of the 
will be shown by the muster rolls of the field and staff of the 
th Regiment of United States Infantry. 
kes this declaration for the purpose of obtaining the be 
to which he may be entitled under the “act granting unty 
to certain officers and soldiers who have been engaged in th 


ry service of the United States,” passed September 28, 1850. 
U. S. Grant, 
First Tieutenant and Re mental 
Quartermaster, Fourth Infantry. 


County of Wayne, 88: 


Silas A. Bagg, clerk of said county of Wayne, do hereby certify 

George Clancy, whose name is subscribed to the affidavit of ft) 

cod instrument and therein written, was, at the time of taking 
t, a justice of the peace for said county, duly elected and quall 
nd duly authorized to take the affidavit. And, further, that I 


ell acquainted with the handwriting of such justice and verily be 

that the signature to the said jurat is genuine. 
testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
f said county at the city of Detroit this 6th day of November, 

A. LD. 1850. 

Derroit, MICH., 
Sin: Will you please forward me my land warrant on the inclosed 
‘ icate? I 
Very 


November 6, 1850. 


am, sir, 
respectfully, your obedient servant, 
U. S. GRanr, 
First Lieutenant and Regimental 
Quartermaster, Fourth Infaniry. 





APPLICATION FOR Bonus 
[By Abraham Lincoln] 

Tas. L. EDWARDS, 

Commissioner of Pensions, 
Stare or ILLINOIS, 

Sangamon County, 8s: 

On this 21st day of August, A. D. 1855, personally appeared b 
me, a justice of the peace within and for the county and State afore- 

i, Abraham Lineoln, aged 46 years, a resident of Sanganron County, 
in the State of Illinois, who, being duly sworn according to law, 
declares that he is the identical Abraham Lincoln who was captain of 

mpany in the regiment of Illinois Mounted Volunteers commanded 
by Col. Samuel M. Thompson, in the war with the British Band of 
Sacs and other tribes of Indians on our northwestern frontier in 
A. D. 1832, known as the Black Hawk War. That he volunteered at 

State and county aforesaid on or about the 2ist day of April, 

1832, for no definite time and continued in actual service in sald war 
r about 40 days; that he has heretofore made application for bounty 
nd under the act of September 28, 1850, and received a land 
rant, No, 52076, for forty (40) acres, which he has since located and 
can not now return. 

Ile makes this declaration for the purpose of obtaining the additional 

unty land to which he may be entitled under the act approved the 
3d day of March, 1855. Ue also declares that he has never applied for 
nor received, under this or any other act of Congress, any bounty land 
warrant except the one above mentioned, 


fore 


] war- 


ABRAHAM ITANCOLN, 


APPLICATION FOR 
[By Gen. Robert E. 


Boxous 
Lee] 
Stare or New York, 
County of Orange: 
On the 20th day of February, A. D. 1854, personally appeared before 
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The two great political parties in their last national 





COnVen- 


tions took the following stand with respect to the soldier boys: 
DEMOCRATIC PARTY 

We believe that no higher nor more valued privilege can be afforded 

to an American citizen than to become a frecholder in the soll of the 


United States, and to that end we pledge our party to the enactment 
of soldier settlements and aid legislation which will afford to 
the men who fought for America the opportunity to become land and 
home owners under cenditions affording genuine Government assistance 


home 


unencumbered by 


investment, 


needless difficulties of red tape or advya financial 


We hold in imperishable remembrance the valor and the patriotism 


of the soldiers and sailors of America ho fought in the Great War for 
human liberty, nd we pledge ourselvé to di harge to the fullest ie 
obligations which a grateful Nation justly should fulfill in appré tion 


of the services rendered by its defenders on sea and on land. 


In every instance where the American peopl 
their will directly upon this question, they have voted over 
whelmingly in favor of it. In 22 States the people have vot 
for State compensation, and the majorities have been as h 
as 8 to 1. All pational polls taken on the 
people favor it overwhelmingly. 

This legislation has now passed the Tlouse of Repr: 
six times, and the Senate five 


have registe red 


que tion i Lue 


times. The dates, with 


me, a special judge within and for the county and State aforesaid, | cast, are as follows: 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
May 29, 1920: 289 votes for, to 92 votes 
March 23, 1922: 323 
September 14, 1922 


against. 
votes for, to 70 votes against. 
Passed without record vote 


September 20, 1922: 258 votes for, to 54 votes against. 
M h 18, 1924: 355 votes for, to 54 votes against. 
May 2, 1924: Passed without record vote. 

SENATE 


August 31, 1922: 47 votes for, to 22 votes against. 
September 15, 1922: 36 votes for, to 17 votes against. 
September 20, 1922: 44 votes for, to 28 votes against. 
April 23, 1924: 67 votes for, to 17 votes against. 

May 1, 1924: Passed without record vote 


In the fourth place, by way of contrast, it may be refreshing, 
though surprising to many, may be, to hear how foreign nations 
have acted toward their own World War heroes. 

Bonus paid by foreign countries to their veterans 











Country Base of bonus, maxi- Maximum Probable | Total cost 
mun rate possible average 
Great Britain) £5 plu 10 per £29 ($101.50) _ ./........ £78,831,556 ($275,- 
month's service in 910,446) to men 
exce f one year; and officers 
maximum ts 
( da . Pay and allowances S500 (S541 $164,000,000 ($147,- 
vould hay 600,000) . 
ed if rt che 
mobilrzed, for from 
1 to 6 months, de 
pending on I 
| 
Australia Is. 6d. per day of | £117 ($400.50)_| £83} £30,000,009 ($105,- | 
ser vice 000,009); mostly | 
paid in 5} per | 
cent bonds, ma- 
turing May 31, 
1924 
New Zealand_| Same as Australia £117 ($409.50 £582 £5,225,900 ($18,- 
290,650) to May 
20, 1920 
France 20 franes plus 20; 1,270 = fram 4,964,948,670 frances 
| frances per month ($95. 25 ($372,371,150); 
for service at fre payable in 
between Aug. 2, monthly install- 
1914, and Nov. 11, ments of 100 
IVI francs. 
Belgium. ....} 75 francs per month | 3,825 frar i ddcieeieioeaad 141,230,009 francs 
for services al (less family ($10,592,250); in 
} front, Aug. 1, 1914, allowance budget for 1921 
to Nov. Il, 1918, ($287 
less family allow- 
ance. 
Germany ---. i a a a rata te | 65 marks | 65marks 


($0.97). 


Czechoslovakia, no bonus; gratuity to those 20 per cent or more incapacitated 
and to widows and orphans. : : 

Notr.-——At the time of the aforementioned payments to enlisted men of the World 
War, the currency of such countries was worth in United States money about as 
follows: Great Britain, $3.50; Canada, $0.90; Australia, $3.50; New Zealand, $3.59; 
France, $0.075; Belgium, $0.075; Germany, $0.015. 

Foreign currency is converted in the above table into dollars at these rates 

Mr. Speaker, the war contractors demanded and received 
hundreds of millions of dollars in payment of work never done. 
‘The railroads were guaranteed against loss. The war profiteers 
have retained the millions they defrauded the Government out 
of during the war. These and others of their kind have re- 
ceived cash from the Treasury of the United States on every 
occasion attempted and under any old pretext. 

Another bill of great interest to the veterans of all wars— 
especially the late war—was the Johnson-Reed bill providing 
for the reorganization of the Veterans’ Bureau and the codify- 
ing of the laws, modifying the activities of the bureau, and 
taking care of the interests of the ex-service men. 

HOSPITALIZATION OF THE VETERANS OF 1898 


It is a splendid piece of legislation. One particular part, 
providing that ex-service men of 1898 can be admitted to the 
hospitals the same as the veterans of the late war, will be 
appreciated by all who are suffering from disease contracted 
in the Spanish-American War. 


riME WILL TELL THE ADJUSTED COMPENSATION BILL IS A GOOD BILL 


I voted for the above bill and all other pieces of legislation 
for the benefit of the ex-service men. 

I voted for the adjusted compensation bill every time it 
came before the House, including the veto of President Hard- 
ing and the veto of President Coolidge. I believed in it when 
it was first introduced in 1919, and I never saw any reason 
to change my mind as to the righteousness of the cause. I 
um glid that after all the ups and downs—especially downs— 
it is now the law of the land. Time will tell that it was the 
wise thing to do, and that it will cost less than if it had not 
been done and other legislation was later advocated and passed. 
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THE WORLD WAR VETERANS’ ACT OF 1924 


Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House. it 
is with a deep sense of gratification that I consider this bill. 
S. 2257, an act to consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact the 
laws affecting the establishment of the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau, and the administration of the war risk insurance act, 
and the vocational rehabilitation act. 

I say this because the passage of this act is based on justice 
and reflects the sincere appreciation cherished by the American 
people for the services of those for whom the Great War is 
not over. The price of human progress is always sacrifice and 
service, but when that price is paid in the time of war it takes 
on its most terrible forms. It places its marks of suffering on 
the bodies and souls of men and women. Our common hu 
manity calls on us to turn from war as the arbiter of events, 
but wars have come and out of their necessities have risen 
examples of devotion to country and ideals which inspire and 
light the way to true citizenship, Such a thought and such an 
issue call for a response by the country which they have 
served and saved which will in some small degree show that 
the Nation’s heart beats true to a sacred obligation. 

This measure will go far in the correction of certain abuses 
and injustices which have developed in the administration of 
veterans’ relief. It liberalizes the provisions for hospital and 
medical treatment for the veterans of all wars. As one example, 
let me quote: 


(10) That all hospital facilities under the control and jurisdiction 
of the bureau shall be available for every honorably discharged veteran 
of the Spanish-American War, the Philippine insurrection, the Boxer 
rebellion, or the World War suffering from neuropsychiatric or tuber- 
cular ailments and diseases, paralysis agitans, encephalitis lethargica, 
or amebiec dysentery, or the loss of sight of both eyes regardless 
whether such ailments or diseases are due to military service or other- 
wise, including traveling expenses as granted to those receiving com- 
pensation and hospitalization under this act. 
authorized, so far as he 


The director is further 
shall find that existing Government facilities 
permit, to furnish hospitalization and necessary traveling expenses to 
veterans of any war, military occupation, or military expedition since 
1897, not dishonorably discharged without regard to the nature or 
origin of their disabilities: Provided, That preference to admission to 
any Government hospital for hospitalization under the provisions of 
this subdivision shall be given to those veterans who are financially 
unable to pay for hospitalization and their necessary traveling expenses, 


Much difficulty has been encountered in establishing service 
connection in cases of tuberculosis and neuropsychiatric dis- 
ease, and also because patients discharged from hospitals with 
arrested cases of tuberculosis often brought their disease back 
into active form because they must at once go to work. Here 
are two provisions which will go far to meet these conditions: 


An ex-service man who is shown to have or, if deceased, to have had, 
prior to January 1, 1925, neuropsychiatric disease, an active tuberen- 
lous disease, paralysis agitans, encephalitis lethargica, or amebic dys- 
entery developing a 10 per cent degree of disability or more, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of subdivision (4) of section 202 of this 
act shall be presumed to have acquired his disability in such service 
between April 6, 1917, and July 2, 1921, or to have suffered an aggra- 
vation of a preexisting neuropsychiatric disease, tuberculosis, paralysis 
agitans, encephalitis lethargica, or amebic dysentery in such service 
between said dates, and said presumption shall be conclusive in cases 
of active tuberculous disease, but in all other cases said presumption 
shall be rebuttable by clear and convincing evidence; but nothing in 
this proviso shall be construed to prevent a claimant from receiving 
the benefits of compensation and medical care and treatment for a dis- 
ability due to these diseases of mrore than 10 per cent degree (in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of subdivision (4), section 202, of this 
act) on or subsequent to January 1, 1925, if the facts in the case 
substantiate his claim, 


And— 


That any ex-service man shown to have had a tubercular disease of 
compensable degree, and who has been hospitalized for a period of one 
year, and who in the judgment of the director has reached a condition 
of complete arrest of his disease, and who shall be discharged from 
further hospitalization, shall be rated as temporarily totally disabled, 
and such rating shall not be decreased within a period of six months. 


Note that the presumption is conclusive in the case of active 
tuberculosis up to January 1, 1925, that it has a service con- 
nection. Also that at least six months of total compensation 
continues after discharge from a hospital with an arrested 
case of tuberculosis, to prevent worry and the necessity of 
work which may reawaken the malady. 

Again, the provision for dependents is made comprehensive, 
for— 
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*h results from injurv— 
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eceased leaves a widow or child, or if he leaves a mother or 
r < I ) pendent upon him for support, the monthly 
u ill » the llowing amounts: 
t L wiiow tno iild, S30 
I here 1 1 widow and o hilt 40, with $6 for ch addi 
‘ lel 
ther s no widow it one ec} 1 $20 
is no widow but two children, $30 
he is no widow ul hildren, $40; with $5 for ea 
hild 


there is a dependent mother (or dependent father), $20 


The amount payable under this subdivision shall not ex 
d rence between the total amount payable to the wid 
1 and the sum of $75 Ss h compensation hall be pa 


‘ther the dependency of the fi 
after the death of the person, 


dependency arises 


ther or mother or both arises 
but 1 


than five 


compensation shall 


hle more after the 


years 





if the pe 


vocational rehabilitation is carried on until 





T )} 1926, by which time it is expected that the work will 
n compl ted and the obligation of the Goverument in 
lirection discharged the hospitalization work will 

and the compensation will continue to be paid in every 


the this great 


far as it 


nce, for it is determined purpose of 
1 to go forward without stint in 

febt of honor and gratitude. 

further provisions of this measure would be of interest, 
[ can not i I have quoted 
ch to give gratification that this measure, 
result of deveted study and labor by the Veterans’ Com 
their 
d that I have had the privilege of giving it my 


repaying as 


cover them all in so 


} brief a time. 


reason for my 
friends, is before 


support. 


by the soldiers themselves, and 


SOLDIERS’ ADJUSTED COMPENSATION 


Mr. VATLE. Mr. Speaker, for a Member of Congress to 
disagreed on any point with the head of his own political 
. With his own candidate for the Presidency, with a great 

-ervative and at the same time constructive leader, 
rather anomalous situation. 


seems to 
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| believe that President Coolidge has amply earned the re- | 
spect and confidence of the American people. I am as sure 
1 he will be reelected as I am that he is entitled to reelec- 


tion, and that is a conviction of absolute certainty. 
sut that does not mean that I have any regret fer disagree- 

th him on a particular point im which my humble judg- 

is that I am right and that he is mistaken. The particu- 
] int to which I refer is the “ soldiers’ bonus.” 

oted to override the President’s veto on this bill, and I 
would do exactly the same thing if it had to. be done over again, 
i two reasons: 

First. IT believe in it. 

Second. I was committed to it prior to my election. 

Referring first briefly to the second point, in the Sixty-sixth 
Cougress—the first of my own service—the House of Repre- 
sentatives passed a soldiers’ adjusted compensation bill. It 
j | to pass the Senate. I voted for this measure in the 
Llouse of Representatives. My vote, of course, was well known 
j ny home district. I was reelected to the Sixty-seventh 
Congress by people who knew how I had voted and who knew 
that I would vote the same way again. 

‘he Sixty-seventh Congress passed a soldiers’ adjusted com- 
sation bill. In accordance with my well-understood posi- 
I voted for it. I was reelected to the Sixty-eighth Con- 
‘ess by people who were under no misapprehension as to hew 
or why I had voted on this question. 

The Sixty-seventh Congress had been elected in a presiden- 
tial election year, and Warren G. Harding had 
f 





2 


been chosen 

s our standard bearer. In the platform upon which he was 

ected, with a Republican Congress, appeared the following 
lunguage: 

We hold in imperishable remembrance the valor and patriotism of 
the soldiers and sailors of America who fought the Great War for 
human liberty and we pledge ourselves to discharge to the fullest 
the obligations which a grateful Nation justly should fulfll in appre- 
ciation of the services rendered by its defenders on sea and on land, 
Republicans are not ungrateful. Throughout their history they have 
shown thelr gratitude toward the Nation's defenders, 


lt should. be stated, im fairness; that a substantially identi- 
cal plank was contained in the Democratic platform of that 
year, 

The Republican State platform of Colorado, which, under 
he statute I helped to frame as a candidate and which thére- 
fore became my own official and personal statement to my con- 
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tuents, the atement upon which I { 
Cle ion, contained a similar deelnar 
rhis plank was understeed and w tended to be 
stood as a declaration of party policy iz ; uy! 
justed compensation just as soon as it cout! 
out serious detriment to the nees of 
Mr. far y la speer t Cle l 
etore his election, committed nseif det 
in f r of the benus 
Late as President iddressing the Ur it Si 
on July 12, 1921, advising inst e pass 
the then pending measure, because in his 
create a deficit in the Treasury, he said 
In a personal as well as i ! ’ 
1 plight <¢ good I } ) y 
tre ‘ t ¢ th N 5 $ i l 1 i 
not as the it ot a sal ‘ 
Nat Ss d 
For the expressed reason that he ucht the bonus 
passed by the Sixty-seventh Congress would create a eficit 
President Harding vetoed it, using lage which would 
clearly indicate that he was no more opposed to the principle 
then than he had been at the time of his preeleetion statement. 


President 
only had 


Coolidge is in a 

announced himself in 
ure, but, on contrary, in his 
Sixty-eighth Cong 


lavor of a 


auite di Not 


meas- 
the present 


am not in 


ferent position 
favor of such a 
first message to 


baldly: “I 


he never 
the 
ess he had stated 
benus.” 

My constituents may prefer his 


oldiers’ 
position to 
e@ with equai cons 


mine: 
nune; 


but they 
should, in f: edit 1 


The 


the 


ITHeESS, ¢ 
final vote on soldiers’ adjusted 


Sixty-eighth Congress at a 


sfency. 


eompensation came tn 


time when, instead of being 


faced with a deficit, as had been feared by President Harding, 
we had Justi been asked by the President and the Secret iry of 
the ‘lTreasu to distribute, in the form of a rebate of taxes, a 
surplus of some $529,000,000 which had ac nulated through 
four years of the thrift of Republican Congresses—Condresses 
which, while receiving plenty of abuse for their alleged short- 
comings, ar seliom eredited with the facet that have been 


reducing the 
approximately 
According to 


himself, 


principal of the 


$2,000,000 a day since 


national debt at the rate of 


Mareh, 1049 


the estimates of the Secretary ef the 


treasury 
igh to pay 


, ‘ . ; ? 
first year’s cost of 


this fund of S329.000,000 would be eno 


the 


pproximiately 


the prop 


one and one-half times 


medi soldiers bonus, 


Furthermore, we reecive 
and interest of Great 


annually on account of principal 


Britain's war debt to nearly twice the 


annual cost of the present bonus pinn Without the services 
of our soldiers Britain could never pay md we could never 
receive one cent of this money. It and much more, together 
with our national honor and possibly our dearly bo it inde 
pendence, would have heen @ total loss 

| agree that tax reduction is m only desirable but essen 
tial to the free development of industry. U regret that we have 
not had in the present Congress.a majovity of real Republicans 
to pass the plan submitted by Secretary Mellen, for whieh I 
voted throughout the contest. The compromise which » Re 
publicans in Congress and the Republican | ident accepted 
must be regarded as a me ure which taken because it was 
the best we could get until we have a clear and bona fide Re- 


publican majority. 

But if, notwithstanding the urgency of tax reduction, we 
have a clear way of paying the soldiers’ adjusted compensation, 
then I say that if anybody at 
it at practically the very moment when we 
tribute a large surplus of acc 


home expected me to 
were a ed to dis- 
unulated revenue, if any of my 


vote against 


constituents expected me to vote against it after IL had been 
twice elected on the distinct und andi that L had voted 
and would vote for it—then, I say, sucl nstituents have a 
very different idea of political consistency and political obliga- 


tion from the idea which is entertained by 


resentative. 


present Rep- 


before leaving this branch of the subfect 
the bonus plan finalls j 
jections which have been urged against former plans. It merely 
gives to the soldier a paid-up life-insurance policy. For the 
thrifty this will be a godsend; for the improvident an anchor. 
Second. Aside from my personal commitments which I, hav- 
ing undertaken, regard as binding, I believe in the principle of 
the soldiers’ adjusted compensation. The temper of the Ameri- 
can people, rightly or wrongly, will not endure a large, perma- 
nent Military Establishment. Whether we are wise in this or 
not, the fact is that we resent a lurge body of profes 
soldiers: This means that in time of national emergency we 


Let me surgest 


that 


adopted particularly free from some @eb- 


sional 
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have always relied and must always rely upon the citizen sol- 
e man taken from the ranks of peaceful industry, 
to defend the country with his life. This being so, it has 
always seemed to me that it should be a matter of national 
icy’to see that, so far as we are able to accomplish it, there 
ould be no discrimination against the soldier and in favor of 
the man who was not taken for military service. 

Now, what did we do in the World War? We took the youth 
from the store or the shop and paid him $30 per month. We 
took half of that away from him for allotments to his de- 


pendents. We charged half of the remainder against him for 
insurance, We put him under virtual duress to buy Liberty 
bonds with half of the remaining quarter, and we left him with 
about $3 a month, 10 cents a day, for spending money. His 


friend who was excepted from the draft because he was in 
“essential war industry ’ we paid as high as $20 a day. 
broadly speaking, and subject, of course, to many splendid 
exceptions, the soldier was the only member of the body politic | 
who did not demand and receive higher prices than formerly 
for everything he did and everything he sold. Labor demanded 
more, Claiming, with cousiderable justice, that living expenses 
were much higher. ‘The merchant, the manufacturer, de- 
manded more, claiming, also with considerable justice, that 
labor was much higher. And many individuals, with no jus- 
tice at all, profiteered most heartlessly. Whether consciously 
selfish or not, we were all a part of the vicious circle of high 
prices caused by the war—all, that is, except the soldier. 

Now, L do not think that the soldier got an “even break.” 
! do not think he was treated with the fairness, not to Say 
the generosity, which a Republic should display toward those | 
whom it requires, for its protection, to hazard life and health | 
and endure the hardships of war. 

I do not expect that these views will be acceptable to all 
of my constituents. But they are views which I have a right 
to hold as an American Congressman and they are views | 
which my constituents have known for at least four years 
that I do hold. 

I submit for comparison two sample letters on this subject 
out of a great many received. One is from a young gentleman 
who occupies a very important place in my own community. 
Ile has recently erected a new oflice skyscraper, further de- | 
voting to useful enterprise the fortune left him by a million- 
aire grandfather. He had a very creditable record in the 
World War as captain, I believe, serving with the energy and 
the directness and the downrightness which would be expected | 
of one who could write such a letter. He would be an asset to 
any community. I have no quarrel with his opposition to the | 
“bonus.” Many of my best friends—including my own brother, 
who, above the draft age, left a good position and came at his | 
own expense from Alaska to the United States to enlist as a 
private in the Regulars—have the same opposition to this 
measure. 

But I do hope that with the ripening years this particular 
correspondent may take a more tolerant view of those who 
disagree with him. I think he will find there are many such. 
This is his letter, copied verbatim, with the omission of his 
name and office address: 





Str: In common with the rest of the voters of this country, I have 
watched with considerable amusement and not a little despair the | 
antics of that small group of hand-picked hysterical morons which | 
we are pleased to call our “ Representatives in Congress assembled.” 
To the most casual and unbiased observer it must be apparent that 
our much-boasted democracy has degenerated into a government of 
the minority, by the nit-wits, and for the politicians. Certainly the 
passage of the so-called bonus bill over the President’s veto and the 
presentation to the dear “peepul” of the mangled and disfigured 
remains of the Mellon tax bill form a fitting climax to the reign of 
hectic oratory and fanatical nonsense which have characterized the 
present Congress. 


As for the bonus Dill, it is certainly gratifying and flattering to 
know that, since our omniscient solons have neither the moral courage 


nor the mental ability to prosecute the criminals who robbed the coun- 
try during the last war, we can pay additional taxes and suffer a 
further increase in the cost of living in order to “ compensate” our 
soldiers and sailors for not being slackers The most insulting fea- 
ture of this compensation is the implication it carries with it: That 
since a man did not receive yegg’s wages in a factory or shipyard 
during the war his risk of life and financial reward for not being a quit- 
ter are to be valued at a maximunr of $1.25 a day. That compensation 
sounds more like an optimistic estimate of the true worth of your 


services as a “ Representative.” 


Before you leave Washington I request you to perform just one act 
of real service to me: Present my regards to the newly created bonus | 
bureau and pray them to apply my share of this compensation, which | 
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| he was 16 years old and 64 inches tall. 





you have so generously provided for me, toward the founding of 
compulsory course in written and spoken English, arithmetic, and ek 
mentary political science for all Congressmen. 

It is, indeed, deplorable that the Congress of these United Stat 
should have become a refuge for mental incompetents, moral degener 
ates, and physical monstrosities—not to mention business failures and 
foreign illiterates. However, I can assure you that I shall take greut 
pleasure in seeing to it that, beginning with the termination of th 
present Congress, you will have to earn your living. 

May I in closing suggest that the most pleasant way for you to 
spend this summer and fall would be for you to take a nice, long trip 
abroad—the farther abroad the better? And may I ever remain, 

Your most humble, most obedient servant, 


There is also in my file a letter from one of the men who 


| Started with me in 1916 in our Httle National Guard service 


on the Mexican border. When he enlisted in June of that year 
He was continuously 
in the military service of the United States till long after the 
armistice, nearly three years. He was shot in the face, which 
was toward the enemy, in the second Baftle of the Marne. In 
1919 he came into my office to see me, a seasoned and tried 
and tested veteran at the age of 19. He asked me then if I 
could not help to hurry the passage of the bonus, because, he 
suid, he had not been able to help his father any in the last 
three years, and his father, on a dry Colorado homestead, was 
very greatly in ueed of a little money. 

Recently he wrote me: 

Dear LUTENANT— 

Several of these boys still affectionately call me that— 


Im glad you men in Congress have passed our bonus law and 
I am writeing to thank you. Of course I would of liked the money & 
I could use it but prehaps the insurance policy will be better because 
Im maried pow and I cant aford much insurance. Best wishes to you 
and hoping to see you when you get to Denver. 

Yrs respecifuly. 


Well, neither of these men was a quitter, as described in the 
captain’s letter. I am determined that neither of them shall 
ever have cause to think that I am one, 

The little wounded private could hardly provide insurance 
for his bride without Government assistance. The captain’s 
bride will need no insurance, though during his lifetime and 
afterwards she may have difficulty in figuring her income 
taxes. 

I appreciate both of these difficulties and sympathize with 
them, though I have not experienced the latter. I believe we 
shall be better off when we are able to further reduce taxes 
all around—for the rich no less than for the poor. Certainly 
in my four campaigns for Congress no one has yet accused 
me of demagogic clamor against wealth as such or against its 
fortunate possessors. I am convinced that the reduction of 
taxation is the way toward an industrial prosperity which will 
benefit all of us, whatever our lot or station. But some of the 
reduction can wait. 

I can not help thinking that my “ most humble, most obedi- 
ent servant,” the captain, zealous as he is for compulsory train- 
ing in “elementary political science,” has himself failed to 
appreciate two quite elementary principles of that subject. 
One is that a man who is elected to office is in honor bound to 
carry out his preelection pledges. 

The other is that it takes humble people as well as wealthy 
and powerful people to make a Republic and to defend it. 


FIKST SESSION OF THE SIXTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS 


Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to discuss some of the 
more important matters which came before the first session of 
the Sixty-eighth Congress, which comes to a close on Saturday, 
as well as other matters of public interest. This session, to 
some of us at least, has been unusually interesting on account of 
the political line-up in the House. To that element in the Re- 
publican Party which regards “ regularity ” as the highest vir- 
tue in a Representative of the people, the session was six months 
of irritation and agony. When the House met on December 3, 
1922, it developed that the stand-pat Republicans and Demo- 
crats were about equally balanced, and that the Wisconsin 
delegation of progressives, together with about a dozen pro- 
gressives from other States, held the balance of power. To start 
with, we used this balance of power to bring about a change 
in the rules of procedure of the House. For several days we 


| cast our votes for Congressman HENRY ALLEN Cooper, of Wis- 


consin, for Speaker; the regulars voted for Frepertck H. GIt- 
Lerr, of Massachusetts, and the Democrats voted for their 
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Finis J. Garrett, of Tennessee. Mr. Griucerr had been 
speaker in the prior Congress. Messrs. Giuverr and GA 
received 196 or 197 votes each, Mr. Cooper 17, and a 
er scattered, but none received a majority. On the third 
» forced an agreement that the rules of the prior Congress 
be adopted for 30 days only, and that during the 50 
ne mets to the rules could be offered and should be 
“lon by the Committee on Rules and that reasonable | 
hould be permitted thereon in the House. When this 


ent was reached we voted for Mr. Gitverr for Speaker, 
e was reelected. While Mr. Gitterr and I hold 
political views, I wish to say that I have the highest ad- 
n for him presiding officer. As a he i 
nt, cour able, and absolutely impartial I 
ved him closely and many times have admired his judicial 
of his trust. While in the chair to 


foe 


Con - 


as a Speaker is 


teous, fair, 
eption 
Land 
will be observed that we did not, as the price of our votes 
Mr. Gruterr, demand specific amendments to the rules; if 

d. we should have been guilty of 
itv on the majority. 


he is the same 


foisting our will as a 


All we demanded was a fair oppor- 


have | 


to bring before the House certain amendments we had | 
nd. Kor lack of support we were not able to do a com 
iob, but we got some amendments through which are of 


ghest value to the American people, and which make the 
<e a2 more representative body. The public generally is not 
ested in rules, but let me just say that the rules constitute 
machinery through which legislation is enacted, and he who 
ontrol the machinery can control the legislation. Nearly 
the rules of the House are contrived to prevent legisla 
to give a clique of insiders power to stifle the wish of the 


ority. In the last Congress we witnessed the spectacle of a 
rman of the Committee on Rules carrying proposed rules 
ind in his pocket, refusing to bring them up, although 
red by the majority of his committee and of the House, 
there was no rule to compel him to do it. We have a 
now that makes that sort of performance impossible. 


or to this Congress we had no workable rule under which a 
iumittee which refused to act on a bill referred to it could be 


«harged, although such a rule exists in every other legisla- 


tive body in this country. We forced the adoption of a rule 
that if a committee fails to report on a public bill or resolu- 
tion in 30 days 150 Members of the House may sign a petition 





| 
} 


and thus foree a vote in the House whether the House will con- | 


sider 


Tit 


the proposed legislation without a report from the com- 
tee. We also procured the adoption of a rule which permits 
amendments to tax bills, and which prevents the presentation 
of bills in such manner that Members will have to vote for or 
against them as they stand without opportunity for amend- 
nent. The adoption of these rules is a decided blow to the 
big business bloe in Congress. We hear much denunciation 
nowadays of various blocs in Congress, especially the farm 
bloc. Heretofore there has only been only one bloc, and that 
was the big business bloc, and those who do all the shouting 
ugainst blocs usually mean that there should be only their one 
favorite bloe, 
TAXATION 

Mr. Speaker, early in the session a tremendous propaganda 
was launched at Members of Congress for the Mellon plan. 
Millions were spent to make it appear that there could be no 
prosperity in the country unless we enacted this plan into law. 
In this propaganda Secretary of the Treasury Mellon was 
hailed as the economic savior of the country; no one but he 
could draw a scientific tax law. Men seemed to forget that it 
is the duty of Congress to make laws, including the tax laws, 
and that it would have been cowardly for Congress to swallow, 
hook, sinker, and line, a prescription prepared by Mr. Mellon 
nd handed over to us by President Coolidge. The Mellon plan, 
a few words, was a plan to relieve the rich from taxation. 
the Wisconsin delegation and other progressives insisted on 
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$500,000 61, 022. 50 116, 822. 50 23. 41 44. 82 

$1,000,000 . 121, 022. 50 | 251, 822. 50 21. 45.73 

$2,000, 00 ; 241, 022. 50 21, 822. 50 21. 32 46.15 

$3,000,000 361, 022. 50 791, 822. 50 21.11 | 46. 29 

€4 000.000 481 (22 ) 1, O61, 822 21.00 | 46. 35 

| $5,000,000 601, 022. 50 | 1,331, 822. 50 20. 04 | 46. 39 
Estate tar 
{Comparison of the rates under the revenue ts of 1921 and 1924] 
j ! i 
| Net estate (gross estate less 
certain deductions and spe Rates 
cific exemption of $50,000) 
i ta N nn. | Act of Act of 
, xceecding Not exceeding 1924 1921 
i 
Per cent Per cent 
$50, 000 l l 
$50, 000 100, 000 2 2 
100, 000 1M), 000 3 2 
150, 000 250, 000 4 ; 
250,000 | 450, 000 | t 4 
450, 000 750,000 } v 6 
750, 000 1, 000, 000 12 & 
1, 000, 000 1, 500, 000 15 10 
1, 500,000 | 2, 000, 000 18 12 
2, 000, 000 3, 000, 000 21 14 
3, 000, 000 4,000,000 | 24 16 
4,000,000 | 5,000,900 | 27 18 
5, 000, 000 &, 000, 000 x0 20 
&, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 35 22 
10, 000, 000 40 25 


in equitable tax bill. We were in favor of tax reduction as | 
iuch as others, but we were more interested in the question 
ose taxes are going to be reduced. We finally secured the | 


adoption of a very 


‘ 


fair tax bill, and if we had done nothing 
in this session, we would have reason to be proud of our 
achievement. We fought for and obtained increased taxes on 
inheritances and gifts. On inheritances and gifts the law starts 
with a rate of 1 per cent on $50,000 and runs to 40 per cent on 
nything over $10,000,000. This is an excellent way to break 
up huge fortunes and prevent the ever-increasing concentration 
of wealth. It is really a benefit to children of the ultrarich, 
to whom untold millions in most cases prove to be a curse. 
When the law of 1924 is understood by the people ft will be 
accepted as a great improvement over the Mellon plan. The 
hew law reduces taxes for the year ending June 30, 1925, by 


What the revenue act of 1924 does in addition to reducing income tarea 
Saved 
Article: Repeals tax on to tapayer 
Telephone and telegraph messages $34, 000, HOD 
Beverages and constituent parts thereof 10, 000, 000 
Admissions of 50 cents and unde 33, 000, 000 
Excise taxes: 
Auto trucks and bodies, chassis costing $1,000 and 
body $200 exempt from 3 per cent tax 5, 000, 000 
Tires, tubes, parts, an! accessories, tax reduced from 
5 per cent to 2) per cent _. 20, 000, 000 
Smokers’ articles, 10 per cent tax on humidors and 


smoking stands repealed 
Candy, 3 per cent tax repealed 
Slot device weighing machines, 

per cent to o per cent 
Knives, dirks, daggers, ete., tax is repe 


Liveries and livery boots and hats, 10 per cent tax 


pealed  -. 


le« 


tax reduced 


I ) 
13, 000, 0090 


10, 009 
140, 000 
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Saved 
Excise taxe Continued - to taxpayer 

Ifunting and shooting garments and riding habits, 

10 per cent tax repealed ea $180, 000 
Yacht ind moter boats and pleasure boats and 

eano if sold for more than $100, 10 per cent 

tux repealed a = 319, 000 
( ets and rugs (square yard tax); trunks, sold in 
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‘ ‘ f $35; vali , traveling ags, suitcases, 
et old in excess of $25: purses, pocket- 
books, shopping or hand bags, sold in excess of 

bee t le | tf fixtures, lamps, and limp 
hades, soki in excess of $10; fans, sold in excess 
f $1: 5 per < on all the foregoing repealed_ 1, 800, 000 | 

Jewelry ) I nt tax does not apply on t s sould 
for $3 r ke * on watches sold for $60 or less; 
on church 5 *, musical instruments nd silver- 
plated it ft eware, irrespective of price. i Kye- 
gla and 


pectacles and surgical instruments 


re exempt) ssnlindiaptihdistatnphiettiinieidtearinatiiisabiastas _... 11,000, 000 
Btamp taxes: 
Sales of produce on exchange, cut from 2 cents to 1 
ent per $100 = % 7 4, 000, 000 
fromissor note draft or checks, pavab! other- 
wi than at sight or demand, tax of 2 cents per 
$100 or fraction thereof repealed . co 2, 150, 000 
Occupational taxes: 
brokers exclusively negotiating sales of produce or 
merchandise, exempt from $50 tax ae in, 000 


Theater seat tax, etc., repealed 


ee 136, 620, 000 


Total reduction f . — 
CELLANEOUS ITEMS 
Increase 
While the bill reduces the tax on slot-welghing ma- 
chines from 10 per cent te 5 per cent, it new ap- 
lies the 5 per cent tax t« ill coM- 


classes ol 


operated machines, which will increase the revenue 
from this seurce about. ‘ $150. 000 
Playing carde: Rate increased from 8 cents to 10 


cents per pack cutipctmaiees a . 
Mah jon pung chow, and similar tile set 
at 10 per cent 


$700, 000 





Total increase i a 1, 850, 000 
Total taxes eliminated — 


2 
: 136, 620, 000 
Total taxes added 


1, S50, 000 


— - --.... 134, 770, 000 
ADDITIONAL EXEMPTIONS 


Net total reduction 


Tax on pool tables and bowling alleys of $10 per table or alley does 


not apply if no charge is made for use of same 

Seat tax on automobiles for hire does net apply in respect of auto- | 
mobiles used exclusively tor conveying school children to and from 
schoo! 


ADJUSTED COMPENSATION 
Mr. Speaker, the 
put a tax bill through for 


Secretary of the Treasury determined to 

the benefit of the millionaire class, 
and also them from taxes by 
adjusted compensation for our ex-service men. I want to say 
here for myself that I was one of the first Members of the 
House, in 1919, to introduce a real adjusted compensation bill 
on the basis of $1 and $1.25 a day. My bill provided for cash 
and not insurance. The bill as passed is adjusted pay in name 
only; it is really an insurance measure, but we voted for it 
because it was either that 
President fought the bill 
command and vetoed the bill, but it 
by both Houses. When President Harding vetoed the bonus 
bill in 1922 he was teld by Mr. Mellon that the country was 
facing a deficit of $650,000,000, yet in that same fiscal year we 
paid off $613,000,000 of the Gevernment debt and at the end 
of the year there was a balance in the Treasury of $370,000,000. 
The Treasury estimates were over a billion dollars out of the 
way for the year, and yet propagandists would have the public 
believe that Treasury officials are the only ones who can frame 
What they please to call a scientific tax measure. 

Iam aman of peace, but I am with the fellow who has to 
face the privations and dangers incident to war. I do not want 
any man to risk his health and life for $1 a day when the Govy- 
ernment is well able to pay more. ‘The profiteers robbed the 
Government and the people out of billions. When the boys 
went they sald nothing was too good for them, and so forth, but 
when they were back they fought them for the pittanee which 
they will now get in insurance by way of adjusted compen- 
sation 

The other day TI received a letter from the Washington office 
of the American Legion—and the Legion has not always been 
friendly to me—which said in part: 


determined to save 


opposing 


Coolidge with all weapons at his 


Now, that Congress has adjourned, I wish to take this oppertunity 
on behalf of the American Legion and the ex-service men and women 
et the Worid War to thank you for the splendid manner in which you 
supported the legislative program in which we were vitally interested. 

It should be mentioned here that the session of Congress 
just closed also passed the Reed-Johnson bill, extending the 
benefits of the war risk insurance act to thousands of disabled 


isis asiasousinasictecekokcs . naar 


1, 000, 000 |; COpy of my speech. 
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veterans, and also the Fernald-Langley bill add 
tional money for hospitals. There are many deserving veterans 
who have been unable to get compensation for their disabilities 
by reason of technicalities, and the Reed-Johnson bill was 
tended by Congress to do justice te these men. 


previding 


sal 
GERMAN RELIFF 

Congressman Fisu, from New York, himself a veteran of 1! 
World War, introduced a measure to provide $10,000,000 worth 
of foodstuffs for the starving women and children of German) 
General Allen, who was in command of the American troops 
on the Rhine, fought nobly fer the passage of this measure 
The bill passed the House, and every progressive Member voted 
for it. The passage of this bill would have gone a long way to 
restore a feeling of good will between this country and Germany, 
and it was in line with the action of our Government on forme: 
Similar oecasions. Only a couple of years ago we gave twenty 
millions to the starving Russians, The bill was defeated in t 
Senate. 

FARM RELIEF LEGISLATION 


Mr. Speaker, on May 20, 1924, IT made an extended speech 
in the House on the so-called MeNary-Taugen bill, in which 
I demonstrated that the bill was opposed to the interests 
the farmers; that it was unworkable; that it was political 
camouflage for the farmer; that it could not pass the Fouse. | 
opposed this bill from the very beginning as a member of the 
Agricultural Committee in the House because I was convinced 
it could never become a law and that we were only wastin 
our time when we should have been at work trying to do 
something substantial for the farmer. I can not take the time 
here to go into that bill, but shall be glad to send anyone on 
The farmer's troubles can not be cured 
with a quack remedy like the McNary-Haugen bill. If we 
are going to do something real for the farmer we must go a! 
the job by getting back to first principles. We must first find 
the cause of his troubles and be sure we have found the right 
causes, and then remove the causes. That is the only reme: 


| of any permanent value [I know for the farmer's desper: 


| economic condition. 


or nothing for the ex-service men. | 


The farmer was forcibly deflated in 1920 
and 1921 by the moneyed powers of the country operatin: 
through the Federal reserve system. The Wilson adminisira- 
tion was to blame, and the Harding administration was to 
blame. I am sure that one of the chief causes of the farmer's 
plight in the last four years has been the economic chaos in 
Europe. On February 14, 1923, I introduced a resolution in 
the House protesting against the invasion of the Ruhr Vatiev 
by France, asking the President to transmit to Franee the 
protest of this Gevernment, calling on France to arrange to 
pay what she owes us, and asking the President to call 4 
world conference for the purpose of considering the economic 
problems confronting the world. I got no action on this reso- 
lution and did not expect any. I was abused as pro-German 
1 stated in the resolution that before the war Germany was 
the second best customer of the United States, taking large 


| proportions of our cotton, grain, packing-house products, anid 


was passed over his veto | 


other articles; that the Ruhr invasion disturbed our com- 


| merece, causing damage to our farming population; and th: 
| we had a right to protect that commerce irrespective of the 


moral question involved in the invasion. I believe now, as | 


did then, that the Ruhr invasion cost the farmers of America 


| 


several billion delars. Big business in the United States prof- 
ited by that invasion. For instance, the Krupp Steel Works 
were put out of business, and it is a fact that almost from 
the moment the Ruhr was invaded the profits of the United 
States Steel Trust began to mount by the millions. Our Gov- 
ernment not only failed to protest against that invasion but 
impliedly led France to believe that we approved it. I con- 
sider the disorder in Europe as the chief cause of the farmer's 
troubles. 

In addition to this the outrageous tariff and railroad rates 
hurt him. I was one of about 50 Members to sign a petition to 
discharge the Interstate Commerce Committee from the cor 
sideration of a bill to repeal section 15a of the Cummins-Fech 
law, but we could not get enough signatures to make the peti- 
tion effective. Restricted immigration hurts the farmer because 
itt cuts down his home market and compels him to pay wages 
for help which he can not afford. Notwithstanding this, I felt 
obliged to vote for the restrictive immigration laws, except the 
conference report on the law just passed, as hereinafter ex- 
plained. The farmer, like the city man, is also the victim of 
innumerable trusts and price-fixing combinations whose exist- 
ence would be impossible if our antitrust laws were properly 
enforced. 

It is a tragedy that it has taken boene-hended statesmen in 
Surope and spineless statesmen in America five years to realize 






ade 











lain, everyday, fundamental economic truths. They are 
nding out that you can not kill the cow and get the milk 
these wonderful statesmen. They are just finding out that 


in not live without letting live, and that a country can 

if it will not buy. The light seems to be breaking over 
ope, and when economic rehabilitation once gets a start 
it will mean untold millions for the American farmer 
ete restoration will not come to Europe until the treaty of 


lles is rewritten to comply with the terms of the armistice. 
IMMIGRATION 


‘ several years we have had in force laws restricting immi- 
to the United States. laws were based on a 
entage of those of the various nationalities who were in the 
d States according to the census of 1910. The law recently 
| takes the census of 1890. I have voted for these laws 
se I felt that we could not permit the millions from Eu- 
nd other parts of the world who wished to come to flood 


These 


suuntry. At one time, after the war, we had several million 
ut of employment, and their condition would have been 
worse if we had permitted untold thousands to come in 
nd compete with them for jobs. I voted recently for the 


d Johnson bill, which provides for a quota of 2 
1890: but this bill got 
e the Senate inserted a new provision, as follows: 


per eent 
; ling to the census of 


when into the 


rhe annual quota of any nationality for the fiscal year begin 
July 1, 1927, and for each fiscal year thereafter, shall | i 
which bears tl same ratio to 150,000 a the nui r of in 

s A 4 tinental United States in 1920 havir that nattonal 
scertained as hereinafter provided in this section) bears to 

er of inhabitants in mtinental United States in 1920 it 

um quota of any nationality shall be 100 

Vhen this provision came back to the House in the form 
e conference report 1 could not vote for it, and therefore 
¢d against the report or what is equivalent to final action 
he bill. Under the law the immigration quotas after July 
“7. will be determined by the Secretaries of State, Com 
e, and Labor. They will have to decide the national 


u” of the entire population of the United States and make 
quotas accordingly. IL do not it 
an Lrishman 100 years ag 
main of French end their children 
dren married Englishmen, Norwegians, Germans, and 
th: of what nationality are their present descendants, 
the purpose of determining immigration quotas? 
tr} 


see LOW can be done Sup- 


und miurried a 
and children’s 


came here oO 
descent, 
so 
for 
The Director 
Census stated that he would have to adopt arbitrary 
to establish the quotas. I am not willing to leave 
question to officials; this matter should be regulated by 
Furthermore, I see no good reason for legislating 
on immigration now for all the years to come and limiting 
tal immigration to 150,000 per year. In normal times I 
helieve we can, with good advantage to ourselves, receive and 
The proponents 
scheme have produced some figures, 


thods 


{ oOhnLress, 


<similate more than that number per year. 
“national origin ” 


oft this 




















and this is the way they claim it will work: 
Quotas 
| | 
2 r cent —— al 

. } of 1890 ~ 
Nationality or country f — | with =a the 

minimum 50,000 

of 100 limit 

| proviso 
dephaut-peiladsanendhal anni ates = os 
nN oa ae Pt 288 100 100 
RPO sickle c tbbtccddbccstbsbebhdanchdeabion | 230 100 100 
AUT sanémidedbneoudenenvagdesencsagenoages 7, 342 990 1, 840 
Belgium.... 1, 543 | 509 | 260 
Bubp. siete ns EER eke 302 | 100 | 100 
zechoslovakia 14, 387 | 1, 873 | 1, 320 
ORE... stccpnasdambsieetnnecqamsaen 301 } 223 | 100 
da 5, 619 2, 782 | 1, 092 
BOC Giada Flick ae thcnadtehteecuatitbescude } 1, 348 102 | 221 
Winlteiiarticys tae etc. casas buisabeed 3, 921 145 498 
I I ancestries } 71} 100 100 
. FO ee ee oe | 5, 729 3, 878 2. 763 
al COMED... \ isi. .tAdbohac we ! 67, 607 50, 129 2, 018 
; Great Britain and Ireland... 77, 342 | 62, 458 91,111 
reece 3, 063 100 | 536 
i Hungary 5, 747 488 | 1, 259 
. Iceland 75 100 | 100 
7 COED ..ccccipabis atesuthhtis 42, 057 | 3, 889 | 5, 878 
LON ata iii ee 1, 40 117 | 253 
4 Lithuania 2, 622 302 444 
3 Fo RIS ee ae | 97 100 | 100 
3 UI i id ai i ti 3, 602 1, 637 | 2, 669 
4 Ni a eal ee ties 12, 205 6, 453 | 2, 432 
a POM ee a tn eee ee | 30, 979 | 8, 872 | 4, 509 
j POI iil i a ee en 2, 465 474 | 275 

Pol Rumania... .... a a tt lt Ra j 7, 419 631 : 
= DN ae hatter omits ee Ee “| 24, 405 | 1,792 | 4, 002 
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Quotas—< tinued 


N 
Nationality or country I with 
. sw i 
o 
aa se Aa 1 141 
weder Sie a ee ”. 042 ‘ 07 
Switzeriand ae A eae 7 3, ) 2, OS TS1 
aia a G, 426 
Other Europe 3 Ss 
Palestine. ‘ 57 . a 
@yria.... RAY x 
Curkey . — .  & A 
Other Asia . . , " 
Africa RE : iiecntaaie 104 10 ” 
Egypt.... we j . 100 
Atlantic Islands... ] 
Australia 2 
New Zealand %y 100 s 
CE isktnmanceenwe 
Total > % ») 03 
It will be seen that under this scheme after 1927 J ny 
Bull’s quota is raised from 62,458 to 91,111 Germany re 
duced from 50,129 to 22,018; Norway is reduced from 6,453 to 
“433: Sweden is reduced from 0.561 to 8.707 Italy and Greece 
ure increased Our immigration from northern Europe—the 
hest we have had—is seriously cut and the gates are swung 
wide open for Jobnny Bull. In addition to this the law does not 
restrict immigration from Cunada The consequence is that 
about three-fourths of our entire immigration after 1927 will be 
ullotted to Great Britain; to her the door will alwavs he pen 
j} and to others it will be nearly closed I think this leg ition 
is a serious mistuke It is the eatest step we have vet ken 
to make the dream of Ce Rhodes come true—* to reincorpo 
rate the United Stat " e British Empire.” In additi to 
this the new law is a serious blow to seamen About a million 
eamen per year from all parts of the world touch at our 
Under the law in possible conditions ean be imposed on these 
men before they are permitted to land temporarily The vill 
in many cases be kept prisoners on board their vessels, and will 
be unable to land and get jobs which may be more agreeable. 
PROHIBITION 
Mr. Speaker, since IT have been in Congress I have consist- 


ently voted against prohibition. I voted the eighteenth 


auguinst 


}amendment and against the Volstead law 1 feel the same 
about it now as I did then. My judgment is that prohibition 
can not be enforced. If we spent a billion a year, we could not 
begin to enforee it. Other countries have tried it and are re 





pealing their prohibition laws. It is impossible to make people 
good by law, and we not legislate away their appetites. 
From time immemorial men have had stimulating drinks, and 
always will have them. The amount of corruption incident 
prohibition which has been uncovered in the investigations here 
in Washington in recent months is simply appalling. The boot- 
leggers and higher grafters are the greatest friends of prolibi- 


to 


tion that we now have. Even Attorney General Daugherty 
said : 

The liquor-smuggling business is the most gigantic criminal problem 
the United States has ever faced on the high seas The amount of 
liquor smuggled into the United States annually can not be approxi- 


mated. 


Congressman KvaLe, who succeeded Mr. Volstead in the 
House and who is a stricter prohibitionist than Mr. Volstead, 
admits that the nonenforcement of the eighteenth amendment is 
“ breeding a Nation of hypocrites ” 


and “is the greatest tragedy 
ever witnessed in civilization.” 


In 1919 the exports of Scotch whisky were 800,000 gallons, 
in 1922 they were 22,000,000 gallons, and in 1923 they were 


25,000,000 gallons. General SHEkWoop savs that in nine months 
in 1923, 3,000 barge loads of beer were shipped from Canada to 
Toledo, Ohio. 

During the year ending June 30, 1923, 11,268,614 liquor pre- 
scriptions were issued by physicians in the United States, 
General SHERWOop estimates that over 3.000 persons lost their 
lives from poison liquor during the past two years, and that the 
number killed in conflicts between prohibition agents and bhoot- 
leggers was 1,210, making a total of 4,210. He says that 
is more than were killed in the Revolutionary War, 
War, and the Spanish-American War put together 

Murder, suicide, divorces, and arrests are on the increase, 


this 
the Mexican 








oe 


Ime record of Minr ta shows an alarming 
i nu & or cent increase in arrests for crime in general, 83 
i nt n homl , 56 per it increase In drunkenness, 
{ in intox | t 
rece editorial in the Detroit News states: 
| than ten 1 y persons are engaged in the Ilquor 
han ever W the ise before pre hibition, 
the « $ fits and the possil ies of sudden wealth, 
ent ! of the land enter this outlaw trade 
r d pl ally and rulned moral); 

In 1923 the | e of Washington made 54,389 arrests, or 40 
pe nt mot n in 1922, and that condition prevails almost 
( re ¢ rntry 

nce | not for prohibition. I want laws 

wi e ba by |] entiment and not such as are held 
i { holesale because they are not 

] ved in by the majority of our citizens. At this session of 
Conger I introduced a bill for 2.75 beer, and about 60 other 
hers did the same. We had an extended hearing before 
Judiciary Committee, but Congress adjourned before ‘the 

‘ iitee reported. The demand for a light alcoholic beverage 
ing stronger day by day, and in my judgment it is only 


question of time when Congress will be compelled to grant 
the demands of the people. We can get rid of 90 per cent of 


the mooushine evil by giving the people a palatable beer. 


RAILROAD LEGISLATION 
We now have a Railroad Labor Board which is objectionable 


to the railroads, the employees, and the public. This board 
mukes decisions, but the railroad companics have violated the 
decisions by the wholesale. The board has failed to render 
decisions in hundreds of cases, and many of these cases are 

‘ral years old It is very evident that our present law 


for the settlement of railread labor disputes is inadequate. 
Under this law we had the greatest railread strike in history. 
We ought to return to the plan which was used with good suc- 
cess in former years, as embodied in the Newlands and Erdman 
Acts. The Committee on Interstate and loreign Commerce re- 
fused to report out the so-called Howell-Barkley bill, but under 
the new rules of the House, already referred to, over 150 Mem- 
bers, of which I was one. signed a discharge motion and the 
bill was considered in the House, but filibustering on the part of 
opponents prevented final action. It is expected to bring this 
bill up for passage in the next session. There was some 
anxiety expressed that this bill might be rushed through the 
House without consideration, but if it had came to a vote 
every Member would have had more than a month’s time to 
acquaint himself with its provisions, and also had the oppor- 
tunity to read the extended hearings on the bill before the 
Senate committee. It will be my ambition to contribute what 
little influence I have to the creation of a workable bill which 
will make for peace in the railroad labor world and which 
will be fair to all the interests concerned. 

The ultimate selution of our railread problem will be public 
ownership. We will have to follow England, l'rance. Germany, 
Canada, and other countries in this respect. We should also 
as n Nution own our water powers and exercise control for the 
public welfare over coal, iron, oil, and timber resources. 

READJUSTMENT OF POSTAL SALARIES 

Mr. Speaker, our postal employees have long suffered an 
injustice in the matter of pay. I am for economy in govern- 
ment, but I do not want it at the price of injustice to any 
class of our people, and especially not our Government em- 
ployees, who render faithful service with hand and brain. As 
a matter of fact, the salary of the postal employees in 1920 
when measured in buying power was only about 65 per cent of 
the salary they were getting in 1913. They were given an in- 
crense in 1920, but when it was given it was on the under- 
stunding and with the expectation that the cost of living would 
rapidly decrease, and, judged by what the salary will bny, they 
are still underpaid compared to 1913. Many of eur best pestal 
employees have quit in order to go into other fields, which is 
a loss to the Government ef valuable and trained help and in 
a way it is a loss to the employee, which should be prevented 
by doing these people justice. Net only has the pay of these 
employees failed to keep pace with the increased cest of living, 
but their werk has heavily increased. The average mail ear- 
rier, for instance, does 50 per cent mere werk now than he did 
10 years ago, and we all know how the work of the rnral car- 
riers has increased. These employees can not strike for higher 
pay, and therefore we should aim to do what is right and 
fuir by them. Congress passed the recent bill for pay in- 
creases to these empleyees by a very large vote. Already there 
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are rumors around the Capitol that the President will veto ¢ 
bil. If he does, I feel certain it will be passed over his vet 
I think it is better to pay these employees what they are 
titled to; they have been underpaid for some years now, «ar 
I believe it better policy to save by cutting down on the hu 
dreds of millions we are spending for war purposes. 

Lhe rural carriers pp to now have had to furnish their own 
rigs or automobiles and pay for the upkeep out of their small 
salaries. Many of them bave quit because it takes about 
third of the salary to keep horses and automobiles, pay 
feed, gasoline, and repairs. No private employer expects 
man who needs a conveyance in his employment to do w! 
Unele Sam expects of these men, and it was a pleasure for n 
to vote for a modest equipment allowance for them which does 
not wholly cover the actual cost but which was a step in thy 
right direction. Here again we must do justice before we can 
talk of economy. 

Congress has voted to adjourn June 7, but I voted agains 
the adjournment because: I do not think we should go hon 
before this matter, farm relief legislation, and other matters 


| of great importance are disposed of. 


APOT DOME AND DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


The investigations which have been going on in Washingto: 
on these subjects reveal a rottenness in public life which 
astounding. Due to the fact that the Navy was using oll f 
fuel in increasing quantities, President Taft in 1912 set asi 
oil lands in California—Nos. 1 and 2—to stand as a reserve for 
the Navy. Several years later President Wilson set aside r 
serve No. 3 in Wyoming, known as Teapot Dome. Shortly 
after Mr. Harding became President he signed an order trans 
ferring these reserves from the Navy to the Interior Depart 
ment, of which Fall was Secretary. Fall leased reserves Nos. 1 
and 3 to private companies. In the case of the Teapot Dom 
lease the Government gets about 1 barrel out of 16. Mr. D 
heny stated that he expected to make a hundred million do! 
lars out of the California lease. Doheny gave $75,000 to the 
Democratic campaign fund, and Sinclair gave the same amoun 
to the Republican fund. In 1920, under Democratic rule, a law 
was passed which made the leases possible. These leases wer 
made in secret. We know from the evidence before the Senat: 
committee that Doheny “loaned” Fall $100,000 and that the 
money was brought in cash to Washington in a suitcase; alse 
that he got a “loan” of $25,000 from Sinclair. Shortly afte 
MeAdoo retired from the Wilson Cabinet he was “ retained” by 
the oil interests at $50,000 a year. It has been said this wa» 
for practicing “ son-in-law” and not for practicing law. Con- 
gress has now declared that the leases were made in defiance 
of the settled policy of the Gevernment, and that the reserves 
Should be recovered, and that the leases were executed unde 
conditions indicating fraud and corruption. The matter is 
now in the courts, and every friend of honest government hopes 
that the courts will see their way clear to caneel the leases, In 
the meantime Fall is still at large and has not been indicted. 

The investigation of the Department of Justice showed that 
under Attorney General Daugherty there was no sincere effort 
to prosecute war grafters and profiteers; that recommenda 
tions for prosecutions made by the Federal Trade Commission 
were held up, sidetracked, or disregarded; that Daugherty’ 
most intimate friend and go-between, Jesse Smith, collected 
hundreds of thousands of dollars as protection money from 
big whisky-ring men, bootleggers, exhibitors of prize-fight pic- 
tures, and law violators of every kind and description. Secre 
tary of the Navy Denby, Fall, and Daugherty were compelled 
by force of public opinion to resign. 

These investigations have been decried by the enemies of 
gooiul government—big business and stand-pat politicians—but 
they are serving a very good purpose. They can uncover onl: 
a portion of the wrongdoing, but they serve to make it plain to 
the people that the demand of the hour is for men in publi: 
life who have courage and character, men who will stand for 
the rights of the mass of the people against graft and corruption 

Of late it has become fashionable for prominent men to 
belittle Gongress. This is due to the fact that they can not 
boss Congress quite as mueh as heretefore. Th my humble 
judgment, this first session of the Sixty-eighth Congress has 
shown more independence and more responsiveness to the rights 
of the people than any session I have attended since the spring 
of 1917. The progressive group in the House, although smal! 
in numbers, is entitled to Gaim credit for much of what was 
done. We not only pressed for the measures I have already 
discussed but we helped to put over the vote on the child-labor 
amendment; we brought about investigations of the Shipping 
Board and Air Service; progressives brought about the defeat 
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Muscle Sheals proposal te give away property and «@ } Pr nately 100 per cent } 
t ver worth hundreds of millions for a hundred years | Viously paid s kha 
: A gq i 
e presressives can go hack to the people who sent them uting hivered in New York at $0.27 
shington with a conseiousness of service well performed, } ‘4s would bring this cost te $i 
with the hepe and prayer at they be sent back with re- | M Co.'s bi 
ements to earry on the fight for the people’s rights | Disher ! Gover 
st intrenched privilece, and so that the Government may | * pted; or, figuring inethe 
ed to the peopl tl An Ma ( 
' . of ; 
rib HE AMER N ¢ VERNMENT BUY FORE N-M iM Goons - 
ROGERS of Massachuse ts, Mr I ? the ( : ( ~ . yoy 
the United States have recentty quite i com- ‘ : ; : 
; certain instance n which i ! t the iat nid . - 
States Government had purchased foreign-made goods } goa) h bool mn fi 1 ‘ 
ct which could have been duplicated, although per- | ante) sein" Mihi a4 : 
‘ vher price, in the Unit States [Two of these |, 
' involved purchases of textiles. As everyone knows, een advised t? ahead . 
manufacturing industry In New Engiand at the !} po nnepecturne eine 
! sat alow ebb. New Engiand men and women, @CSPC- | pofore thar the Ar ‘ated 
ose dependent for a living on the textile industry, prodneti: O atemne : 
irally took um extremely keen and usually a critical _ a 
f the tran tions hich the newspapers described. . 
is seemed to me important to asce i rom oflicial ‘ ; . 
e exact tacts ¢ \ ‘ utter, i 1 as of cer- 
incidents ! ed the > Ate el wr ‘ f 
KHAKI UNIPORMS FOR MARBINES Maj. Gen. Jol \ | jeul ome 
ly im May a somewhat acrimenious discussion broke out e ' : M p aa 
spect to the awarding of a contract by the Navy Depart ' . 
i Marx hester, E1 lar d, eonceru for some FO. OOO yards 
otton khaki cloth needed for Marine Corps uniforms. The | pion youn Jacor Roes 
ation in most of the news items and editorial which Ho of Represe bee W eshi 
with the matter was that the contract in question had My D ; nailed i 
just | awarded and that the award had been made in ; 
; ‘ : " . I ve te idvise you tle io eonptract . 
of an extremely grave textile depression in New kng I 4 1 in M hester, I ! 
May 12 I wrote Secretary Wilbur, of the Navy Depart- | °YS*"™ Soneer on a eres 
‘ > nie i 
; LOLLOWINE set tel vi r , ~ u * te t ‘ up 
Ma¥ t2 Lo4 cern in M i ter, } “ TI con 
Cvaetis D. Wi ‘naal ewe tue the du ; eee 
‘ of the Navy, Washing -_ Ou hte aoe 
Dearm Mi SECRETARY The New Engiand newspaper h ery bo: felon ‘ sian iin 
given much attention to the contract fo niforms of the purchase was under « platiom Am 
i States Marines wi! was let to a Manchester, England, con as ; ane iil ahaa a M 
nae the American competitors for fl cont t teed Seated : 
of the award, which I believe dates back about a rear, i i é' odin’ 
oth in Democratic and Republican newsp: pers pp ae haces 
ess that I share the belief that irrespective of price Amet P letter ate a: + % 1 all 
ul sailers sheuld not be clothed in foreign-made cloth With turer submitted a bid rt 
tex depression which is now prevailing in New Hnuglaud, Manufas ae rt $0.642 per , 
endant ubempioy ine nt, you can reaeiy ular Tetaind é - ont : ‘ ‘ bh af . PP 
publication of this story at this time, even though relating to t wy ; , 
t fa year ago, is having a most unfortu t ‘jin waned a ven oe " 
\ yspaper story published Friday in Massachuseti tes that | wow York at 0.27 pet ; The 
s understoed that ince then the Navy Department i made a 80.27 per rd ' 
t to make awards to other than domestic firms.’ was accepted; or, fig 2 anal 
s last st ment correct If so, I think it will be most help purchased fr the Amoskeag M 
ou will writ a fer publicat aa ” New I . 2 5 : ent 321 OOO, eas he <¢ Lt p da 
y oft Navy Department in the matter of Ww : oreigR | nein pai ! eel 1 tine 
tracts and any comment pon the past contract which may seem I hope bas nhl ; 
t D op ite ; 
; Sineerely yours Joun Jacor Roemes er : 
Under date of May 15, Secretary Wilbur rep ied as follows: VW 
THe SECRETARY OF THRE Navy, It should be noted that both letter 
Weshington, May Ki, 2) that the purchase was made about a 
¢ Hon. Joun Jacon Roerrs, American mills were fully oceupied 
a Heuse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. ronds 
My Dear CONGRESSMAN ROG#RS: Replying to your letter of the From the standpoint of business « 
3 l2th, I have to advise you that no contract has been made recently | retary Wilbur and General Lejeune 
$ with a British concern in Manchester, England, or, for that matter, strong’ case Neverthel the fret re 
* ny foreign concern, for cottom khaki cloth for the Marine Corps; | at Manchester, N. H., where the 
5 rmore, there is none in contemplation. An order was placed | is located, had the pleasure of st 
2 about a year ago, as you state, for some 500,000 yards of this cloth | manufacture and furt h nniforr 
% a concern jin Manchester, England The contract for this mate- | rines. I am not an Anglo be, but 
; |, which was approved by the department, was made in July, 1923. | to contemplate the spectas of Ame 
1 In brief, the history of the situation is as follows: At the time | garbed in English-made fabrics. 
this purchase was under contemplation American mills were fully As a side light on comparative costs 
eecupied om production of staple goods. The department endeavored, | manufacture of kl cloth in M 


by sending out specifications and invitations to bid to 
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) mantnfse- 
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turers and dealers, by special letters to al? concerns known to have | could be imported to the United 
fiber-dyeing apparatus, and by articles im trade papers, to obtain bids | q yvard Since the particular cloth 


for this eloth 


Anwrican manufacturer submitted a bid. This bid was submitted by | York. 


Bids were opened on April 9, 1923, and only one | no duty was assessed. 


the Amoskeag Manufacturing Co. at $0642 per yard This was ap | bid. The low wage s 


chester, England, this instance is a class 


~F ot 


rhe price of 


‘ 


vas 27 cents per yard 


abe 
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‘I rl ah 
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ur Ur ed 4 nin 
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profit for 27 cents 
nearly two and one-half times as much. And what applies to 
cottom khaki applies to other British-made cotton cloth. This 
explains the competition from which we are now suffering at 
the hands of British textile manufacturers. 


I feel very strongly that American soldiers should be clothed 
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bled the manufacturers to sell in the United States at a (2) If the answer to paragraph (1) is in the affirmative, of 


whereas the American profit price was | the purchases in question consisted; the prices therefor; the 


in American fabri Accordingly, upon receiving the quoted | 
letters from Secretary Wilbur and General Lejeune, I wrote 
the former the following letter: 
May 19, 1924. 
The i ECKETARY OF THE NAVY, 
Washington, D. 0 

Dean Mr, Seckerany: I beg to acknowledge with thanks receipt of 

' t of t 15th instant relative to the itton khaki cloth for | 
M i (‘orps u i 


You say that no further contract of this kind is 
I feel very strongly that our Navy Department should not clothe our 
foreign-made cloth Would you not be able to 
Stances, you were opposed to 
the letti rf ich a mtract ip the future to any foreign 


JOHN JACOB 


ihes 1D 
mneun that, barring untore en circun 
oncern ? 


ROGERS, 


Up to the present time I have not received a reply thereto. 


PHE “ LEVIATHAN ” CONTRACT 
Uivder date of May 2S lust the Boston Post carried the fol- 


lowing article: 


[From Boston Post, May 28, 1924) 
GAVB ENGLAND FAT CONTRACT ON LEVIATHAN ” 

HitPiNG BOARD, DEMANDING PATRIOTIC AMERICANS USE AMERICAN SHIPS, 
Hors IN ENGLAND BOUGHT ABKOAD GOODS WHICH NEW BNGLAND 
11.8 COULD SUPPLY AND THEN KEFUSES TO PAY DUTY 
At a time when the United States Shipping Board is declaring that 

patriotic Americans will travel on American ships only" and urging 

American shippers to patronize American ships the Shipping Board 


itself is revealed as refusing to take its own good advice. 

An attempt by the officials of the Loston 
$65,000 in duties from the Shipping Board shows that body prefers to 
deal with Pnglish firms rather than American manufacturers able to 


customhouse to collect 


supply the same goods. 


Some months ago the Leviathan needed a complete new outfit of 
American manufacturers 


and American jobbers have plenty of this material on hand 


bed sheets, blankets, towels, table linen, ete 
ROVGHT ENTIRE SUPPLY IN ENGLAND 

Nevertheless, the Shipping Board purchased the entire supply for the 
ship in England at a cost of several hundred thousand dollars and 
imported the goods through the port of Boston 

The shipment was so large that the duty amounted to $65,000, 
That Shipping Board, but be 
cause it was a Government agency the board was allowed to remove 
the goods on the promise to pay the duty later. 

When no cash was forthcoming the authorities made a 
demand on the Shipping Board. That body refused to pay the bill, 
saying their appropriation was exhausted 

It was then suggested that the customs department sue the Shipping 
Ronrd for the $65,000 Finally, however, it was decided that this 
would be a useless move, as if the suit were successful the cash would 
come out of the United States Treasury anyway. 

Therefore the Boston customs officials were directed to strike the 
bill from their books as “ uncollectible.” 


charge was duly assessed against the 


toston 


TEXTILE INDUSTRY SLACK AT TIMB 

At the time when these goods were bought the textile industries of 
New Wngland had run into a slack season. A contract of this kind— 
and every yard of the material furnished could have been obtained in 
New England—would have been a windfall to the New England mills 
and the cash would have been spent here. 

Instead the English mills got the contract and the cash and also 
had the whole amount of duty due the Government waived. 

And now the Shipping Board appeals to patriotic Americans to 
patronize American industry while they themselves do their shopping 
in England. The case of the Leviathan is only one instance where 
the Shipping Board spent their money in BPngland rather than here. 
It may be that all their other ships were outfitted in the same manner. 


I confess that I was disturbed at the facts set forth in this 
article. On May 30 I introduced a House resolution of inquiry, 


which I print herewith: 
House Resolution 831 
Resolved, That the chairman of the United States Shipping Board 
be requested to inform the House of Representatives : 
(1) Whether, in connection with the renovation of the steamship 
Leviathan, purchases of certain supplies for said vessel were made in 
countries other than the United States, 


“in contemplation.” | 


Iion. Joun Jacos Rocers, 


| from the Irish Free State. It 








parative prices at which similar commodities or articles could 
been purchased in the United States; the total amount paid for 
eign purchases; whether among the articles or commodities purch 
sheets, table linen, towels, blankets, and other textile commod 
were included; and if so, the value thereof; whether such purch 
were made as a result of competitive bidding, and whether Un 
States mrerchants or manufacturers were permitted to submit bids 
did submit bids; what, if any, saving, with and without an allow 
for customs duties, was effected by such purchases; and what am» 
of duty was assessed thereon, and at what port or ports. 

(3) Whether, in connection with the renovation of any Shipp 
Board vessels other than the Leviathan, purchases of certain supp 
for said vessels have been made in countries other than the Uni 
States 

(4) If the answer to paragraph (3) is ia the 
same details as those requested in paragraph (2) 


ifirmative, gis 


I sent a copy of this resolution to Chairman O'Connor 
the Shipping Board 

Under date of June 
him ; 


5 I received the following reply tf: 


Untrep Srares Sarprine Boarp, 
Wushington, June 5, 19 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0 

My Dear CONGRESSMAN Roocers: I have your letter of May 31 ine! 
ing copy of proposed resolution inquiring as to whether in conne: 
with the renovation of the steamship Leviathan purchases of cert 
supplies for said vessel were made in countries other than the Unite 
States, and if so, in whut the purchases consisted, prices therefor, 

In reply you are advised that the only articles involved in ¢ 
$8,000,000 reconditioning of the steamship Leviathan which w 
purchased abroad were Irish linens, and these were purchased dir 
was found impossible to obtain the qua 


| tity and quality necessary to meet requirements in this country. 


contract for furnishing these linens, however, was made to an Ameri 
firm—-Giimbel Bros 
Very truly 


yours, T. V. O'Connor, Chairmar 


As the information contained in this letter was limited to t 
purchases for the Leviathan, I wrote a further letter to Chai 
man O'Connor asking for a reply to the third and fourth quer 
of the resolution 

Under date of June 13 I received a letter and memoranid 
from Mr. O'Connor, both of which I print herewith: 


UNITED STATES SHIPPING Boarp, 

Washington, June 1%, 19%) 

Hon. Joun JAcos Rocmes, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D, C 
My Dear CONGRESSMAN: Referring to your letter of June 6 inclosing 
copy of resolution of Congress and asking for reply as to the third and 
fourth paragraphs thereof, I am sending herewith a statement on 
subject prepared by the operating department of our Fleet Corporation 
which I trust will give vou the information you desire 
Very truly yours, 
T. V. O'ConNoOR, Chairman 


INFORMATION CALLED FOR [IN PARAGRAPHS 3 AND 4 OF HOUSE RESOLUTL) 
NO. 351, DATED MAY 30, 1924 

Question (3). Whether, in connection with the renovation of 
Shipping Board vessels other than the steamship Leviathan, purchas 
of certain supplies for said vessels have been made in countries oth 
than the United States. 

Only in connection with the renovation of the steamship Repub! 
which was completed in April, 1924, did we require bids to show th 
name and location of the manufacturer, and therefore it is known that 
one purchase was made (in the United States) of supplies manufactured 
in a country other than the United States. 

Question (4). If the answer to paragraph (3) is in the aoffirmati 
give the same details as those requested in paragraph (2). 

(a) Of what the purchases in question consisted : 

Napkins, doilies, tablecloths, and table tops—all 
linens. 

(b) The prices therefor: 


‘Oousidered as tal! 


29.400 dozen No. 1 napkins, 24 by 24 Inches_........... dozen_. $7.75 
8334 dozen No. 2 doilies, 13 by 13 inches_.-.~----------- Slane. %. 36 
154 each No. 3 tablecloths, 48 by 48 inches_-..---.---~- each... 2. 35% 
399 each No. 4 tablecloths, 48 by 70 inches....------~---.- do... 3.45 
41 each No. 5 tabieccloths, 48 by 90 inches._......--..-do.... 4.4 

882 cach No. 6 tablecloths, 60 by 60 inches____.-.._.----do.._. 3.75 
17 each No. 7 tablecloths, 72 by 72 inches_._.---.---~--+-- do.... 6.44 
710 each No. 8 table tops, 36 by 36 inches...-.--..-.---~. Gercett); 2 OS 
1,905 each No. 9 table tops, 36 by 58 inches.......---.-- ce ae o 

175 each No. 10 table tops, 36 by 78 inches___....----- do.... 2.90 
1,545 each No. 11 table tops, 45 by 45 inches _.._...----~ do... 2.938 


ae. le ed 


ere 
Bmw 


aay ap 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


1924 





SS Ee —E - ~y — ee 
: ’ 
( The comparative prices at which simflar commodities or articles | making blankets after the wa 1. Most of them are stamped 
been purchased in the United States: | Mahe with the broad arré e | ! n at t : 
sll bids were submitted by United States merchants, although on ; irk—s y t y | my iw t i ‘ at 
linen to be manufactured In countries other than the All the blankets are | “ i th 


no data are available as to comparative prices. Everybody will want these biank« 


United | 


























The total amount paid for foreign purchases: they are l for summer { su y 4 
foregoing table linen cost $31,624.28 with a cash discount of 1 summer hotels, house oats, yacl 1 ‘ R 
nt payment within 10 days, or $31,308.04 net. for a throw down on tl 88 i for t ; 
Whether among the articles of commodities purchased, sheets They a fine enough to use in any | y ¢ 
( towels, blankets, and other textile commodities were in They are with ‘ tition—price, qual : a 
1? | ered You ldu't get 1 6a actical use « 
table linens as detailed above were tneluded. | ing kk t n $6 cr $7. Yet © al $3.75 
And i t t! 0 j Buy the ankets by the bal 
t cost of this t linen was $31,308.04 | You then save 25 cents more on each nke : of $ 
Whether such purch s were made as a result of mpetitive | the bale All bales ‘ ort \ 
ind whether United States merchants or man ‘turers were | medium or dark shades, and t 
d to submit bids and did submit bids? | in color, weig texture, f 
I was mad s a result of competitive bidding, and No blank g 
1 8S t I ‘chants , 3 nufacturers were permitt a to submit Ir} i i SS per cent wool i i ta ’ 
nd in fact only Whnited States merehants or m facturers did | splendid combination for warmth and wear Not too heavy but warm 
t bids In all 16 bids were nitted by 10 United States mer- And the cotton adds to t strength 
manufacturers Of these, one United States vendor sub Order by wire, phone, or mail (phone orders call Stuyvesant 4700) 
i five bids on products the source of which was not indicated, We expect to receive orders from all over America, onee the good 
rh presumed that the linen would come from countries other | news ; Wheth we can & ‘ } t i ins to be 
1e i States, as one other offer by this vendor was for goods | geen. rhe AMineewdska and other steamers have brought 50,000 of 
h n, and the vendor is an importer rather than a mannfac the blankets Other shipments will follow 
All other bids submitted were for linens to be manufactured by Sale ope to-d Churse wit fou places: Motor et 
eturers located in Lelfast, Ireland tr , new building Astor | e 8 vay entrance of d 4 
What, if any, saving, with and without allowance for customs | store: rotunda, street floor, old i t} 
was effected by such purchases? store. first floor, old 
bids received were for produets to come from Belfast, Ireland, New building « ’ Q t} } 
those five which did not specify but which presumably offered | yw in not ¢ { t ater ir ‘ 
be of foreign origin, any saving as compared to probable cost To tl ' hants < An W 
nestic linens is not available. blankets in whol eo ] W hone fl ie! lise } u 
And what amount of duty was assessed thereon and at what port The blankets havé } tired 
~t 
linens we! ‘chased from Gimbel Bros.. of New York City. While the sale in question in no way involved the United 
delivered to us in New York City, they were cleared States Government as such, the transaction seemed of afl 
. , enatame: and wi the dutv was assessed against Gimbe] | Client interest and importance to warrant inquiry A 
-e given to understand that it was sale the rate of | Woolen concern in Massachusetts wrote me as follows: 
ent of the declared value | The inclosed advertisement by John Wana cer published t] 
x Poa , ‘ aod ‘ atin i ’ 
‘he substance of the material thus furnished seems to be: New York Times say ©, £065, 18 OF WarUCE tO ¥ = = 
1) As to the Leviathan, the only articles purchased abroad | Ve" nditions adversely ecting the New Eng = 





re certain Irish linens in a quantity and quality impossible | “¥ the present tin It gives its ow y in sufficient 
btain of American manufacture. The contract for these, | With the exception at it Ge t ite tha od red at 
ever, Was made through an American firm. it retail at a p tt | it Am 
(2) As to other Shipping Board vessels, the form of bidding en Selling at a |] bor pa ! blan 
not in general require bids to show the name and location | “UPag 55 per cent w l l,j if ap 
of the manufacturer. The steamship Republic, compieted last |; porter I ipproximately ‘ ‘ 
4 , is the only exception. For the Republic the only foreign Americar ude blank ining a me i bout 
' made goods were table linens, of a cost of about $31,000. Thes 3] nt The qual OOO blanks I 
purchased threugh an American firm. most Gist bing ta tl l rl lt great un 
THE WANAMAKER BLANKETS ’ = ae eet : : 
nder date of May S last the New York Times ca la two facturer. The effect on production and continued employment 


Wanamaker 


advertisement of the John workers can easily be inferred rhis 


read as follows: 


un display 
advertisement 


importation 


palpable dump of surplus English goods, probably we 


[From the New York Times, Thursday, May 8, 1924] elow their cost abroad, and is the most unfair sort ¢ mpetition 
The John Wanamaker Store News, formerly A. T. Stewart; store Under date of May om hUd rote Secreta! ell the follow- 
s, 9 to 5.30; telephone, Stuyvesant 4700; Astor Place, at Ninth | ing letter: 
Street May 23, 1924 
Extra sales people and selling space in the blanket sa for quick | Hy ANDKEW W. MELLO 
rer ic N retary of t J7reaau Weelhinoton I Cc 
America’s greatest blanket sale opens to-day. Deir Mr. SBcrerary As you are deubtless aware, there is . n 
Here's the Minnewaska prize cargo: New woolen blankets from Png depression in the text manufacturing tion of e count In 
land’s best mills, averaging 88 per cent wool; weighing 4} to 5 pounds; | New England the depression im cotton manufacturing is especially 


size, about 60 by 90 inches; $3.75 each, or $3.50 in bale lots of 25 | serious 


kad cymes 


nkets for $87.50 A ti 


; rif! resolution unanimously ad 
This is the best Dlanket news that has come to America since the 


f the National 


pted at the semiannual meeting 


Association of Cotton Manufacturers held in Bostor 


memorable Wanamaker sale of Army blankets in 1919, when the public Mass.. 


broke down a door in its eagerness to get into the store. To get the 
price so low it was necessary to buy more than a million blankets. But 


April 
*Engiand's forei 


ynred to prew 


¢ for the smaller volume 


of these Engtand kept the greater part for home and colonial consump trade their manufacturers awd ut 
tion, only a limited quantity being allotted for American sale, of which lieved 
this is the first public offering. try in an effort 

These are Oxford gray blankets in medium and darker shades, en- 


tirely different from the usual Army blankets. ‘They are cheerful and 


their prices and, it is b 


here, sold below « t, dumping their goods into thi un 


oie. eae 


to keep some of their people | 
even at a loss to themselves 


last three yeare the 


rtinlly employ, 
Dnglish figures show that in the 
$750,000,000 and are still 


milis have lost 


5 fashionable in color, shading in the varlous grays now so much in losing at the rate of $5,000,000 a week.” 
a favor. The fabric is like a heavy cloth, making it a blanket, a robe, Here is a direct allegation that English manufacturers are dumping 


a throw over all in one. their goods into the United States If this can be established, it would 


: They were made for the British Government, but were never in | seem to follow that section 201 of the antidumping act of 1921 would 
: camps, as they were manufactured since the armistice, some of them as | come into play. Will you kindly advise me what, if any, steps should 


recently as two years ago. ‘To reduce unemployment England kept on 4 be taken by the imdustry to put in motion the necessary machinery ; 
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my Ietter as a request that you examine the 
su will be enabled to make “ such investigation as he deems 
upon your own initiative. 


or s her onstr nie 


ueerely yours, JOHN JACOB ROGERS. 


I that day I sent him a copy of the Wanamaker adver- 
t nent and-of the quoted letter relative thereto, I suggested 
in n letter that [ thought he would agree with me that a 
th urgunent for Ixecutive action was presented by the 
wing. Under date of June 2 I was advised by the Treasury 


Department that the matter was being referred to the port of 
New York and that IT would be advised further upon receipt of 
a report from the New York customs authorities. 

Under date of June 15 I received the following letter and 
inclosure from Assistunt Secretary Moss, of the Treasury De- 
pertment : 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, June 18, 1925. 
louse of Representatives, United States 

My Dear Me I refer to your letter of May 23 In regard to 
representations which have been made to you relative to injurious 
competition of English textiles, ‘especially blankets which were the sub 

‘ct of a recent advertisement by John Wanamaker in the New York 
Times 


ROGERS 


[ am in receipt of a report from the appraiser of merchandise at 
New York, dated the 10th instant, and am inclosing a copy thereof for 
your information 

Very truly yours, McKENZIE Moss, 
Assistant Secretary. 
JUNE 10, 1924. 


iw honorable the SecrerTary or Tuk TREASURY 


Sin: Answering department reference (JIDN 106085) June 2 of letter 
from Hon, Joun Jacon Rogers, House of Representatives, May 23, 
relative to the injurious competition of English textiles, especially of 
blankets, the subject of a recent advertisement by John Wanamaker in 
the New York Times, I have the honor to invite the attention of the 
department to a letter of this office dated June 5, 1924, reporting on 
this matter as follows: 

“The blankets referred to are British Army surplus stock 
bought at public auction held abroad and at the retail price of 
$3.75 are decidedly poor value. y 

“ This merchandise and previous merchandise of reclaimed Army 
stocks from France have been closely scrutinized, but investigation 
woth here and abroad has not provided any reason to question the 
entered values. 

“The proper rate of duty is being assessed on these goods.” 

The antidumping act of 1921 applies only when the purchase price 
or the exporter’s sales price is less than the foreign market value of the 
merchandise, Investigation abroad has proved that this is not the 
situation in regard to the importations referred to above. 

Respectfully, 

F. J. H. KRackn, Appraiser. 


If the allegation is correct that the blankets are “ decidedly 
poor value” at $3.75, and if it is also demonstrable that the 
blauket purchase involved no element of “ dumping” as defined 
by statute, it would appear that there is no remedy against the 
particular transaction under the antidumping act of 1921, 

Underlying all of the incidents upon which I have commented 
must be the thought that American textile manufacturers and 
wage earners require fer enduring prosperity tariff protection 
against low-priced foreign competitive goods. An examination 
of Department of Commerce statistics discloses that cotton 
cloth importations have multiplied about four and three-fourths 
times in 10 vears in respect to quantity, and about five and one- 
half times in respect to value. Wool manufactures have multi- 
plied about four times in the last decade. 

Under date of May 12 I wrote the following letter to the 
chairman of the United States Tariff Commission: 


May 12, 1924. 
Hon. THOMAS O, MARVIN, 
Chairman United States Tariff Commission, 
Washington, D. O. 

My Dear Mr. CHAtRMAN: For the past year and more the whole 
country has been asked to sympathize, and has sympathized, with the 
plight of the western farmer. I am now asking the Tariff Commission 
io sympathize in a very practical way with the plight of the textile 
workers of New England. : 

I am sure I do not need to recite at length present textile conditions 
in New England. Both woolen and cotton mills are generally on about 
half time, some a little tess, some a little more. Unemployment is 
general; inadequate employment, with consequently imadequate pay 
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envelopes, is practically universal. 
improvement. 

What is the cause? In an effort to arswer this question I haye 
prepared by the Department of Commerce figures showing imports 
the principal classes of textile meanufactures for the calendar y 
1913, 1919, 1921-1923. I will not weary you with a mass of stat! 
which are already doubtless accessible to you. But let me illustr 
Imports of cotton cloth, including thos: 
those colored, printed, 


There is no assurance of 


what these figures disclose. 
bleached, those bleached, 
figured, were as follows: 


dyed, and w 


eS se — 


Square yards} Valu 








Calendar year 
" oe aio ; da - 
I i ie es ee all 46, 563, 568 | $8, 922, 
PED wisdckpeckmedenpiilaneitends ec ee | 49,753,451 | 17, 664 
OLE EID LEE LIT SE | 106,308,379 | 29, 42 
TR sce a oe Sa a ne ele eee itetacanted 142, 458,000 39, 073 
IEEE REEL! np FR | 219, 010, 307 47, 188 


From the foregoing it appears that cotton-cloth importations he 
multiplied about four and three-fourths times in a decade in resp: 
to quantity and about five and one-half times in respect to value, and 
this in spite of the fact that the Fordney “ protective’ rates were i 
effect during the entire year 1923. The plain fact seems to be that t! 
Republican protective law, in the textile world at least, does not car 
truly protective rates. The foregoing figures conclusively dispose of 
the absurd assertions of the Democratic orators in the political cam 
paign of 1922 that the Fordney rates were so high as to constitute a 
tariff wall. On the contrary, both cotton and woo! import statist! 
established beyond cavil that the Fordney rates are wholly insufficient 

In terms of production it has been estimated that the total 
219,000 square yards of cotton piece goods imported in 1923, averaging 
GO yards in length and 36 inches wide, would take the entire produ 
tion of 36,500 looms a year. At 50 spindles to the loom, this would 
mean about 2,000,000 spindles, the equivalent in volume of the tota! 
output of all the mills at any one of our great textile cities of New 
Dngland. 

I will not go into wool statisties except to remind you that the total 
imports of wool manufactures have risen from $17,000,000 in 1915 and 
$19,000,000 in 1919 to about $69,000,000 in 1923—a fourfold increas 
One of the most vivid illustrations of this difference in cost produ 
tion in England and the United States was furnished last year in cor 
nection with the Navy Department contract for 400,000 yards of cotton 
khaki, out of which were to be made the uniforms of the United 
States marines. There were two bids which complied with specifica 
tions—the Amoskeag Co., of Manchester, N. H., of 64.2 cents, and the 
Spinner Co., of Manchester, England, of 89 cents. The Navy Depart 
ment gave the contract to the English concern. The operatives 
Manchester, N. H., had the pleasure of seeing Manchester, England 
make the uniforms for the United States marines. I confess that to 
me it is not a pleasant spectacle when I contemplate the soldiers an: 
sailors of the United States clothed in English-made fabrics. I am no 
Anglophobe, but the picture is to me not an agreeable one. However 
this is not the point I wish to make here. I wish here to call to the 
attention of yourself and your commission the fact that the English co: 
cern underbid the largest American concern by 25 cents a yard. It is 
said, and I have no doubt said accurately, that England is shipping 
goods to the United States in the effort to keep her people employe! 
even though the English mills are losing money. Their own figures 
are said to show that the English mills lost $759,000,000 in the las’ 
three years and are still losing at the rate of $25,000,000 a week. 

It is, then, not strange that unemployment, short-time employment, 
pecuniary hardship, and unusual unrest are common, if not general, 
in New England to-day. What is the remedy? Obviously, to reduce 
the enormous flood of importations of textile manufactures. But how 
shall we reduce imports? Obviously, by increasing the duties thereon 
Fortunately, the Fordney law gave power to the Executive to increase 
rates in the event that the Fordney rates proved inadequate to protec! 
American industry. 

I strongly urge that the appropriate machinery be set in motion 
under section 315 of the Fordney Act with a view to giving the textile 
industry added protection under the flexible clause of the Fordney law 
As conditions are critical, I respectfully request that I be granted « 
hearing at the earliest possible moment and that the commission pro 
ceed as speedily as possible to afford relief. 

We of New England are aware of the action of the commission i 
giving the benefit of the flexible clause because of wheat importation- 
We invoke the same remedy to alleviate the industrial distress from 
which we are now suffering. 


Sincerely yours, Jonn Jacos Rocsrs 


It is earnestly to be hoped that either by invoking the provi 
sions of the antidumping law. of 1921 or the flexible section of 
the tariff act of 1922 adequate protection shall be afforded the 
people of America. As I assert in my letter, the plain fac' 
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s to be that so far as textiles, at least. are concerned the 
iblican protective tariff law of 1922 does not carry suffi 
V protective rates 

GERMAN RELIEF RESOLUTION 

Mi PORTER. Mr. Speaker, in any analysis of the de 
le conditions existing in Germany, and to a lesser de- 
un other European countries, we must not be unmindful 

fact that behind their present miseries is a background 
enturies of racial, cultural, and religious antagonisms 
h we do not understand, but which influences every act 
ermany to-day is the broken link in the commercial life 
world, and in breaking she has strained other links 
to the breaking point. 

Since the latter part of the year 1913, when the indications 
pointed to war between the Central and Allied Powers, 
e felt it part of my public duty to keep myself as well 
med as possible regarding the social, political, and eco- 

conditions in Germany. We have so many conflicting 
ments as to actual conditions in Germany that after the 
etion of my duties at Geneva, Switzerland, last October, 
sited Germany for the sole purpose of checking up the 
ininous reports on this subject which had from time to 
come to my notice. 

tur former colleague, Hon. Alanson B. Houghton, now am 

dor to Germany, has devoted ail of his splendid ability 
nost intensive study of the German situation. I had 
enefit of many conversations with him, the embassy stalf, 
of our consular officers, and through his introduction, 
Chancellor Stressemann, of Germany, and others then in 
rity. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


LOS15 


conveniences, they were not necessities. his is also largely true 
of the farmers of to-day, who, especially in remote sections. 
| exchange their products, little, if any, money passing in the 
transactions. 
Under modern conditions, however, in great industrial cities 
money as a medium of exchange is an absolute necessity, 
When the daily wage or salary fails to have purchasing power 


Germany, aS in many other European countries, the | 


ers live in small villages. The farms being very small 
¢ is of the most intensive sort. The farms were in a 
state of cultivation, and the livestock was mostly thorough- 
and well fed. Many houses have been constructed in the 
<« and villages since the war and others were in the course 
lilding. It was rare indeed to see a house which had 
en painted within the last two or three years. There 
n air of prosperity, but, as in France, I noticed an al- 
complete absence of men of military age at work on 
irms. The work was being done by men beyond middle 
and by women and children. It was quite common to see 
man with several children working in the fields. 
e railroads were in a most excellent condition; trains 
ere on time, and the service was generally very good. The 
dbed and rolling stock showed evidence of considerable 
since the war, some of it being more ornamental than 
il: in fact, Germany has built since the armistice more 
omotives and freight cars than she needs. She has im- 
ved the terminals, tunnels, and bridges. It is the only 
‘oad system in the world which is free of debt. The fall 
the mark has enabled it to pay off its obligations as they 
came due. 
With all this apparent prosperity laughter was unheard 
nd the people seldom smiled. This mental depression was 
ntagious and saddened all those who came in contact with it. 
| spent several hours with Chancellor Stressemann and asked 
ubout the apparent prosperity of the farmers, the highly 


roved condition of the factories, the large amount of build- | 


vy, and the efficiency of the railroads. He answered that at 
e close of the war Germany had 12,000,000 idle men, many of 
om had served through the entire war and therefore lost 
e opportunity to learn a trade. It was imperative to provide 
rk for them at once, and the improvements I saw were the 
esult of that farsighted policy, which relieved Germany from 
opting the dole system which had proved disastrous to Great 
tain, 
Edwin L. James, correspondent of the New York Times, gives 
e following as regards conditions in Germany: 


rirst. Germany to-day represents the world’s best-equipped and po- 


a ntially most efficient industrial organization. 
2 Second. Germany is to-day practically without a domestic debt, 
‘tate or private, whereas the victor nations are heavily burdened with 
mestic war debt. 
% Chird. The Germans as a whole are paying less taxes than the Png- | 
; French, or Americans. 
‘ Fourth. Germany, if she shouldered the total reparations bill, would 
ve a smaller war debt than if she had won the war without indem- 
ities, 
4 Money as a medium of exchange was not necessary to the 
4 well-being of primitive man. True, the Indians used wampum, 


the ancient Swiss iron plates, and so forth, but they were only 
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sufficient to buy food, clothing, and other ne sities « ife 
hunger and cold follow, and revolution against the ¢ 
is inevitable. 

The amount of marks outstanding, based on the pre-w 


ar 
value of the mark—about 22 cents—represents about 2.000 
times the actual value of all the property in Germany Las 
November the mark us a unit of value became utterly worth 
less, bringing about a state of affairs without parallel in history 
by causing a complete shifting of wealth from the creditor to 


the debtor class. The German courts held until quite recent! 


that the mark was still legal tender, and every debtor paid off 
all his personal obligations, such as mortgages, notes, and bills 
payable which have fallen due during the last four or five 
years. Banks paid their depositors in the depreciated currency 
The railroads, industrial establishments, and municipalities d 

harged their bonded indebtednesses in the same way The 
German Government redeemed practically all of its bend 


amounting to 70,000,000,000 marks held by the German people, 
by payment with this worthless currency. 

Many contend the officials of the German Government inten 
tionally depreciated the value of the mark, hoping to ¢ ape 
in whole or in part the payment of reparations justly due the 
ullied powers, others claimed it was not a willful act but 
natural result of the war. The reparations agreed upon at Ver 
sailles were junior in lien to the Government bonds held by the 


German people. The fact that the German Government has 
paid off these bonds and thereby made the reparations a first 
lien on all the property in Germany in effect assuring their 
eventual payment is persuasive evidence that the destruction of 
the German currency was not a willful act. 

The redemption of these bonds removed the principal argu- 
ment of the German Government in support of its plea of 
poverty, as it leaves the property of Germany, estimated to be 
worth between $60,000,000,000 and SS80.0000,000.000, subieet to 
the payment only of reparations. 

These unprecedented transactions have neither increased nor 
diminished the wealth of Germany, and the fact should not be 
overlooked that German property was not damaged during the 
war except a small portion in eastern Prussia 

To sum up, we have this most extraordinary situation: A 
great nation of industrious and frugal people, all of its indus 
tries intact, its Government and its people practically free 
from debt, except the reparations due the allied powers, with 
great industrial establishments enlarged, remodeled, and re 
paired since the war, with sufficient food, except cereals and 
edible fats, to supply its people with food, and great forests 
to furn’sh fuel for winter, a nation which has every element 
industrially, agriculturally, socially, and I might say finan- 
cially, for the borrowing power of a nation free from debt is 
very large, to enable her to take her place again among the 
prosperous nations of the world, lies prostrate and helpless, 
with starvation stalking everywhere. 

I have had the rare privilege of association with the nationals 
of many nations. .J came to know them in their homes and in 
many other ways. I admire and esteem them all. The perplex- 
ing difficulties of the day are due to the rulers of these peoples 
and not the people themselves. I have long heen of the opinion 
that whatever is left of white civilization is entirely due to the 
inherent integrity and patriotism of the masses of the people. 
Self-government has its faults, and they are many, but it has 
the paramount advantage over all other forms of government 
of being able to profit by its mistakes. The greater control a 


people have over their government the less likelihood of war; 


in fact, I know of only one instance in history where a Repub- 
lie provoked a war. Therefore I do not wish anything I have 
said to reflect, even in the slightest degree, on the earnest and 
patriotic men and women of Germany who are honestly and 
sincerely trying to establish and maintain the Republic of 
Germany. 

The monarchists of Germany, saturated with the divine-right 
idea, are the ones responsible; they brought on this world-wide 
eatastrophe, with its enormous destruction of life and property, 
in the hope of forcing on the world their views of government. 
They have persistently, and I may say criminally, done every- 
thing within their power—and in this have been aided to some 
extent by the communists—to weaken and destroy the Republic 


of Germany in the hope that the German people in an agony 
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of despair will again return to the monarchy. They hold the 
balance of power in the Reichstag. The responsibility for the 
starvation In Germany rests entirely with this militaristic class. 
Many. of them under the leadership of Stinnes and his asso- 
clates have amassed enormous fortunes from the miseries of 
the German people, They have on deposit in foreign countries 
between one and one-half and two billions of dollars, 5 per cent 
of which would buy all the cereals and edible fats which their 
starving countrymen need. Surely they owe a higher duty to 
the German people than the American taxpayer, but the Gov- 
ernment is too weak to compel them to disgorge. Their fixed 
policy is to starve the liberty lovers of Germany into subjection. 

if it were not for these facts and my earnest desire to aid 
in the preservation of the Republie of Germany I would not 


ote for this resolution. We are under no obligation to help 
thein, except that all fair minds must recognize that these 
ng women and children are not responsibie for the condi- 


‘ 


mus in Germany and are helpless to correct them. <A republic 
u Germany will mean the peace of Europe; a monarchy in 
(iermmany under control of the junkers meaus another war the 
oment Germany has recovered from her losses of the last one. 
tn Germany many citizens lived on the income from their 
investments; all they have now is millions of marks which 
will not buy the necess They belong to a class who 
re more or less helpless when thrown on their own resources, 


d have sold their household goods, tapestries, paintings; in 


ities of life. 


fact, everything of value for money with which to buy food 
und clothing; their condition is now one of abject misery, many 
of them being without food or clothing. ‘This is especially true 
of the lawyers, physicians, clergymen, and scholars of Ger- 
many. Their salaries and the wages of workmen and clerks 
will not buy the necessities of life for their families. The 


farmers and trades people refuse the mark in payment of food 
and clothing, and the suffering among these citizens, especially 
umong the children, is indescribable. 

rhe testimony before the committee of Maj. Gen. Henry T. 
Allen, Dr. Wilbuc K. Thomas, of the American Friends Serv- 
ice Committee, Prof. Ernest M. Patterson, University of Penn- 
sylvunia, and many others conclusively show that the reports 
from our diplomatie and consular oflicers as to the terrible con- 
ditions in Germany are fully justified by the facts that women 
and children are starving from undernourishment, which is 
followed by tuberculosis and other deadly maladies. Another 
fact which was not brought out in the hearings, but impresses 
me as one of very great importance is the danger of plague 
sweeping over northern Kurepe, which would destroy these 
Weikened people by the hundreds of thousands. 

it seems almost unbelievable that these frightful conditions 
should exist in a nation which is practically self-sustaining, a 
nation which is agriculturaily and industrially as powerful 
und as well equipped as any other nation in the world, with an 
niustrious and intelligent man power which, with her natural 
resources, made Germany before the war a powerful competitor 
in all the markets of the world. Yet these conditions do ex- 
ist. Under the testimony the conclusion is inescapable. They 
exist as a direct result of the activities of the monarchists or 
militarists of Germany, who have been plotting and conniving 
to weaken and destroy the present Republic of Germany. 

Only a small percentage of the great sums of money which 
they have on deposit in foreign countries would immediately 
relieve the suffering of their own people. ‘Ehey should not be 
permitted to accomplish their purpose. The misery and degra- 
dation of these helpless women and children came about 
through no fault of their own. They are the helpless and in- 
noeent victims of the war. They have no voice in the affairs 
of their government, nor had they any control as to the time 
and place of their birth. I am not willing te take the respensi- 
bility of saying by my vote that between three and four 
million of them shall be condemned to death by starvation 
by renasen of the fact that the liberty lovers of Germany are 
endeavoring against tremendous obstacles created by the peolit- 
ical and eeonemic sabotage of the monarchists to establish a 
republic in that distracted country where every citizen, like 
in our own country, shall have a voice before Germany is 
again plunged into the horrors of war. 

These are substantially the views expressed by President 
Wilson in his war message, with which I am in entire aceord: 


We have no quarrel with the German people. We have no feeling 
toward them but one of sympathy and friendship. It was not upon 
their impulse that their Government acted in entering the war. It 
was not with their previous knowledge or approval. It was a war de- 
termined upon in the old, unhappy days when peoples were nowhere 
consulted by their rulers and wars were provoked aud waged in the in- 
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terest of dynasties or of little groups of ambitious men who were aces. 
tomed to use their fellow men as spies or set the course of intricne -; 
bring about some critical posture of affairs which will give them «, 
opportunity to strike and make conquest. Such designs can be suce: 
fully worked out only under cover and where no one has the right +» 
ask questions. Cunningly contrived plans of deception or aggression 
carried, it may be, from generation to generation, can be worked « 
and kept from the light only within the privacy of courts or beh 
the carefully guarded confidences of a narrow and privileged « 
They are happily impossible where public opinion commands and 
sists upon full information concerning all the nation's affairs. 


It is contended that the general welfare clause of the Co, 
stitution is not broad enough to permit the appropriation of t) 
money for the relief of these women and children. It is a eoy- 
plete answer to this contention to say that Congress during the 
life of the Republic has passed 70 resolutions and bills granti; 
relief to stricken peoples, of which 12 or more were for t! 
relief of suffering abroad. 

The force and effect of these repeated constructions of ¢) 
Constitution by Congress is well stated in the case of Mayna: 
v. Hill (125 U. S. Reports, p. 204): 

A long acquiescence in repeated acts of legislation on particular n 
ters is evidence that those matters have been generally considered 
the people as properly within legislative control. Such acts are not ‘o 
be set aside or treated as invalid beeause upon a careful considera 
of their character doubts May arise as to the competency of the lec 
ture to pass them. 


Also the case of Field v. Clark (143 U. S. Reports, p. 683) : 


To what extent do precedents in legislation sustain the validity o 
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the section under consideration, so far as it makes the suspension of 
certain provisions and the going into operation of other provisions of 
an act of Congress depend upon the action of the President based upoa 
the occurrence of subsequent events or the ascertainment by him of 
certain facts to be made known-by his proclamation? If we find that 


Congress has frequently, from the organization of the Government 

the present time, conferred upon the President powers, with referen: 
to trade and commerce, like those conferred by the third section of 
act of October 1, 1890, that fact is entitled to great weight in deter- 
mining the question before us. 


eos © 


WHAT THE REPUBLICAN TARIFF COSTS THE TAXPAYERS 


Mr. McCLINTIC, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
many of us here are deeply coneerned over the fact that this 
Congress, after a session of six months, is adjourning without 
enacting any legislation for the relief of the hard-pressed farm- 
ers, who all over the land are laboring under very trying condi- 
tions. We have made strenuous efforts to induce the Congress 
to at least pass some helpful or palliative measure to relieve the 
situation until the aroused people, awake to the real underly- 
ing cause of their trouble, can force the permanent relief which 
can only come through a complete revision of the extortiona‘e 
tariff rates which are sapping the earnings, the savings, an‘ 
the very lifeblood of the people. Such a movement has already 
started, a nonpartisan effort backed by men of various political 
views, who agree on the economic importance of a sharp cut in 
the Fordney tariff rates, rates which represent the old stan:- 
pat protectionism of Mark Hanna, but greatly exaggerated ani 
fairly run mad in the excess of graft and gouge permitte:!. 
Among the forces getting under way should be mentioned the 
Fair Tariff League under the leadership of Mr. H. E. Miles, 
formerly of Madison, Wis., now having a research laboratory 
at 2 Rector Street, New York. Mr. Miles is a protection Re- 
publican whose sense of decency has revolted at sight of the 
profiteering going on under his very nose. He was for many 
years a manufacturer. Much of the moral and financial sup- 
port he is receiving in his work comes from Republicans whose 
names appear on the literature of the League as officers thereof. 
Theirs is a patriotic effort to save the farmer and the gener: ! 
consumer from the vultures who are exploiting them. They 
take the position that this top-heavy tariff, piled far higher 
than can possibly be justified under any pretext of “ protection 
to home industries ” or “ te equalize labor costs,” is serving like 
the poisoned knife in that old story, in which the biade, po'- 
soned on one side, in being used to divide the apple, gave health 
and refreshment to one while dealing out misery and destruc- 
tion to the other. 

All through the mass of material which will fellow these in- 
troductory remarks one fact will stand out as a monument to 
the greed of the tariff barons—that while they raise prices and 
dividends freely they do not raise wages. 

Mr. Miles, the head of the Fair Tariff League, has receive! 
the following letter from Mr. Gray Silver, the able representa- 


a dy 


‘ye 


Se ae 


—— 


Papa oy 


rag eel 5 Pe! he « 


SP Ae at oat 
> ae * 


iw 


y fad f; a 











A neers catia ux 


Bg 
§ 


Pe! 


! 
f one of the largest and most important farmers’ organi 
ms in America: 
AMERICAN Farm Boureau FEDERATION, 
Washington, D. C., June 2, 1925 
E. MIL 
iran Fair 7 riff League. 
Rector St., New York, N. 3 
» Mr. MILES: Permit me to congraiulate you u the good work 
doing in tariff studi The At in farmer knows he ca 
void a thorough study of the tariff the »p m of th 
is that about 90 per cent of our fa | luct e sold on 
t or world-wide basis while their manufactured supplies are 


on the basis, in the main, of high protective duties, many of 


as tariff 
no longer a question with the farmer what his political tariff 
is or has not been in the past. The tariff is an e« 


high as to be effective embargoes, although laid 


I onomic prot 
tally concerning our everyday welfare and of maintaining a rela 
standard of living for agriculture along with other grou; 


main, we believe in tariffs when fairly laid. Therefore, it 


1s 
ry for the farmer to require that import duties be as low as 


stent and that excessive duties that unduly r 





ise prices 
farmers’ purchases and unduly increase the profits of 
cturers shall be reduced 


a few 


these and other reasons that I might mention, the tariff studies 
Fair Tariff League deserve, and I believe will receive, the proper | 
deration at the hands of American farmers regardless of their 
al belief, and simply because they afford a basis for independent | 
ut, coming as they do from a nonpartisan, independent group 
entative alike of farmers, labor, business men, women, and 
mists, 
Very truly yours, 
AMERICAN FARM BUREAU FEDERATION, 
GRAY SILver, Washington Representative. 


Back in old Judea many centuries ago Jeremiah stood on 
slope of a hill, in the shade of an ancient olive tree, and 
irangued a crowd gathered from about the countryside, and 
his talk he chided them with being among those who, having 
eyes, yet saw not; and even unto this day that very human 
racteristic clings to the race. We are blind to our own | 
terests; we do not see the simple basic facts which so deeply 
fect our pocketbooks, our every-day welfare, and even the 
tcome of our very lives. 
I desire to lay before the lawmakers of this body and | 
fore the people who sent you here some of the facts lying at 
he very foundation of this crying question—the high cost of 
ing. Interwoven with this question is the problem of the 
mer who has to pay, under our existing “ protective ” system, 
uncy prices for all that he buys, but has to sell his surplus 
vhat amounts to a free-trade market. 
before I proceed I desire to lay the ghost of the free trader. 
far as this discussion goes, so far as Democratic platforms 
il policies go, there is no such thing as free trade. 1 do not 
elieve there is a free trader in Congress; it is a number of 
irs Since I have laid eyes on one. Even Thomas Jefferson 
s not a free trader. There is, to be sure, an organization 
free traders with headquarters somewhere in America. The 
entire membership is about 300. Almost all of the Democrats 
in Ameyica believe in a tariff to produce revenue to help run 
e expenses of the Government. It would be impossible to 
any sort of import duty on merchandise without that duty | 
fording some measure of “ protection” to the American man- | 
acturer. If the duty is too low, large amounts of the for- 
n-made article will enter the country and the American man- 
ifacturer would naturally be forced to sell his wares at a 
wer price in order to compete with the imported goods. If 
the duty is too high, then it becomes prohibitive; no foreign 
oods enter, and the’ American manufacturer is “sitting 
pretty "—to such an extent that a combination among the 
\merican manufacturers of a given article is liable to make | 
consumer sweat. Under this latter condition, no revenue 
enters the Treasury to help the people pay governmental ex- 
enses, 


~ 


At the present time the country is groaning under the bur- 
dens indirectly laid upon the backs of the people by the Ford- 
ney tarif€ law, the highest taxation law ever hung about the 
necks of a people who like to think of themselves as free but 
who are in reality being exploited day and night by the con- | 
scienceless crowd of captains of industry who put up the big 
campaign funds for a political party and get their returns in | 
the shape of a tariff rate on the sort of articles they manu- | 
facture sufficiently high as to choke off competition. It is my | 
purpose to-day to set forth the facts as tersely and plainly as 
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| the handmaid of agriculture, devoted to the maintenance 


possible, so that all may clearly s ‘ ving reasol r 
the present high cost of living I st ~f n t I 
I desire to w why everyone wl ‘ irmer « 
get a good price and wl t in i not cht 
there lies the greatest danger th iS ¢ \ the try 
in war or in peace. If agriculture is t Ly 
in th ee itryv, 1t is InNecessa I Ire | \ 1 W pie 
ture of the dread things which will keep p log 
at the heels of such melancholy condition One would per 
haps uk that self-interest would choke off t 1 nN 
now profit ng off of the luckless consumer; but 
compunction, moderation, or ordinary caution ¢: erve \ 
the feast Millions are being piled upon m he 


cofiers of the Steel Trust, the Woolen Trust, the Lumber Trust 


und thousands of manufacturing concerns are burstin 
vains, While hundreds of thousands of farmers are goil Lhe 
wall through the bankruptcy courts, abandoning their rms 
or holding on “by their eyebrows,” so to Speak And in the 
towns and cities men and women ure wearing out their lead 
pencils trving to figure how to make buckle and strap meet. 
Children are being taken from school in order that they may 
add something to the family income to meet the unusual 
burden. a 

The country is rejoicing, after a long and hard fight, at a 


| reduction of our income taxes to the tune of $400,000,000, but 


there is no agitation for a reduction of $5,000,000,000 which 
could be made in the cash expenditures of the people by a 
reasonable reduction of our tariff taxes. Even after such re 
duction we would still be paying heavy tribute and be living 
under one of the heaviest tariff burdens of any people in the 


| world, 
It seems to be the irony of fate that those northern farmers 
who have for many years, as a part of their political religion, 
voted the Republican ticket should now be among the keenest 


sufferers from the effects of the legislation which their party 
has always espoused, and which it has saddled on the people 
repeatedly. It seems strange, at first glance, that an economic 
question should be made a political issue, but it has greatly 
profited the campaign chest of the Republican Party to legislate 
for the benetit of the wealthy manufacturer, for if he can make 
ten millions more in a year, he can readily afford to give the 
party a million every four years. The farmers of Iowa, the 
most magnificent agricultural domain in the world, recently, in 
their unrest, chose a neur-socialist to represent them in the 
Senate; perhaps they would have done better to send there a 
well-schooled professor of economics. Their trouble is really an 
economic one, administered to their coming destruction by a 
political organization which trades off tariff favors for cam- 
paign support. The people of lowa are paying about $96,000,000 
per year tribute to the tariff Moloch, while the benefits they 
receive from the tariff laws go exclusively to some pearl-button 
factories along the Mississippi and Des Moines Rivers and to 
some small underwear and overall factories How long can 


| the people of Iowa stand the gaff without finding out what is 


hurting them? What is true of lowa is true in greater or less 
degree of all the States of the South, Middle West, Nortliwest, 
and far West. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to quote freely from the published mat- 
ter issued by the Fair Tariff League. I am sure that all of the 
following material will be of great interest and benefit to the 
public mind—reawakening on this vital subject Incidentally 
I desire to testify my appreciation of the cooperation of Mr. 
Gray Silver, Mr. H. E. Miles, of the Fair Tariff League, and 
Mr. Wallace Bassford, who was for years secretary to Speaker 


Clark and now one of the employees of the House, who has 
put in much valuable work on this compilation 
WHAT THE TARIFF DOES TO 1OWA, MINNESOTA, NEBRASKA, KANSAS, COLO 
RADO, WASHINGTON OREGON, IDAHO, UTAH AND Tt 
These States are representative of the great central and 


western agricultural regions of America, In 
or another of them can be read the story of e 
western State. 

They are typically agricultural. With them manufacturing is 


story of one 
central and 





and 
extension of their present general facilities, to the improve 
ment of their agriculture, and the marketing of their food 
products 

‘Vith their sister States of like sort they are the heart of the 
Nation. Except as they prosper there can be no permanent 


| national prosperity. 


They have suffered extremely since the war because of the 
disparity between the selling prices of their farm products, 
which have been substantially that of pre-war days, and the 
high prices of the manufactured products they buy, which are 


* 2 
" 
7 
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50 per cent above pre-war. The farmer’s dollar Is a “ 78-cent F eae is consumers lose on agricultural schedule .. $5, 239, 0n9 
dollar,’ ro-day | dollar buys of the mmo lities only ow ee Seneca : --~--- 621, Ow 
772 rt | : ’ s : , 
t cents before - JL oss to farmers on agricultural schedule, net aw .4, GIS 
the agricultural 4d s that about 1,250,000 The State as a whole loses on agricultural schedule, net 12, 168, O09 
il ers ve lef the farm for the es in the last two ‘0 or | Farmet lose on their agricultural schedule $8.50 to $1 of gain 
and immumerable farme and their banks have | The State loses on agricultural schedule $20 ‘to $1 of gain. 
: ae 
| ie bar upt , 4 Manufacturers’ echedule 
! T hey hen te iis 4 i Se I Ice Y 2 | . ‘ , 
rm MmiVve ¢ r © ! pies ‘2 (On the basis of one-half duties added to prices in certain indu 
BOT of \ ! ] nm, be 14 ur farmers nlnce - 
" : a 216 ] ' low ‘ t 
! exp ‘ ? ind A a tay al with | QOast to Cost to 
out WH l ‘ ror hn co i | f i ifarming a | uni 
. . State ;ur 
It tin ee tO V t extent tarif ivoritism is pure eratt | | A i a > | 
mn eT } tat all ch to hon I t tion of American | + — _ ! a 
’ ' +? . «} » by ; » aly t all of S ti > , 
aha . hich prmeip almost all of us believe laavy steel protucts_........_- $4,924,000 | $4,967,000 | $9,891,000 $375, 000. 009 
( ' deci that thx Ame 1 Constitution will t steel product avr 7, 386,000 | 10, 644,000 | 18, 030, 000 760, O 
seizure ¢ consume unds, and their con- reneral Store merchandise......| 23,653,000 | 24,044,000 | 47,697,000 | 2,4 
} ubth eS ito the J et other even the | I ii a le 35, 963, 000 89, 655, OUD 75. 618. 000 ; Ce 
Ti ‘ ey 4 \ is contemnp 1 i ‘ er Vik N \ 
| n | ‘ ech ow not resect } } fig fq ers’ Leas to farmers (manufacteres atncadie) ee © 
cl Wa ecepte Loss to St manufacturers’ schedule oa a i | } 
" aor ee ™ "V4 . aly 1] rislatior . 
‘ : , <s ton | harms lose, on all schedules, met 840,581 OOO, or SOT o $1 q 
} ‘ to presperity in] : 
Anis 1 ) ur | , . — . 
i oo | Phe § e loses, on all schedules, net $87,786,000, or $140 to $1 of 
ne ! 1 ( t! i str = ind j in 
cost 
y eae , ; lah, | With a population of 2.404.021, including 984.800 farmer 
lo . : 7 
, s4 | tate’s only substantial eain—$599,000—groes to 30,455 wooleroy 
) { ow t } s ? l nie - : - ° ae 
! ip | o l resident in 78, and 1 farmer in 32, and to 747 growers of 
‘ 1 tate- | seed who get an average of $2.45 each in teri? benetit 
) ’ ] ! t 
; IS THE TARIFF ADDED TO PRICES? 
’ i ‘ ’ is ! } 
f inle | Alexander Hamilton, the “father of protection,” decla 
! Bu be on, | nkly that tariff duties “amount to a virtual bounty 
OW) they al ke to | domestic fabries.” Said Henry Clay, in 1835, the great prot: 
Cha ! I native, one of them | tionist of his time: “ The duty upon an article forms a por 
omoblle. a new a or his wife. or forget | of its price.” Said John Sherman, in 1869, another great prot: 
ee ‘ os : 
| ‘ ! S first oul night tionist: “As a general rule the duties upon imports operate as 
} tax upon the consumer.” 
Phe present pury "this study is not to aseertain “ where Said Chairman McCumber, in pleading for the Ferdney 
rmer ¢ 7 hut where he eomes out’ on the | on wheat: 
tariff, and + mg other things, to show wl gets the above | sy : > 
; | We want higher prices. When our crop of hard northern 
ty ad ss (en (nM) " } Wt r <“SivV Suppose to he ‘ . . “4 
a ; 1; ae emeras. \] t wheat is short we add all the duty to our prices. When the crop 
mewha eventy adistriput omo1 r turmers. so to , r 
. : : abundant we add half the duty. 
the §$1,500,000,000 that farmers lose on the tariff above | 
the requirements of honest protection, and who get this $1,500,- | Said the United States Tariff Commission : 
OOUO00 from our farmers nad mothe SS? O0O0.000 000 from : ; , F 
; akc sti - a | Whenever any artiele that is manufactured here is continuously i 
t ! i ‘ } a * . . 
: aa : J : : t of ported in amy considerable quantity, the tendency .of the tariff is to 
vy aet tur: ‘ ’ that 90 ner cent o . ae ; : ’ F 
: , : : make the price of the domestic product, as well as the imported art! 
aul eTical I roducts are produ upon an export or | oe : 
, a a my i | equal to the fereign price plus the duty. 
l ( ‘ ‘able e tiny ! v sugar heets and | he question, Do manufactarers and others adé ve tariff to 
l ! 1 1 T! tion, D nufactarers and others add the tarifi 


us ne, flaxseed, hard spring wheat in Minnesota, the | their prices? is answered by the question, Can they? If they 
1) tas and Montana, and occasionally milk and butter. On | can, they do. Tf they can not, they do not. Many can and d 
other products the American farmers’ price is usually less than | Manufacturers are like other men, A few years ago farmers 
if he produced in free-trade England, because he exports his | got $2.50 per bushel for their wheat because they ceuld, Tha 
i 


urplus t the European prices less the cost of 4,000 miles | they thought they ought to does not change the fact. Now, they 
of transport n, and his net export price is his domestic | get 85 cents at the farm, because they can net get more, 4 
pris tie can not 1! part of his crop for export at one price | theugh this is below the cost ef production. 
wgnd another part for home consumption at another price. Manufacturers in many lines ebject seriously to the taril, 
Kailroads necessarily lay a heavy hand upon the products of | knowing it to be grossly overprotective and im the long run 
these States, because of the long haul both on their exports against every one’s best interest. It is the few who, hy price 
and on their purchases The unreasonable, if not dishonest, | control or otherwise, have millions to make by excessive duties 
tariff on steel and other railway equipment, and the high wages who ‘fight for and get excessive rates, whether in manufactur 
for operation that must be paid because of our high cost of | ing, weol, sugar, or what not, 


living, unnecessarily incre: the railways’ costs of operation The entire tariff on wool and sugar is added to prices, as 


$500,000,000. This is a burden upon these States which they | shown elsewhere, although only one-half of the sugar tarifl ; 
ha l not be require to endure P | reaches American sugar growers. Also, in Western States, By 
the following caleulations are based npon Gevernment sta- | Where most of our wool is grown, the duty goes not to farmer * 
1 s and ayy “id by ynpetent and endable authorities; | but to grazers of wild lands, who often, however, raise fodde + 
WHat THE TaRive 1 ‘ | fer periods of storm in the North or’ drought in the South ; 
Census 1920 Also the weol duty is not fully effective on particular qualities 
| tion E heats 2 404.921 | fer brief periods when the market is temporarily overstocked 
- v84, 800 | on that quality. 
' — neces 30,495 | American producers of heavy steel products add the enti 
igricultural schedule tariff to their prices, and often freight also from Europe 0! 





competing imports. io estimate, as in the tables herewith Ps 
that only one-half the duty is added is to leave a large margi ; 


f to 
United of full tariff charges to effset instances elsewhere where less 


“er than one-half the duty is added. 

We Tariff charges in chemicals, in jead, acetylene and welding ‘ 

\ \ 708 mn $3, 202, $0 $6, 611. 000 ne, 009 | gases, and other industries not included in these studies will 5 
I i "205, 580 1 ¥) ‘yo: 980 | 20000009 | Offset pessibbe overestimates in any articles here enumerated. 
. Sh, GUY 12, OOO 240, 300 20,000,000 | in light sieel products it is estimated that enly ene-hall + 
_ ’ —_—e ss -_ 58, 000/000 | the tariff is added to prices. In some. like locomotives, au! 
Dotal ‘ ~0 280, OO i , 000 | 12,780,000 | Gao. g00, 000 | UObDiles, and foundry preducts, pene of the tariff given to U 
_ ___' particular industry is added. Domestic competition preven 
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1 hears. like aluminum, files, and certain hardware, from tv ts ‘ted croy The fact tl 
to all of the tariff is added ie there is even in ee 
all cases the cost to the manufacturers of highly finished | sugar-bee regions, fo. st v 
products, like hardware and farm implements, of the bar | And 1 wool tariff has m: i Wi 
iron they 1 » is increased about 40 per cent by t ral about e same ! eC! - i 
i that increase is passed on with additions for the cost consumption has increased man ‘ 
r mal ’ This largel ner s the | e The tariff benefits alm: I f } 
eel product to the consumer, adding, for instance, some | measure, except wool, sugar, hard gs] 
00 to the ce of farm implements at retail, although | for a few yea to come. lemons | 
plement are i mselves on the free list When, in | prop rtk about one-third, « e Ta l 
o this steel charge, industries like cutlery, files, saws, | e1 ‘ ‘ ‘ 
cal 1 nel idd all or a e cle i e | of the | to the pi That total me r . (4 { 
en the indust itself, and these additions are doubled | annually It is necessary, thereft { 
t nal ta cost is great | learn to what exter burde of i ‘ t ) 
ran il ‘ e st tariff corre o that in| necessary or justifiable 
elsc re ‘ f the wool du iecessurily I s | I ed that fu Ss ti) Of 0) iid } ty Y 
to retail p st of wool cloth ; t ! te I i ( rte 
tions governing the item of general merchandise in th tected 
eSDO! to t se in light steel products. | WHBPAT 
estimated addition of one-half of the duty to prices It is everywhere agreed that the price « } s 
less than the tariff rates given in the so le fixed in Liverpool. the central marke norts | 
of 1913 on manufactured products. If a y inaustr) countries meet An ex eptio } ever y rs ‘ it 
t it adds this one half, let it explain why it demanded | the premium grades of hard spring w i Son mo é 
half, and v hy S® muny manutlacturers tought tor the clusively in the Dakota Nliinnesota. and M 
ften by misdirection and chicanery Let ther ‘This extraquality hard spring wheat is needed r adm re 
e President to reduce their present rate one-half, | with the softer wheat, hich we grow in abundance W 
uthorized te do upon submission of fact Su peti these Northwestern States have bumper crops they get no as ‘ 
uld have more effect than loose and general denials | Vantage from the tariff. When they are short, enou n 
tail prices usually are double factory costs, owing to | be brought in from Canada to make up the deficit, in wl 
hands through which the merchandise passes to the | ease these Northwestern States add from half to all o 
and the many additions of eosts and profits, the tariff | tariff—vuntil recently 30 cents per bushel—to their prices. e! 
manufacturers is doubled in consumer's prices. ater McCumber, of North Dakota, chairman of the Senate 
pamphlets the Fair Tariff League analyzes general | Finance Committee, made this clear in his plea for the 
a se as sold in our stores to the amount of $30,000, on whe . Claimin that on the aver of the vears ORE 
d $5,000,000,000 of steel and iron products, indicating | Northwestern States added about one-half of th rriff to the 
industries add all or the greater part of their duties | prices 
prices. Some have recently been indicted and some | In its report to the President in Mare! 1924. the United 
jail for price fixing—for adding all they could to their | States Tariff Commission says: 
Some, like steel, aluminum, and plate glass, determine |  g, in atthe af webentiend’ “iidbtend ‘tna tan ‘Creat’ 
lomestic prices by adding to foreign prices the tariff and | gory heen added to prt 
eight to America on foreign products, and sometimes | , , 
eood measure. In August, 1923, the price of hard winter wheat in Minn 
GOVERNMENT REVENUB VERSUS PROFITEERING apol S was $1.15 per bushel, against 95 cents in Winnip« 
analysis of approximately SBV.000,000 COO of retail mer- ae ir case of 2 ore effective protection at that ane * wer 
dise shows that only 2.7 per cent, or $2.70 out of each | Mraus Ol the duty, continuing tl rough the year 1925. ' 
sold, is imported. The Government, therefore, collected | rhe recently established duty of <2 cents = waneng 





millers’ demand for this quality and caus 





- a : } 
‘ ‘ss on only $2.70 of imports, while demestic manufacturers, | 
5 ir as their duties are effective, collect for their own uses on | ,, 


“yr « : a therefore not more than 25 cents Is likel to be added to 1 tl 
ther $97.30 out of each $100. } 7 =e EOE : : 


of the best of the virtually nonprotected wint wheat ind 


‘ . 249 20 . western prices by is 42-cent duty. No increase in price hat 
Goverument collected in 1921, $153,360,000 on imports, rn |} yy th 4 eee Ms : 

£6 . occurred to this date—May, 1924. 
Congress made the present tariff with such utter care 


; ; : Furthermore, much of this hard northern wheat is in grade 
‘sas permits domestic manufacturers to add to their prices |, 5° - a Le , Af henefit than ‘No. 1 
. _ «2 . . ~ a « tO0 And Zets tess tar! enen t in 0 
e the prices of foreign competitors $5,139,000,000 if only . + 4 NY 
: —— In the four years July 1017-1921 the Northwest crop ave 
aged 47 per cent No. 1 and 53 per cent Nos, 2 to 5. The 1923 


crop Was exct ptionallv bad 


manufacturers by price agreements, combinations, and 
can make the public pay these higher prices Under 
new tariff more revenue is collected, but at far greater cost 


neral prices. As a liberal estimate we figure that _ re ota will gain 
course, this congressional tariff provision of $5,139,000,000 eee Se ere eneaie ~ oF On 080 —~ " 

is preposterous in amount. Many manufacturers making farm | oO oe an. cou.000 bushels. and less ff her tendency of mun’ 

jiements, clothing, automobiles, and other keenly competll- | a Crop Of av, u , and | I I : T ly 


years to lessen her wheat preduction continues 
Her acreage in this hard northern wheat in 1921 was 2,324,000 


acres, vielding 21,639,000 bushels, or about 9 bushels per ucre 


t products can make little or no use of it, because competi- 
t ill not let them. Many great aggregations do, however, 
all or a great part of their tariffs to their prices. 


922 thi acre e was 1.600. acres ielding 21.480.000 
And each dollar added to factory prices becomes $2, on the a 192 ; it Ww a 1 117880 A en. oe ~- 20.060 
average, by the time it reaches the consumer through the ; Soe ape ; : ‘ 
; ; : bushels, or about 12 bushels per acre 
successive hands of jobbers and other distributers | no. sowg tha Waastl iemsieaion 
AGRICULTURE ‘ : a ‘ 
American farmers are so hurt by the present tariff, and so The difference between the Car odian and the American oy cn pre 
{ } { . = : |} due is comparatively narrow he American low-cost producers 
few of them get any worth-while advantage from it, that some | 
think that a close analysis of their tariff rates is unkind | — stall autem 
{ nceonsiderate. It is best. however, to determine as closely | The average yield in these Northwestern States for the four 
‘ vy be what each tariff rate means both on farm and other years 1920-1923 was only 11.2 bushels per acre. Growers who 
i roducts | were far below this average will find ev« the present duty 
1 Co the farmer the controlling tariff fact is that nine-tenths inadequat« io 
2 ‘ American agricultural products are sold on an export or | In passing it may be noted that Minnesota herself co es 
; ee-trade basis. This is the careful estimate of the Bureau of | one-half of her crop, inciuding in that consumption her use of 
4 arm Economics and other authorities | seed wheat. 
é Farmers can not ‘sell part of a crop for export at one price | As the annual production of this premium hard northerr 
4 and the remainder for home use at another price | wheat in Montana, the Dakotas, aud Minnesota is about 140 
; With nine-tenths ef American crops depending for their | 000,000 bushels, the tariff gain to these four States is about 
; prices upon competition with the people of all countries, in- | $35,000,000, which costs about 20 per cent more to consumer 
ks chiding peasants, coolies, and peons, the tariff even on the} at retail, or $42,000,000, being about 40 cents eet. a 
other tenth means little to anyone except in rare instances i which farmers pay 30 per cent, or $12,600,600 Chis, provided 
a If the few really protective agricultural rates meant much | fhe $42,000,000 is not further in ed by the makers and 


to farm profits generally, more farmers would grow the pro- | distributers of bread. 
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te: 
CORN 


United States produces about 8.000,000,000 bushels of 
innually, or three times more than all the rest of the 
world An average of 40,000,000 bushels was exported annu- 
ally from 1911 to 1920 corn and corn meal In 1921 our 
corn exports amounted to about 180,000,000 bushels. In addi- 
tion to this, about 200,000,000 bushels of corn were exported 
a total of about BS80,000,000 bushels, 


corn 


as 


as pork and lard, 
Imports of corn in this period averaged about 5,300,000 
bushels per year, or 1 bushel imported to 50 bushels exported 


and 600 bushels produced 


In 1918 imports were 1,992,161 bushels, in 1919 they rose to 
11,212,000 bushels, and in 1910 to 7,784,482 bushels. At times 
during this period our excessive war prices obtained. These 


high prices and the facet that the greater part of the 1919 crop 
was so soft and moist as to be unmerchantable induced these 
large! imports 

In nine months of 1921 imports fell to 151,113 bushels. In 
the 10 months ending with March, 1924, imports were 145,031 
against our crop of some 3,000,000,000 bushels. 

Argentine corn is “flint corn” of the hard variety we 


feed to pigeons. It is extra dry and has less starch content 
than our corn For these are told by those 
who imported 75 per cent of all corn imports in recent years, 


reasons, 2s we 


they do not want Argentine corn, although to-day it is con- 
siderably below our domestie price. When they do import it 
they export the products they make from it and get a rebate 


of the duty on this Argentine corn when they export the manu- 
factured products, 

The price of corn in the Argentine, where only we could 
feel competition, is usually well above the price in New York, 
duty paid. 
thus giving her in her price the benefit of the cost of ocean 
carriage to us on our exports, or 13 cents a bushel 

Kighty per cent of our corn crop is fed on the farms, and the 
farmer gets his return from this corn in the price of his meat 
products. On only 1 bushel out of each 5 produced the 
cash price of the corn of immediate consequence. 

Our tariff on corn has a sentimental value which may rarely 


is 


affect domestie prices by from 1 to 5 cents. It is too uncer- 
tain, however, to be ealeulated 

The company which has imported three-fourths of all the 
corn imported in 10 years says that Argentine corn “is flint 


corn, lacking in starch and relatively undesirable.” 
rhe following calculations are based upon Government sta- 
tistics and approved by competent and dependable authorities: 


Wat Tus Tatirr Dors TO MINNESOTA 


[Census 1920] 
Population si itiag eh eta eisai bein te cet cisaaing ee pain eae ik a 2; O87 125 
nn ak Te ee - ss deslen sks aiccncachay Caidadies bititaetoe a S07, 181 
Sugar growers ..........-.. wi Ua calli tis tn eesti tesla bana $26 
Agricultural schedule 

| Tariff gain Cost to Costto non-| Cost to Cost to 

Crops toafew | farmersas | farming | State United 

farmers | consumers | population; ~" States 

a ” cena —|— 

Wool pees | $286,000 | $2, 467,500 | $4,008,000 | $6, 565, 500 |$300, 00, 000 
Sugar beets... - 5, 000 1,795,000 | 2,980,000 | 4,775,000 | 216, 000, 000 
Whoat...:..........44 &£ OG | 360, 000 595, 000 955, 000 | 42, 500, 00u 
Pisseed ....nsecusten 1, 022, 000 | 269, 000 447,000 | 716,000 | 30, 000, 000 
Lemons |- ; -| 89, 000 | 149, 000 238,900 | 19, 000, 000 
Tobaeco ....- i 152, 500 253, 000 405,500 | 53,000, 000 





Argentine exports must meet our exports in Europe, 
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With 
State's only substantial 


a population of 2,387,125, including 897,181 farmers, 

gain, $1,313,000, goes to 24,238 woolcrow 
in and 1 farmer in 37, and 26 sugar grow: 
also to 20,458 growers of flaxseed, who get an average of $50 each 
tariff! benetits, being 1 farmer in 437 and 1 resident in 115, 


wheat growers in large numbers an amount of gain. 


or 1 resident 98 to 


ind 


WwooLu 

With all their protection for 50 years the number of sheep 
the United States steadily declines, as compared with the pop 
lation. We now import two-thirds of our requirements of wo 
This because sheep are raised in quantities only on waste lar 
good for little Advancing civilization in all count: 
always drives sheep further and farther back upon less and ! 
valuable lands 

It is agreed everywhere that every cent of the tariff on w 
is added to its price and goes to the grower. This because 
import more than half our requirements, and the import pr 
duty paid, becomes the domestic price 

It is agreed the bureau of the Amertes 
Farm Bureau Federation, an organization of 1,000,000 or m 
farmers, the United States Tariff Commission, and other « 
thorities that the present tariff on wool of 81 cents per scour 
pound is equivalent to about 12.7 cents per grease pound, sani 


‘Ise 


nise hy research 


neis American woolgrowers about $37,500,000. From this woo 
tarif? 50,455 woolgrowers in Iowa get $599,000, or $20 en 
While Towa farmers as a whole lose four times more as y 


users than a few of their number gain, Minnesota’s few woo 


| growers gain $12 each, or less than their loss in clothing tli 


| the State as a whole loses $1,432, 


Votal......----| 6,313,000 | 5,133,000 8, 522,000 | 13, 655,000 | 651, 500, 000 
A few farmers gain eee ~ ae mimeo sc ineniedan alana ey See 
Farmers as consumers lose on agricultural schedule_.____ 9, 133, 000 | 
Gain to farmers on agricultural schedules, net__.. 1, 180, 000 
The State as a whole loses on agricultural schedule, net_. 7, 342, 000 


Farmers gain on their agricultural schedule $1.20 to $1 of loss. 
Ihe State loses on agricultural schedule $2 to $1 of gain. 


hedule 
[On the basis of one-half of duties added to prices in certain industries] 


Manufacturers’ 


| Cost to 











( ost to 
\. a Cost to Cost to 

farmers as | nonfarming iain Tri . 
consumers | population State United States 
Heavy steel products. ........- 000 $5, 215,000 | $9, 701, 000 $375, 000, 000 
Light steel products ra 9,000 11,174,000 | 17, 903, 000 750, 000, 000 
General store merchandise... .. 32,000 © 35,759,900 57,291,090 | 2, 475, 000, 000 
ee te Bre leo 32, 747, 000 | 52, 148, 000 | 84,895, 000 | 3, 600, 000, 000 


Loss to farmers, manufacturers’ schedule___._-___-_---_ 


$32, 747, 000 
Loss to State, manufacturers’ schedule - 


eee 84, 895, 000 
Farmers lose, on all schedules, net $31,567,000, or $15 to $1 of gain. 
rhe State loses, on all schedules, net 250,000, or $14 to $1 of 


$22, 


gain 


—— 


own tuamilies, while Minnesota farmers as a whole, as wou 
users, lose $2,181,500 net from the wool duty, In Nebraska 


4,244 woolgrowers gain $148,200, or $35 each, while her 584.172 
farmers as a Whole lose $1,458,300 net. In Kansas 7,795 wo 
growers gain $175,026 from the wool tariff, or $22 each, whi! 
her 165,286 farmers lose net as consumers of wool $715,668, and 
176 
In Colorado and Utah the situation 
growing is there a great industry 
Colorado sheep raisers on her wild lands gain $397,000 from 


lifferent, becuuse Woo 


is 


the wool duty, most of this gain going to a few big floc! 
masters; also her farmers in the Greeley district and the 


Arkansas Valley fatten great numbers of lambs from the moun 
tain ranges of New Mexico, Colorado, Wyoming, and Idaho 
with a gain of another $307,000 from the duty on the wool » 
these lambs. This gives (‘olorado a total tariff benefit of abou 
$614,000, with an offsetting loss to her people as consumers «| 
wool of about $1,852,000, 

Utah growers of sheep on wild and desert lands gain $1,027,000 
from the wool duty, while her farmers here and there fatten « 
few old ewes and lambs for market upon which they gain at 


4 
2 





most $257,000 from the wool duty ¢ 
This leaves Utah about even on the wool tariff. a few of he! 3 
people gaining from it all told $1,284,000, against which lie: cs 
people as a whole lose $1,235,500. A few big woolgrowers gain E33 
the publie pays. is 
THE OST OF THE WOOL TARIFF ae 
The wool tariff costs American constimers $300,000,000 es 
their wool clothing and other purchases of woolens. Fé 
It is reasonable to allow for the cost of doing business and 2 
profits a mark-up to the wool buyer of 10 per cent, the spinn F 
15 per cent, the cloth manufacturer 174 per cent, the clothing Se} 
manufacturer 224 per cent, and the retailer 334 per ecent—a i 
these percentages based on selling prices. rs, 
The successive addition of these percentages multiplies 1! es 
original duty of 31 cents a seonred pound by 3.06 times an! ‘ 
makes it eost consumers about 95 cents in their clothing snl 
other purchases 
CATCHING THE FARMER 
Onr annual consumption of wool as given in the Census 
1919 is shown in the following table, together with the rates 
of duty on virgin wool! and on cheaper wool products and 
total first cost of the duty 
The coat of the wool luty . 





| Annual con-|Duty per Amon 


artis | Sumption! | pouad f du 
‘inicio eaten etna joo ae aoe 
| Pounds Cents 

Wool, mohair, and animal hair...............-- } 292, 117, 556 | $1 | $y), 55s 

I anancncieeen o etlia nie tls eel ciated ig liah laden 46, 453, 109 | + 2, 78: 

ee hee a ee | 33, 163, 696 7 2, 32 
Wool in the form of Imported goods. ...........| 18, 302, 205 | st 3, 673, 1 

ee ee | 339, 036, 566 101, 338 
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nultiplied | 06, which is the number of times 
pyral s as shewn abeve, gives the total cost of 
I (4 6356.20 
each dollar of tarluf benefit given 
i s both ways to chang 
( Dt Ol final es 
‘ 4 ; \ li i i cl ai i 
f cents per seoured pound begins 
ad valorem equivalent on very high-priced 
1 ced cl y As the lower-priced 
é l lut pric s until it soon passe 
j ] lik POW ie Col Imers anu vecotves ab 
uv teu 200 per ¢ on th ulk of the wool suited 
g people « noderate means. Then the adulter- 
aw material becomes a necessity, cotton, inferior | 
wool wuste, shoddy, and other substitutes take the 
\ ‘ tha tne auby of 3 cents a seoured py und 
i co I the deterioration of cloth in weol 
mes the ru uud the people, for whose welfare 
should be framed, pay a higher price for inferior 
nd sufi a frem the discomfort of inferior | 
but also f csposure to a climate in which the 
of wool isan ( ife” (Carded Woolen Manu- | 
SSO¢ ni) A popular khaki wool shirt, for in- 
per cent wool shedd: and 15 per cent cotton, with 
wool in it, Yet it retabus 1D New York, Denver, and 
r $4.00, 
* the imports of wool from September 15 to De- 
1025, show that the duty varied from 164 cents a 
7. The average duty was 62.4 per cent, ranging 
per cent to 188 per cent. The highest rate was on the 
wool, used by the poor, and the lowest rate on the 
rool, used by the rich. 
present wool tariff averaging 6S per cent is very 


to those who raise wool in large quantities is clear. 


ifitable is it to any State as a whole? Less than 1 per 

our farmers raise sheep in commercial quantities, while 

e wears wool and pays the duty. 

question is not asked in the spirit of free trade. 
are committed to pretection. The only question i 


ir protection as against exploitation, 
wool tar might well be reduced by one-half, 
manufacturing schedules should be reduced, 
State afford to get an unreasonable wool duty and in 
sive excessive duties to manufacturers? Or should the 
ier everywhere and the substantial equities prevail? 
of the Mississippi, Ohio excepted, woolgrowing is inci- 
farming. There flocks are small and are called 
enger flocks” because they improve pasturage by crop- 
the weed’ so closely that they do not seed. They clean out 
rners and consume the wastage frem crops. They pro- 
sh meat for the family. They are for meat as 
‘+h as for wool, 
hie alone of the Eastern States raises wool as an important 


iff Cer 


sO 


grown 


try. She specializes in merino sheep, whose wool brings 
mum prices To Ohio the duty means much. fm other 
‘ wn States farmers on the whole lose on the wool tariff 


li more than they gain. 
large percentage of the sheep on farms in the Corn Belt 
mbs from the western ranges fattened and forwarded to 
merket after four or five months’ feeding. 
the Mountain States, where woeolgrowmeg is an important 
most of the sheep are not on farms but on wild lands, 
little or no eost for pasturage. The owners live in towns 
intrust the flecks to herders, about two to a flock ef 1,000 
2,000 adult sheep, with an additional 80 per cent of lambs, 
are not counted in the charge for pasturage, which, on 
5 eral reserve lands, is 24 cents per adult sheep per month, 
i or from 8 te 10 cents per summer. Winter pasturage is on 
‘ desert lands, rich in wild grasses in spring, and with cured 

that rise through the occasional winter snows and 
sufficient feed, except in times of heavy storms. 
ometimes in open winters no prepared food is needed on 
ranges. A Washington sheep grazer estimates his winter 


i cost t 


4 


es 
de 


ene 


3 at 90 cents per sheep. A Coloradoan says his cul- 
; ted feed during a storm eosts $380 to $70 a day for 5,000 
4 sheep. Aft $50 a day this is 1 cent per sheep per day. 
In the Mountain States the few sheep on farms are mostly 
fummers,”” toothless old ewes, unable longer to graze in tough 
; wild lands, being fattened for market. Lambs usually go “ fat 
-d s butter” directly from the ranges to the packing heuses. In 


( Olorado, 
of lambs 


however, 
from t 


as before stated, there 
farms fa 


are great numbers 


e ranges on ttening for market. In 


q | 


It is widely held | 


_ 








. 
D LON2?] 
these cases the farmers’ tariff cain is or } I 
the fle during the four to six mor 
In Wyoming and Utah 90 per cent « 
i grazers; in } 
over Yo r cent; in VW shington, O : 
"ent, M iv ot These fleeks are s j 
f ! l r ich 
» are ‘ of t 
n . Conseqi ly most of t d 
Lively Trew | ple. 
I : ‘ l ition ‘ ’ A st ‘ 
typical agricul il counties 1 Mon Lk ‘ 
Clark County, in which Helena, the State 
and Pondera, the second county north of Le Cla 

The population of these two < \ ! rhe ( 
ained, in 1921, 74,802 sheep, owned by 11 ‘ 
corporacions., 

Ul these 115 owners S ¢ “] +* 4 + ( 1 of 
all the sheep. That is. twe-thirds of the 1 ay . ; 
per cent, or 8 of the een ow . 

Ineluding \ these & the 10 next largest owner 18 
had a total of 66,099 sheep. That is, nine { the ecp 

re owned by 18 persons, er 16 per cent of t p 
who t retore got nine-tenths of the w« Ly i { 

it the duty, and 24,4 resident n these « ‘ 

\l e other end of the line we find 3 

r cent of the 115, getting a total of SS®& from t ‘ 

i) each, on the basis of the m nt 1 r 

And 77 small sheep owners, with a L « IS ‘ 
$1,425 from the turiff, or $18.50 each, Lich about « ts the 
l¢ $s on heir woolen purchase :. 

Is there any doubt who gets the wool dutis ( 
western flockmasters press for them 1 Congress wpyport 
usually by Ohio. 

American farmers, as such, gain about 0.000.000 ‘ 
wool duty und lose as wool users $100,000,000 LS a lor 
are not crying for it 

ANOMALOUS WOO! SITVATION In 

The summer of 1924 presents an anomalou aol 
The extreme depression in the wooten trades, dune mr { 
hich cests of wools and consequent excessive prices of 1 le] 
goods, together with excessive importations « l in TW22 
and 1923, badly overstock the market, with considerable re 
exports of imported wools and domestic wools getting only 5 
eents. of benefit from the 3l-cent wool tariff. This does not 
alter the fact that if and when American consumers replen 
their wool requirements they must pay the tariff charges 
here estimated. 

Even with this temporary ineffectiveness of the wool duty 
the prices of domestic ools were twice as h in Januar 
1924, as in January, 19715. Montana clothing wool, for instance 
being 55 cents per pound in January, 1915, and $1.15 tn 1924 
Australian 64s advanced eorrespondingly. This rise fr TD 


prices the world ever shows lirge profits In wool raising, turiff 
or no tariff. It is due to an increased world consumption, te 
the increasing use of wool by the millions of people in Chin 
and Japan, where cotton has been heretofore almost the or 
clothing, and to the relative decrease in woe! proecnettor 

Sheep are raised in large bands only on wild or sen ' 
lands, and the extension of agriculture int r land I 
where is usually at the expense of woolcrowing. This mal 
a2 high woo! tariff fnereasingly less desirable as world popu! 
tion increases and agriculture extends 

A reduetion of one-half in the wool! duty would hurt no « 

I come from an agricultural State. * * * 

It seems to me that the Senator from North D Mr. M« 1 
BBR] in his zeal to put such an immense tariff on these agricul | 
products—-higher than we have ev had re, higher than tlw 
was any necessity for—-has done so the protection n 
chine for the woolen schedule and some hedules. i | bill. 
Senator KNure Newson, of Minnesot : un (ConeR ONA 
tecorp, August 11, 1922 

PRICH PIXING- MPL iPITHEON 

Justice Day. of the Suprema ‘ irt, in Wis diesenting inien of Mareh 
1, 1920, hela that the United States Steed Corporation, “ for many years 
after its formation had exerted its power to control and tain prives 
by poo ssociatior trade meetings, and dinners, nd that in com 
bination with tts competitors it had an aliility to fix prices and restrai: 
the free flow ef commerce upon a seale heretofore unapproached in the 
history of corperate organizations in this eountr: 

It is the imperative duty of Congress, guardian of the puvite interest, 
to give no penny of duty not required upen deiisite preef. 
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ihe following calculations are based upon Government statistics and 
ipproved by competent and dependable authorities : 
WHat THE Tanirr Dorks TO KANSAS 
{Census 1920) 
Population. tial a a ae 1, 769, 257 
barwers ; ad a. = aaa a ea I ae 691, 690 
Woolgrowers iat sends damnit ai ie iia Ne ei 7, 795 | 
Sugar growers J scaled elepsiplscaleat i Uibeialaaami itr ceapiaigla ciated ite 33 
Agricultural echedule 
, ; | ; 
Tariff gain Cost to Costto | Cost to Cost to 
Crop to a few farmers as | nonfarming State United 
farmer consumers | population e States 
ee a iain 
Wo $175,000 | $1,902,000 | $2,963, 500 | $4, 845, 500 |$300, 000, 000 
Sugar beets 42, 000 1,383,000 | 2,155,000 | 3, 538,000 | 216, 000, 000 
Flacsweed 23, 000 208, 000 | 323, 500 531,500 | 30,000,000 | 
Lemo — / 70, 000 106, 000 | 176, 000 10, 000, 000 
Tobacco pai ; 207, 000 94,000} 401,000 | 53, 000, 000 | 
Total 240,000 | 3,770, 000 5, 642, 000 | 


9, 412, 000 | 609, 000, 000 


j $3, 770, 000 
240, 000 


8, 530, 000 
The whole loses on agricultural schedule, net, $9,172,000. 
Farmers lose on their agricultural schedule $16 to $1 of gain. 

‘The State loses on agricultural schedule $39 to $1 of gain. 


Tarmers as consumers lose on agricultural schedule 
A few farmers gain maa 


l.os# to farmers on agricultural schedule, net 


State as a 


Manufacturers’ schedule 


[iin the 


basis of one-half of duties added to prices in certain industries] 





Cost to | Cost to | 
farmers as | nonfarming) 
| consumers | population 


Cost to 
United States 


Cost to 
| State 
| 





| 
Heavy steel products | $3, 458, 000 | 


$375, 000, 000 





Light steel products 5, 188,000 | 8, 082,000 | 13, 270, 000 750, 000, 000 
(ieneral store merchandise 16, 600, 000 25, 300, 000 41, 900, 000 | 2, 475, 000, 000 
ORE 5 icivties ee 25, 246, 000 87, 154, 000 | 62, 400, 000 | 3, 600, 000, 000 

| | 
Loss to farmers, manufacturers’ schedule... --__- $25, 246, 000 


loss to State, manufacturers’ schedule__...-...__.____. 62, 400, 000 


larmers lose on all schedules, net, $28,776,000, or $118 to $1 of gain. 
‘he State loses on all schedules, net, $71,572,000, or $300 to $1 of 
pain 


i 
SUGAR 


As in the ease of wool, we import—from Cuba almost ex- 
clusively—much more sugar than we produce. Consequently 
every cent of the sugar duty is added to the price. 

American beet-sugar growers, all told, get only $19,000,000 
out of our sugar tariff that costs the public $216,000,000, and 
Louisiana cane growers get $5,000,000—an expensive process, 
spending $216,000,000 in order to get $24,000,000 to our sugar 
vrowers. Everyone approves of the $19,000,000 to the growers. 
With this they are prospering. 

of the remaining $195,000,000 Hawaii, Porto Rico, and the 
Philippines get $42,000,000, or nearly twice what American 
rrowers get; the Government gets $124,000,000 in taxes on 
Cuban imports, and a few sugar factories who put the tariff 
ever get $24,000,000, 

Are we not doing enough for our island possessions without 
sending them this $42,000,000 per year? ‘Their sugar lands, 
their climate, labor, and other conditions virtually duplicate 
Cuba's. Cuba, like them, is one of our “ wards.” Why tax 
Cuba at the rate of $1.90 per 100 pounds on refined sugar, 
and at the same time make a present of $1.90, or $42,000,000, 
to the others? This $1.90 is in facet $2, because of 5 per cent 
addition by our refineries for handling charges on the $1.90. 

Where, as in Hawaii, costs are much higher in certain sec- 
tions than in Cuba, it is because lands not naturally adapted 
to sugar have been brought in by expensive irrigation projects, 
often to great profit. 

The $24,000,000 given to a few sugar factories make their 
profits so big that one of their principal men is credibly re- 
ported as saying he is ashamed of his profits. He should be. 
He wanted a lower duty. 

The Great Western Sugar Co., for instance, is a consolida- 
tion of other factories in 1905. It began with paid-in pre- 
ferred stock of $15,000,000 and common stock of $10,544,000, 
all water. It is an overpowering influence in the beet-sugar 
situation and typical of its competitors, 

For the seven years ending February 28, 1923, the Great 
Western Sugar Co.’s net earnings, after all charges and pre- 
ferred dividends, averaged $12.01 on its common stock of $25 
par value, or nearly 50 per cent per year. During much of 
this time sugar-beet growers were all but bankrupt. 
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The president of this company in a recent paid advertisen 
estimates that the net earnings for the present fiscal y; 
1924, will exceed $16 per share on each $25 of common st. 
or 64 per cent. 

Says he: 


Since organization in 1905 the company bas disbursed as divide 
on its common stock— 

Once all water— 
$36,308,177 in cash and $4,428,500 in common stock, and after 


ing such dividends has a surplus exceeding $30,000,000 

Does this leave any question who gets the sugar duty, 
farmers or the factories? 

Our sugar-beet growers lose money at their contract price 
$5.50 per ton. When, however, the price of refined sugar 


+ the factory exceeds 54 cents per pound the farmers get an ex! 


allowance on their beets equal to one-half of the increase aboy 
54 cents per pound for refined. These are the contract terms 
for the coming crop. (Heretofore profit sharing has begi; 
with a 5-cent price for sugar and the growers have recei: 
only 46 per cent of the increase.) 

Any possible benefit then to growers from the tariff beg): 
with this 54-cent price on refined sugar, and as they get on), 
one-half of the 2-cent tariff increase in price they get 1 cen 
advantage up to a 74-cent price at the factory, or 8} cents 
at retail, This gives them the $24,000,000. 

Tariff benefits end with this 74-cent price. Increases alo 
that price are due to crop shortage, manipulation, and so for! 
So says the United States Tariff Commission and all autho: 
ties. 

The Government seems not to need its $124,000,000 of sua 
tax. Secretary Mellon is advising reductions in taxes. Noi 
it wise to tax a necessary and wholesome food of the poor 

This 50 per cent of the duty, or 1 cent a pound to the fa 
tories costs consumers $108,000,000, It is this that should he 
saved. The factories will object. The public should insis 
and also insist that future contracts shall continue to 
growers their present 1 cent of tariff benefit and kill the fa 
tories’ graft. 

A big sugar-factory stockholder said in May, 1923, that unde 
free trade his company could pay its present prices for bects 
and make 25 per cent profit on that part of its capital that is 
directly devoted to sugar making. 

Another said recently that at present prices no duty is 
needed. 

Eastern seaboard factories that refine imported raw suga: 
make a net profit of one-fourth cent per pound. The Grea 
Western makes nearer 8 cents per pound, while its growe 
all but starve at the minimum contract price of $5.50 per ton 
Their factory contract is so one-sided that under any tarif 
these growers often get better returns from the sume soil 
potatoes, corn, oats, alfalfa, or even wheat. Many will 1» 
plant beets. 

Our refiners of domestic sugar have no right to protection 
The labor cost, East or West, is almost nothing, about one-fil 
of 1 cent per pound. Can you “protect” one-fifth of a cer! 
of laber cost in a 7-cent selling price? Fuel, machinery, aid 
other expenses are substantially the same West and East. 

Leading farmers in sugar-growing States are members 
the Fair Tariff League’s Advisory Committee. They 
agreed that the sugar tariff has been of little or no beneti: 
to American farmers. They say that other nonprotected cro 
often pay better. One farmer says: “Take the duty off and fl 
then we will have to raise other crops on the sugar lands 
which would be better for us in the long run.” 

Another farmer says: “ Only 5 per cent of us raise suga' 
Better keep this 5 per cent in the poorhouse than have this Fs 
sugar tax of $216,000,000.” Another farmer says, “TI will 10! a 
let my tenants raise beets; other crops pay better.” 

Their judgments are in part explained by the fact that the Pi 
sugar tariff in the sum of $48,000,000 (in 1923) is poured ( 
rectly into the treasuries of domestic sugar factories; thi! é 
these factories take this huge amount as if their own, an’ rc 
drive as hard a bargain with the farmer-growers as they ca! ; 
with no recognition of the factories’ trusteeship of this fun‘ ; 
which is intended for the growers only. 

In every other instance, whatever tariff benefit is paid | 
the public on any domestic article is collected by its produce: 
at the point of origin. The woolgrower adds the wool tari! 
to every pound that leaves the shearer. So of the hard-whe.' 
growers, the makers of steel, glass, aluminum, textiles, and s» 
forth. They get whatever they can and all that the publ! 
pays, except that the amount paid is increased later by middle 
men's additions, 


phexsbielss- 
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mivy recently has the factories’ sugar propaganda so be- 
fooled the public. McKinley, Dingley, Cannon, and Aldrich 
denouneed any duty on sugar, Aldrich saying, “This unjustl- 
fioble, indefensible, and infamous sugar levy.” 

\ I-cent duty, properly placed, is probably a reasonable ad 

ment under present conditions 


Louisiana will cry out against tariff reduction. She wants 


tion against God's providence in the form of early frosts 
| tloods. 


prof 


gar-cane growing in Louisiana is a gamble, too iike the 
siana lottery, to be promoted by congressional levies. 
sr of frosts causes the growers to harvest the cane at 
Ss months’ growth as against 12 months in Cuba and our 
ind possessions. Much of this immature crop will make 
polusses only, not sugar. 
4 tentative statement of the United States Tariff Commis- 
m of December 1, 1923, indicates that the Louisiana crop 
1921 cost less to produce than Cuba’s, and, consequently, 


misiana would have prospered then under free trade. Also, 
it Louisiana's crop of 1922 cost 2.7 cents per pound of sugar 
re than Cuba’s, and would have required this 2.7 cents of 


otection. Her 1925 crop would have required still greater 

ection. These are typical vears Let Louisiana gamble 

not, as she likes. She can and does raise other crops on the 
some lands. 


xr coustant and assured profits she must have at least 1 
more protection than sugar-beet States need, costing the 


t 


iblie an extra $108,000,000, of which Louisiana growers get 
vwout $2,500,000, and her sugar factories another $2,500,000, 
otal of &5,000,000, at a public expense of $108,000,000. 


| sugar factories refine much imported raw sugar. 


» tariff advantage on that; 


They get 
why a $2,500,000 bonus to them for 


fining domestic sugar? 
Mountain and Pacifie States charge 1 cent per pound 
ve for their product than the Atlantic States, except for 
ius shipments into eastern territory. This difference in 
wice is because they take advantage in their sales prices of 


» “natural protection” of freight charges from 

States and New Orleans into their territory. 

New York price plus the freight 

to raise prices. When. as now, the tariff is 2 cents on refined 

var the effective protection in the Mountain and Pacific 

States is 8 cents, although they grow sugar béets cheaper than 
ry States 

rhe sugar tariff costs Towa $4,898,000 and Minnesota $4,775,000, 

h no offsetting benefit to either State. 

Nebraska and Utah fare better. On the basis that one-half 

tariff gain goes to farmers, the Nebraska growers of sugar 

s gain $2,240,000, against which her consumers lose $2,597,000, 


the Eastern 
Their price is 
They overlook no chance 


3» that she comes out about even. 
tah growers gain $2,200,000, against which her consumers 
mly $899,000 
olorado growers gain 33,660,000, against which her sugar 


ymsumers lose S1,879,000 

I uur estimates we do not include the tariff gains of sugar 
tor Their stockholders are mostly great eastern eapital- 
ilthough some large holdings are in Colorado and Utah 
eader is left to allocate these profits as he may. 
he present sugar duty costs American consumers $216,000,000 

mnnally, or about $2 per capita 


Ss 








e following calculations are based upon Government sta- 
tisties and approved by competent and dependable authorities: 
Wat THE TaArifr Dors To NEBRASKA 
Census 1919] 
Population .....- ieee seen a abchesteeniiene — ails oS By 
Farmers eee Scie - —— oe ees aie = 684,172 
W volgrowers ‘a ee a nanan asd eeenqueas anes 4, 244 
Sugar-beet growers ~~~ lh nettle a ee ata 1, 531 
Aoricultural schedule 

sae niet $$$ 

Tariff gain ; Cost to Cost to non-| Cost to Cost to 

Ips toafew | farmersas farming State United 

farmers consumers population : States 
pacts . mahi nanan — 
WOE tie. $148, 200 $1, 608,500 $1, 959, 000 | $3, 565, 000 |$300, 000, 000 
Sugar beets. ...... .| 1 2, 240, 000 1, 168, 000 1,428,000 | 2,597,000 | 216, 000, 000 
I ia etait 7,800 175, 000 213, 600 | 389,000 | 30, 000, 000 
; RE AS ee 58, 500 71, 000 | 129,000 | 10, 000, G00 
Tobacco aia <0 99, 000 121,400 | 220,000 | 53, 000, 000 
Total..........' 2,396,000 3, 107, 000 3, 793, 000 | 6, 900, 000 609, 000, 000 

ib ' On the basis of one-half the sugar duty going to sugar-beet growers. 

% armers as consumers lose on agricultural schedule... $3. 107, 000 


A few farmers gain_--- 2, 396, 000 


Loss to farmers on agricultural schedule, net.-_...-. 


701, 000 
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The State as a aAgricu 
Farmers lose on their schedule $1.50 


whole loses on tural schedule 


to $1 of cain 


net 


$4. 504.000 


Lhe State loses on agricultural schedule &3 to $1 


Wanufacturers’ schedu!l 
{On the basis of one-half of duties added to p u t n industs ] 
Cost to Cost te ‘ ; j 
farmer aS nontarming z , . - rg 
onsumers | population i States 
Heavy steel product $5, 843,000 $4, 748, 000 $10, 590, 000 $ 000, 000 
Light steel product 8,204,000 | 8,900,000 | 17, 285,000 7h). 000. 000 
General store merchandise 23, 366, 000 | 28, 488,000 | 51,855,000 | 2, 475, 000, 000 
Totals , 503, 000 42, 226, 000 | 70, 730, 000 3, 600, 000, 000 
Loss to farmers, manufacturers’ schedule nine $37, 503, 000 
Loss to State, manufacturers’ schedulk 79, 730, OOO 
Farmers lose, on all schedules, net, $28,214,000 They lose nearly 
$17 to $1 of gain 
The State loses, on all schedules, net, $84,200,000 It loses $35 to 
$1 of gain. 
With a population of 1,296,372, including 584.172 farmers, the State's 


2,396,000, goes to 
in 138; 
1 resident 


only tariff gain, $ 
in 805 and 1 
farmer 


4.244 wool 
to 1,031 


growers, being 1 resident 
farmer 


380 and 


and 
in 847 


sugar-beet growers, being 1 


in 


FARMERS LOSE ON THEIR OWN SCHEDULI 


In the wool and sugur duties we begin to see the trouble with 
the farmers’ tariff schedule. The American Farm Bureau 
Federation’s careful estimates of January, 1923, show a tarifl 
gain to wool growers of $45,800,000, but, as half of this goes to 
great western flockmasters who produce more than half of all 
the wool grown in the United States, and as these growers are 


not farmers, the gain to American farmers is not more than 
$20,000,000, aguinst which they lose, as wool consumers, 


$100,000,000. 
Likewise of the federation’s $45,800,000 that goes to American 
sugar factories and farmers, only half, or $24,000,000, goes to 


the farmers, while ow au Whole, lose upwards of 
$70,000,000 


furmers, 


is 


Consequently the Furm Bureau Federation’s estimate of 
$124.800,000 of total tariff benefits to American farmers is re 
duced by these corrections in wool and sugur duties to about 


$78,000,000, against which the Farm Bureau estimated that the 
farmers lose, as consumers of agricultural products, $94,900,000 

rhe Farm Bureau's study is deserving the highest praise for 
the most careful and able analysis up to that time, January, 
1923. It did not, however, attempt to cover the pyramiding of 
prices in the processes of manufacture and distribution. 
studies warrant the statement that American 
ward of $80,000,000 on their own tariff 
000.000 on other schedules, 

American farmers have been deceived by wool and suga! 
Senators, by wool grazers, and by sugar factory operators 
masquerading as farmers and filling their own pockets through 
tariff trades with eastern manufacturers 


Late 
up 
$1,000 


farmers lose 


schedule and 


ROBPERY UNDER THE FORMS OF LAW 

lo lay with one hand the power of the Government on the propert 
of the citizen and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals 
to aid private enterprise and build up private fortunes is none the less 
robbery because it is done under the forms of law and is called taxa 
tion.—Supreme Court of the United States. (Marshall case.) 

FLAXSEED 
This ts grown in the United States only for the linseed oll 


that is extracted from the seed. The duty is 40 cents per bushel 


Oil cake, the residue after the extraction of the oil, is on the 
free list. Oil crushers, however, are given a rebate on their 
oil cake when exported and made from imported seed. This 


reduces the 40 cents apparent duty on flaxseed to a maximum 
effective duty of 30 cents only. 

In the first year of the operation of the Fordney-MeCumber 
tariff carefully prepared weighted price averages show that 
the farmers in the Northwest received about 19 cents per bushel 
as a result of the tariff on 45 per cent of their flaxseed crop 
and on their total crop they received an average of about 27 
cents per bushel. 

As substantially all domestic flaxseed is raised in the Dako 
tas, Minnesota, and Montana—their total production being 
10,774,000 bushels in 1920 and 8,029,000 bushels in 1921, with 
only 323,000 bushels raised in all the other States combined 
the flaxseed duty is of almost no consequence to 
other States, except as consumers. Everyone agrees 
duty should be continued. 

As consumers, farmers pay about 
effective duty of 30 cents, or 62.7 cents 
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umed, this 62.7 ecenis being the 


effective duty of 


( Oy cent of linseed oil is consumed as such. The 
per cent is used in the manufacture of linoleum, 
and ‘ ( 
’ p the y 69.7 « ts dut on oll 
Das ce tS to $1 20 
the Miition for ( a d prouts nse! tl lv figured 
I I “ucrurers, wholesaler . 1 ré tillers of these 
| This 1 is a cost of not less than 
) ‘ Au au consumers for the duty on flax- 
lL or BO ce I capita 
j ‘ ers add their duty to their prices is indi- 
‘ ent decision of the United States Supreme 
Court In t, 1925-—that they have been in an unlawful asso- 
‘ t Lt n Some years, 
f Jabor in crushing $1 worth of oik 
ipl ing tea The $5,000,000. of 
the oil crus unnecessary. It costs 
{ A) 
A OT HIGH WAGES ARB 
iil WAU! LN ft RM OR FA A KY 
‘ ‘ luly of 2 cents per pound on milled rice-—rough | 
! L cel is one of the little jokes in which some politicians | 
t it ses the farmer; it costs the consumer nothing 
rates on certain manufactured products that | 
‘ ( wh a few. 
[ the Great War the United States 


was bominally a net 


importer of rice, Great changes have taken place since 1913. 
ln t lust three yeurs our imports have gradually dwindled to 
nothing, while our exports have increased enormously, 
for the three years LYt9-1921, inelusive -in eXCcess of 


20,000,000 bushels per annum, or about one-half of our total 


preaduclion 

Our average annual production for the five years—1909- 
Ilo—was about 24,000,000, For the five years—1918~-1922, 
inclusive—it was about 42,500,000 bushels. 

fhe eifectiveness of American highly paid labor, when ear- 


‘ 


nestiv applied, well directed and supported, on the farm or in 
the factory, is illustrated in the following statement on rice by 
Mr. Gray Silver, of the — Farm Bureau Federation, at 
its annual convention at Chicago, December 18, 1922: 


I asked a great manufacturer what his pay roll meant, using his 


nechunical icilities in comparison with unaided man power. I 
anted to estimate the productivity of the American farmer and his 
machinery in comparison with the hoe in Europe and the coolie in 


Asia, with whom the American farmer competes in the export markets | 
of the world. After nearly a year’s time, the manufacturer replied: 
Our 10,200 men with theiv applied mechanics and power maehinery 


werk of almost 500,000 men working, without machinery. Our 


earners are two hundred times cheaper than ynaided man power.” 


he competitive value ef applied mechanics on the American farm 
was shown last year. Our production of rice hag increased until last 
year we had a large exportable sunplus. Our friend, Secretary Hoover, 
sid to the representatives of his department in different 


parts of the 


\ l Fink rs for this surplus rice; we have 180,000 tons.” 

And where do you suppose the market was found? In riceland, in 
Tapan and China—at our domestic price plus the cost of taking it there, 
proving that the 10-cent worker with, the breechclout is more expen, 

than our Iabor-capitalist at $3 per day. 

American farmers are manufaeturers. They produce mostly 
by machinery. American energy, skill, and machinery, whether 
on the farm or in the factory, need less preteetion than some 
would have us believe who tell of the low wages ef ill-condi- 


tioned fereign laber. 
OATS AND OLHMR CRREALS 
The taridf affects the price of oats: as much as it does corn. 
Our crop is normally around 1,500,000,000: bushels, TU per cent 


of which is consumed on the farm» where preduced. 
Imports fer 1897-1913, under a duty of BS per cent, ex- 
ceeded 1,000,000 bushels only im years of domestie crop short- 


age. In 1914 under a tariff ef 6 cents per bushel, coinciding 


with a crop shortage of about 300,000,000: bushels: less than the 
preceding year, about 22,000,000 were imperted. 
While approving of the oat tariff as of some benefit, tt seems 


impossible to estimate any 
farmers therefrom. 
katir, and milo, 


large and general eash return to 
Likewise concerning the miner cereals, 
barley, rye, and so forth, 
‘ CATTLS 
The research department of the American Farm Bureau Fed- 
eration, after thorough investigation deelared that there is 
practically no benefit to any phase of the American. cattle in- 
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| principle of protection, fooled the people, 


dustry from the present tariff, and that it is a distinct injur 
to cattle feeders. 
The United States Tariff Commissien reported to Congress in 


1922 that the only effect of the emergency tariff was to injur 
Canada, 


In 1925, the American F 
sylvania Farm Bureau, 
others appealed to the ' 
tariff. 

Our tariff on cattle is a direct affront to Canada, that f 
merly exported some 200,000 head of range cattle annually. 

Our northwestern farmers need these Canadian feeder cat 
tle. The United States, as a whole, requires 4,500,000 feede: 
annually. Canadian feeder cattle should carry to Europe th 
corn and other feed of our Northwest. By the sudden imposi- 
tion of our Fordney duties Canada was left without a market 
Late in 1922 a traveler in the Canadian cattle country counted 
300. cattle and horses, standing up, frozen to death, in a dis- 
tanee of 150 miles on one side of his train. How many more 
were lying down or were on the other side of the train, and 
in the far reaches beyond sight? This when beef was high in 
our cities and corn in the Northwest was selling at 
26. to 31 cents per bushel. 

The just wrath of Canadians will not be evercome in many 
years. Their purchases from us were reduced by $400,000,000, 
in one year, not from anger only, but mostly because we would 
net aceept, on fair terms, of such of their commedities as we 
could well use in payment for our goods. 

A destructive phase of this. tariff, intended to be proteetiv« 
is seen in the recent diversion of Canada’s surplus cattle fron 
the United States to England. 

It was estimated in the fall of 1923 that her total shipments 
to England for that year might reach 50,000 head, and tha 
soon England will take all that Canada can spare—to our 
proportionate loss, 

If we took all of Canada’s exports they are too small in 
quantity to affect the value of our herds that number 68,000,000 
heads. 

We make a mockery of our boast that our unguarded Cana 
dian boundary line is imaginary only. We. fortified it with 
worse than guns, with a tariff of distress and ill will that gave 
us never a benefit. 

Canada errs in attributing this action to the American pee 
ple. She apparently thinks that our public rules in tarifi 
matters. She does not realize that the ordney law was en- 
acted by a few overpowerful manufacturers, who betrayed the 
and disregarded th: 
better judgment of many manufacturers who wanted lower 
duties on their own and other manufactures. 


arm. Bureau Federation, the Penn 
Lilinois. Agricultural Association, an 
Lariff Commission for relief from 


from 


PORK AND LARD 
As we are the world’s largest exporter, 
affect their prices. 
The following calculations are based upon. Government sta- 
tistics and approved by competent and. dependable authorities: 


the tariff does not 


Wst THS Tarire Doss To Conorapo 
[Census 19179) 
Population 


























jpaleiliitia le Neal aici enilltededcea lalla diritti ladediateanidabinpaita tint aha aaa te 939, 629 
PU has cists dices ls diedahenoashee Aehaivens can cine iii deptbcatnasinsttn en de cdedsiaibeanictaipis'es -- 266, 072 
Woolgrowe rs ae Se ee ee 4, OBS 
Sugar-beet growers aasetenieaeas iguanas aiiciaaaaaihinntill ties easiest tila tlae 7, 604 
Avvricultural schedule 
¥ rari ah ial. Or Likes. 
Tariff gain . 
afew \Tariffcain| Cost to | Cost to 
Crops ee = a farmers. | nonfarm-| Gost to | Cost to 
Ps ow wild farmers as con- | ing pepu- State | United 
! nds ’ summers latiea States 
-__ ener — “| er / ——| —$——$ — a 
Wool.......... | $307,000-|. $207,000 | $732, 000. |g1, 8m2, 000- \g2, 583,'000- $300, G90, 000 
Sugar beets....|........... 13, 660, 000 | 532,000 ™ 261,608 | 1, 879, 000 | 216, 000, 000 
Flaxseed aianee eet eo 833, 000 | 1, 175, 000 30, 000, 000 
EaON < . .cciatietins <cceccbcheeacbet “ee “6T, oe 94,000 | 10, 000, 00 
TANG... 5.)-.s-.005-4 Bc uSsked 45,000 | 114,000 | 160, 000 | 83, 000, 000 
Total....! 307, 000 a 3, 967, 000 h, 669, 000 4, 222, 000 | | 5 5, 891,000 | 609, 000, 000 
a | 
1 Qn basis of sugar- Deot growers : getting one-half the duty. 
Og A ee a Se -_- $3, 967,.000 
Farmers as consumers lose on agricultural schedule_.___._ 1, 669, 000 
Gain to farmers on agricultural schedule, net... __- 2, 298, 000 


The State as a whole loses on agricultural schedule, net, $1,617,000. 
Farmers gain on their agricultural schedule $2.50 to $1 of joss. 
The State leses on agricuitural schedule $1.40 to $1 of gain. 
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. Manufacturers’ schedule | ans exported. Importations are negligible and of inferio 
yy the basis of one-half duties added to prices in certain industries) quality. 
—_———— a —— —— — WHO PAYS THES I ry? 
Cost to Cost to . Cost to Senator Lenroor, June 20, 1922: 
farmers as nonfarming Ss | United 
consumers population State | States Upon an article like this—cotton gloves used ji v yn 
_ etiieiecimtaiieniinn SS ‘aimee amin . land, we ought not to tax the American people more thar , ner nt 
steel products ..........- $1,774,000 | $3, 143, 000 | $4, 917, 000 | $375, 000, 000 He knows who pays the duty—the consume per 
t steel products. ........... 2, 661,000 | 6,735,000 | 9,396,000 | 750,000,000 | cent.” 
ral store merchandise... ae ae —— danas cs dane | Said Senator MeCumber regarding wheat 
I aa at ee 12, 950, 000 31, 430, 000 | 44, 380, 000 3, 600, 000, 000 | We want higher prices When th rop—hard sprin : 
— — aaa | short we add all the duty. When crops are heavy we g lf the d 
rarnrers ‘ ‘turers’ sche , 2 950, 200 
oe: {2 State, manufacturers’ sehedule------7----~-~--- *44, 880,200 | ‘He knows who pays—the consumer 
lurmers lose, on all schedules, net $9,934,000, or $2.50 to $1 of gain. TOBACCO 
rhe State loses, on all schedules, net $45,997,000, or nearly $12 to $1 | The following statement of the research department of the 
culm, ; American Farm Bureau Federation in its Weekly News Lette 
Vith a population of 939,629, including 266,072 farmers, the State's | »¢ January 11, 1923, is conservative: 
substantial gain, $4,274,000, goes to 4,088 woolgrowers or 1 resi- 
in 230, including about 2,500 farmers, or 1 farmer in 106, and to The export and manufacturing types of tobacco, constituting th ilk 
64 sugar growers, being 1 farmer in 38 and 1 resident in 134. of the crop, are not subject to tariff influences. Cigar leaf can be but 
(jentlemen, Congress is becoming a bargain counter.—Senator Dolli slightly affected, because the import cigar tobaccos are of a different 
Republican), Lowa, 1909. | quality and not truly competitive. Connecticut wrappers are probably 
| increased substantially in price by the $2.10 duty on Sumatr eaf, with 
a ee which they come in competition Ilow much the increase may be the 
Kepresentatives of the dairy interests are reported to have | is no way of determining As what is believed to be a reasonal 
de a bad blunder. They asked for twice the duties they | guess, based on general considerations of rates of duty, production, i 
wanted. They expected opposition and an agreement that] price quotations, the probable benefit to producers is placed at 
ould lower their own tariff demands one-half and many other $10,000,000. As the duty on some 85,000,000 pounds of Cuban Sumatra 
ities likewise, but the representatives of the manufacturers | and Turkish tobaccos imported annually is undoubtedly added to th 
unted the dairymen’s request substantially in full, except on | selling price of cigars and cigarettes, the cost of tobacco duty is much 
ausein, so quickly that the latter could not retract nor explain. | higher than the gain to producers, amounting, on the b f the dut 
rhe manufacturers know that duties on butter and milk mean | assessed, to $53,000,000. Of this, 10 per cent is assigned to farmer 
nothing, except on Canadian imports produced just north of the | as consumers of cigars and cigarettes 
border, while duties on manufactures means billions of dollars. 
Canadian dairymen, especially in Toronto, were almost mortally PEE SESECULEURAS BESRASS 
ur A few poor babies and other people in New England and The ruinously low price of wheat is not a new agricultural disease 
New York State have less milk, cream, and butter. Others | It is Just one more acute symptom of the general trouble from which 
must pay a bit more. And Canada finds the richest Nation on | 2griculture is suffering. The disease itself is the distorted relationship 
ith and its 105,000,000 people, unintentionally, but apparently | between prices of farm products and prices of other commodities. This 
ith willful premeditation, mean to its next best customer in | is not a new diagnosis. It has been pointed out from time to time for 
the world. the last two and one-half years. 
In midwinter the butter duty increases the cost of storage The farmer could get along fairly well with present prices of what he 
butter and of fresh butter by shutting out New Zealand, where | !#s to sell if prices of what he must buy were down accordingly, Bat 


t is then springtime with large butter production. A modest 
duty is desirable, especially so long as offsetting manufacturing 
lholules are exorbitant. 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE 


THE FOUNDATION 


Our international trade is one of the very foundations of our stand- 


irds ef living; that our whole fabric of living and comfort are depend- 


ent upon the inrport of commodities which we do not and can not 
selves produce-—tin, rubber, coffee, sugar, and a score of others; 
irther, in the main, the amount of these commodities we can import 


will depend upon the volume we export Moreover, we need a constant 
expansion of our export markets to give stability to our internal pro- 
du by wider range of —Lerbert 
9, 19238. 


tion n customers Lloover, November 


LEMONS 


Next to wheat, sugar, wool, and tobacco, lemons yield the 

largest single tariff profit to agriculture. They are taxed 

2 cents per pound. Lemons are needed in the territory under 
consideration in the hot months. Still more are lemons needed 

by the poor in our great cities by the 350,000 dwellers in the 

dark rooms” of New York City tenements, for instance, each 

room with two to five occupants, with no natural light and only 

such ventilation as one room can get from another through an 

opening 3 by 4 feet. Half the tax now in force might be justi- 

: lied. The present tax raises the prices and the incomes from 
certain lands in California and Florida and keeps the poor from 
this disease-fending comfort. Agricultural authorities say that 
our lemons can compete under a decidedly low tariff because 
our product is so superior in appearance, size, packing, and 
extract per lemon that only the poor will use the imported 
article at anywhere near the same price. Also the efficiency of 
our methods of cultivation, with improved farm machinery, 
inakes our cost little more per dozen produced than the product 


of the poorer-paid, inefticient Mediterranean peasant with 
his hoe. 
ORANGES 
bo These and other citrus fruits are not affected by the tariff. 


We probably produce them, with the help of our machines, as 
cheaply as any nation per dozen and weight. Oranges are 


prices on other things remain high That is what hurts 

When all is said and done, the fundamental fact remains to be dealt 
with Agriculture and industry and commerce must be brought into 
more nearly normal relationship, and until this 1 lone these acute 
agricultural troubles will develop one after another (H. ©. Wallace 
Secretary of Agriculture, August, 1923.) 

The present tariff lowers farm prices and raises all other 
prices, 


The following calculations are based upon Government statis 
tics and approved by competent and dependable authorities 


Wat THe Tarnire Dors To UTA 
[Census 1919) 
Population _...-—- act a “ * $49, 306 
Farmers a eeianieines - . 140, 240 
Woolgrowers = - », 436 
Sugar-beet growers 3 39 
Agricultural echedul 
omen —- en : 
Tariff Periteak Cost to sat to : 
, gain toa aritt gain farmers nonfarm lent 6a (‘oat to 
Crops few to a few : co : United 
grazers on! farmers ee 6p ee ee Stat 
wild lands sumers lation 
Wool $1, 627, 000 $257,000 $385,500 $550,000 $1, 235. 500 $300. 000, 000 
Sugar beets 12, 200, 000 280, 500 414, 300 ROO, 000 216, 000, 000 
Flaxseed _.... ibid lt oat 175, 200 186), 400 61, 500 30, 000, 099 
PE... acelin eodinaaicd 14, 000 SL. OOO 45, 000 10, 000, 000 
Tobacco 23, 800 2, 300 76, 000 53, 000, 099 
Total....| 1,027,000 2, 457,000 870, 000 | 1,938,000 | 2,817,000 609, 090, 000 


1 On basis of farmers getting one 
A few 


-half the duty 


farmers gain (wool and 


only 


sugar : £2. 457, 000 
Farmers as consumers lose on agricultural schedule ¥ 879, 000 
Gain to farmers on agricultural schedule, net... 1,578, 000 
The State as a whole gains on agricultural schedules, net $667,000 
Farmers gain on their schedule, $2.80 to $1 of loss 
The State gains on agricultural schedule $1.25 to $1 of logs 
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Vauw/aciurers’ ached 
f rtain industries] 
( te Cost t — | Cost to 
le y ; 2 Costto | United 
i — dlales 
i 
a ee - $$} ————— 
( ‘ $1, 082,000 | $1,783,000 | $375,000, 000 
2 ; On 750, 000, 000 
( 7, 43 , 786, 000 | 2, 475, 000, 000 
} ‘ fein 
J A 10 " 000 | 3, 600, 000, 000 
I t re § lul ae $5, 119, 000 
] ’ schedule wiantpaicihindinsdies yp a Oe 
J ( ‘ hedules, net, $3,541 They lose $2.50 to 
$1 
] na chedul net, $15,272,001 It loses $5.50 to 
$ 
W a py | n of 449,396, Including 140,249 farmers, the State's 
onl t n, $3,484,000, co t 5.436 woolzrowers, being lr sigle nt 
s in j ib 1,100 farmers, being 1 farmer in 127; and te 
Ss si b growers, being 1 farmer in 17 and 1 resident in 53. 
T rm MAT FARM IMTLEM IT cosT ¢ ( roo Mren 
(>) 4 , 


of normal quantity production the present tariff 
mia ke irm implements cost farmers $100,000,000 too much and 


LECORD—HOUSE 


JUNE 5 





tective rates would not help them. When they can not 
present prices, they could not sell at higher “ protected ” pri 
Exports are large, imports negligible. 
steel and other duties. 

The cost of railway equipment and operation would by 
duced $500,000,000 by reasonable adjustment of steel and 
duties especially onerous to railroads, and by such ware adj 
ments as would reasonably adjust wages to the lower li 
costs consequent upon fair tariff corrections without low: 
the present purchasing power of wages. The first step toy 


The remedy is in hy 


lower freight rates is this reduction in operating costs. 


implement manufacturers $59,000,000 too much. American steel | 
makers add the duty and the freight from Europe to domestic | 
price They export $230,000,000 at 30 per cent less than do- | 


mestie prices 
OOO O00 


Total export steel products, all kinds, $700,- 


To-day’s prices (October 22, 1923) of American-made bar 


‘ 
| 


steel, which is a criterfon for all steel prices, is $2.40 per hun- 
dred pour ls TI e export price of Engl sh bars is $1.61. "The 
Belgian price, in dollars, is 8 per cent less. France is between 


England and DGelgium, while in Germany, with her worthless 
currency, the bugaboo of the nations, 
cent higher than in Kagland. 

The American price, $2.40, is the English price plus the duty 
of 27 per cent, or 484 cents, plus 20 cents freight to New York, 
plus 16 cents for good measure. (Note—December, 1923, United 
States bars, $2.50 per 100 pounds.) 


the dollar price is 50 per 


While thus charging the last farthing that circumstances per- 
mit, our steel manufacturers are exporting at the rate of 
$230,000,000 annually, and the net profits of the greatest of 
them, the United States Steel Cerporation, in 1923 were, in 
round figures, $180,000,000 net, subject to interest charges and 
dividends. Dividends were declared fer the quarter year end- 
ing September, 1923, at the rate of $6 per share on its $508,- 
000,000 of common stock, once all water and sold for $8 per 
worth intrinsically per share The Wall 
Street Journal of November 2 says that 10 per cent annually, 
or $10 per share, “ would have been entirely conservative and 
proper, as the earnings for the current year are at the rate of 
15 per cent after paying preferred dividends.” Some other com- 
panies were as profitable, 

American wages, measured in dollars, are the highest ever, 
largely because the tariff is exorbitant and proliteering, instead 
of henesily protective. Wages must keep up with living costs, 
even if the latter are not honest. 


share, now $260 


These and similar excessive costs of materials and wages 
and of freights, which are high for the same reason—railroad 
equipment is figured on the above steel hasis—makes the fac- 
tory cost of farm implements at least 10 per cent above honest 
protection and likely 15 per cent. At 10 per cent excess cost 
the implement factories are obliged, if they live, to pass this 
excess cost on in the sum of $50,000,000 annually, further in- 
creased as the implements pass to the wholesaler, to the re- 
tailer, and on to the farmer to a total of $100,000,000. 

Farmers can not pass this $100,000,000 on to their consumers, 
because 89 per cent of all American farm products are sold 
on a free-trade or export basis. They can not sell free trade 
and buy profiteering, so they are going without needed new 
implements. 

Larmers constitute 29 per cent of our population and fully 
one-third of its purchasing power, for farmers, as users of 
machinery and other appliances, are far greater purchasers 
than average citizens. Also farmers pay 40 per cent of all rail- 
way charges—far more than average citizens. 

This tariff victimization of America’s fundamental industry, 
agriculture, and of nearly one-third of her population can not 
endure, 

In 1922-23 farm-implement factories produced only 32 per 
cent of the normal number of implements. 


lost $50,000,000 in two years. They are on the free list. Pro- 


The situation of the farm-equipment manufacturers in 
spect to excessive costs due to the tariff is duplicated in alm 
all small manufacturing, and also in some of the greatest of « 
industries, like automobiles, furniture, and many building pr 
ucts. The fact that Mr. Ford makes his own steel may accor 
in part for his own low prices. He does not have to pass o1 
huge steel graft to his trade. 

Dad as is the condition of these intermediate manufacturers 
a sudden and complete correction of tariff rates to a basis « 
honest protection would ruin many of them. They and the 
retailers are loaded with merchandise at these Congress-m: 
and extortionate They must unload at correspondin 
prices, and tariff adjustments when made must provid 
this situation. 
COMPETITION, THE 


rt 


pri es, 


“ PROTECTOR ” OF THE CONSUMER—WOMEN ANI 
TARIFF 
Tndustries that are on a strictly competitive basis, like clot! 
ing, shoes, and implements, have to sell close and sometin 
without profit. Only the best-managed ones make good profit 
Competition controls their selling prices, as it does in am 


| culture. 


| goods except the tariff. 
Twenty of them | 


Competition is the “protector” of the consumer. By elin 
nating fereign competition by duties beyond the fair requir 
ments of domestic production the tariff becomes, in fact, “ft! 
mother of trusts.” It offers temptations for lawbreaking an: 
price fixing beyond the resistance of many men. 

Even Chairman McCumber, of the Finance Committee, Unit: 
States Senate, ConGresstonaL Recorp, July 26, 1922, says: 


~my 


The only good reason for allowing products to come into this count: 
to compete with our own is to hold down and prevent any extortionat: 
charges being made by the producers in our own country. We w 
foreign competition te prevent combination, 


It is strange for Congress to make price fixing criminal an: 
also, in the present tariff, to make price fixing profitab| 
beyond the dreams of our forefathers. 

In the present tariff, for instance, Congress greatly increas« 
the duty on the clay tiles used in farmers’ drains and in buil 
ings and sewers, also on cast-iron pipe, on the sanitary wa 
used in bathrooms, on linseed oil, and on window glass. Th: 
makers of all these were then under court indictment f 
“arbitrarily and excessively” raising their prices by pric 
fixing agreements. Some of these makers have been given ja 
sentences and heavy fines. 

The United States Tariff Commission and other authoriti 
declare these industries need no protection. They are the mos 
efficient in the world. 

Extreme protectionists stress the fact that imports hay 
largely increased under the present tariff. They have, bh: 
mostly in raw and partly finished materials for use in ou 
factories, while the goods that compete even remotely wif! 
domestic products have been largely excluded by the present 
tariff, leaving domestic makers of these products to make wha! 
prices they will, with only the rich, who do not mind the cost, t: 
use imported articles. 

For instance, a beautiful party gown covered with embroid 
ered beadwork, costing $7.40 in France, retails here for $4 
and upward; another, $16 in France and $95 here; another 
$52.50 in France and $300 here, with no profiteering in any © 
these gowns except the doubling of prices by the tariff; : 
child's dress, about 90 cents in France and the price her 
doubled because it has 3 cents of machine lace on neck anc 
sleeves: an embroidered ornament for women’s hats, costin: 
65 cents in France and adding $5.50 to the retail price of : 
choice imported hat if put on the hat in France, thereby rais 
ing the duty from the hat rate of 55 or 90 per cent to th 
“ornament” rate of 90 per cent. The duty on the hat i 
increased $2 by this 65-cent ornament. Also choice cotton dress 


goods, 95 cents a yard in France and $3.50, retail, here. The 
choicest woolen dress goods, 50 inches wide, $1.15 at the Prenc! 
factory and $4 at retail here, and no profiteering on these dress 
Long kid gloves, duty $1.87 per patr; 
none made here; the duty intended chiefly to make our women 
wear what we do make here and they do not want, 
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these things are noncompetitive in that the wearing 
‘ i dmade. while American things are machinemade. 
net it our women to stitch, stitch their lives away 


s, nor will they. We can not and will not make 
thin We need them for variety and beauty. They are 
lly artist in color, design, and workmanship. While 
n net and will not compete with this handwork, our 
3] ling machinemade articles are sold the world over. 
tte nd wooler ‘ ] are likewise different, some 
n hand looms that we will not use and others requiri: 
>and care than we cive., 
itv on the cloth in women’s “tweed” suits and coats, 
20,000,000 are sold annually, adds from $4 to $5 each 
prices, an addition of $120,000,000 to the clothing bills 
things typify French preduction. Likewise British 
and other European preducts largely differ from ours 








tv ¢ desi We need low enough duties on strictly 
ive articles to keep domestic prices within reach On 
ive artic we need reasonable duties to enable 
ountries to buy and pay for greater quantities of our 
that are now selling below the cost of production, 
ins everything to our agricultural States 
S ich to their reign customers. The countries 
rt wl fighting fer thems ira 
Italy, and others re undernourished at below pa 
l Tix want food, and nu They can onl 
ex e oL commoaditlies The loli Sal We e 
you e these thin or us ¢ 1 reasonab! 
| and g us foo 1 ¢ hange Won't ou 
e of the wl t you are said I eding to ] 
we would ps Food prices And ow \ : 
n’t know yt not interested The Chicago wheat pit 
our farm products.” 
ean plan nd hoy but they can not add a dollar o 
riff rates to thy prices except on wool, sugar, flax 
1 spring wheat, and on minor and relatively incon 
ntial gom odities like lemons and odds and ends. It 
s them to give thought to export trade. 


Iwo I UPS CRUCIFIBD—FARMERS AND WOMEN 


present tariff crucilies two groups, farmers and women 
reducing the purchasing power of their products 


rs ws 
the farmer's dollar is a 68-cent dollar” and by severely 
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Wwe mus spose of our foodstuffs ‘ | = must : . 
that determine domestic prices also 

No one thing will completely men sifuat The 
ent tariff, however. aggravates it an extreme d he 
cause it mal impossible a reas ably ‘ le : 
exchange of commodities between our ov 

lt is impossible for these countris to p ‘ \ ra t , 
the United States, and to buy our products 3 V er or 

rt \ msideration should be given to s { t i 
or part of these war debts shonld f Ly : e 
no ques n. but we should s reasonably t ' 
tariff as to hetp Burope to 1 hase 1 to ] f ‘ f 
our foodstuffs and other needed products to tore ! 
cal and productive strengt! 

What it means t American farmers to ‘ e and ' 
virtually a free-trade basis, to bu their liren e 
protiteering manufacturers, and to have their foreign 1 
restricte is indicated in off tl rey s j per cent « ! 
perss adjud 1 bankrupt 1 J] n 1 ‘ 
and that from 32 to 78 per cent « bankr ! 
Tfowa, Nebrast I (‘olor ) lak ~ ' 
> kota. and Mon ‘ 4 

America n not « e ome ad fre { 2 

nd the other two-t! 3 pro ‘ ra ] 
nresent (on that ba the I ‘ o will 
§ . first, the other third and th el 

( rmers cet 1 eno 1 prices for ‘ ‘ 

iz Wheat, as Necretary W < ind er l 

tr can buv so hittle wit t proce tf the \ 
Senator CAPPER 8S XN | n “ vier i » OS t 
That s all it W 1 buy t rie s oods It it 

dvantage.” 

I " I f rye 
T> ta net t ‘ il 1 ti mult i | 

Bat $s Lhe l { j 
M I Ac’TT! 
In agricultural States manufactt \ ; almo entirel e 
|} handmaid of agriculture, devoted either to the repair, w ) 
und extension + the domest facilities of the severnl States 


or to the 
und ne 


excep 


preparation of the 

The tariff 

here it increases the c 
) 


foodstuffs for cons im} ion 


ir does not concern industries of fl 


ist of such manuf 


: . : as they purchase, raises the general st of living nd. conse 
ting their foreign markets. Women by declaring every- | : ; 
. . . . see : . quentiv, of wiges, and increases prices oF the products of these 
ley wear a iuxury and faxing it as if its purchase were|..., - . ; 
: : industries—-sometimes to such an exter iS provokes consu t 
: it would compel women to dress as severely aS men, ce ae : 
7 t of all tl that w eee ~ and limits consumption 
ing the requirement of a re ages li omen adorn | : 7 . : : 
ome “tai a . ; : ; Almost without exception the industries In these States are 
selves with things of modest beauty for the joy of the | : 
; i \ e tl — ner dor alii 7 on a keenly competitive basis that prevents undue additions of 
’ as a ’ , e ce “qT 1e ove less ae . i an 
and ; n ‘ ea a of a t . - tariff benefits to prices Chevy must, however. in the metal and 
"uta ‘ heir zs fron »¢ er cent, leaving : : : : : 
eer . > ae = oH — 7 , . a See : . woolen industries, for instance, add whatever tariff benefits 
he rich to use beautiful things from abroad of slight | ,, aes , . : 
1 t kk A ; tail ri tit they have paid to the steel makers and woolgrowers, and so 
| eost, ant ’ ake American retai Wices Sometimes | ; » ; : 
a ™ - t . I | forth, and add a further charge to cover their own costs and 
eS > rem cor . *) : . ’ oo 
_— the foreign Costs. profits on the steel makers’ tariff charges, as shown in the 
URE AND FOREIGN TRAPR—AMERICA ONE-THIRD FREP TRADE | statement on farm implements, which are largely manufactured 
AND TWO-THIRDS PROFITERRING 


ie principal European importers of foodstuffs Great 
ritain, Germany, France, and Italy. 
heir consumption of human foodstuffs, wheat and rye, since 
ar has been only 8O per cent of their average consump- 
n in the five years before the war, 19098-1913 
(heir imports of beth human and animal foodstuffs 
een at prices below their own costs of productien. 
Their aggregate population is greater now than 


are 


have 


before the 


i Even France, exclusive of her newly acquired provinces, 

\lsace and Lorraine, has a larger population than before the 

ir, While the population of Italy in her pre-war area has 
ensed from 35,000,000 in 1911 to about 39,000,000 now 


some quarters the fact that the United States is ex- 
ng more cereals now than before the war is taken to indi- 
ndition of export trade. When, however, 


ie condition of the importing countries is such that their 


i presper us C¢ 


roptien per capita is one-fourth less than before the war, 
they purchase their imports at less than their own costs 
luction it is manifest that they are buying under great 
ties the least possible and only at bargain prices. 
The consuniption in these countries of animal foodstuffs, 
wn, oats, and hay, is about 40 per cent less than pre-war, 
wing that these countries are going without meat even more 
han without bread. 
The consumption of human and animal foodstuffs combined 
is about 80 per cent less than before the war. 
All this means undernourishment, sickness, and suffering, 


and low productive efficiency in Europe, where, if anywhere, 


in Iowa and Minnesota, whose implement 
desperately hurt by the steel tariff. 
Siaughtering and meat 
lowa, Kansas, Nebraska 
value of the product. 
in Utah. Flour 
braska, Kansas, and ¢ 


manufactu 


rers at 
packing is the princtpal Industry tn 
and ured by 
It is the second in Minnesota and t 
are first in 
fifth in Uta 


Colorado. as means bys 


Minnesot 


mills 


it 
il 


i 
h; and sixth tn I 


second 


olorado: 


own 
The tariff has nothing to do with their profits 

So of cars and general shop construction by steam railwavs 
| Which is the third greatest industry in Colorado, the fourth in 
| lowa, Nebraska, Kar s nd Utah, and fifth Minne i 
| Butter making is second in lowa, third in Minnesota 1d N 
| braska, fifth in Kansas, sixth in Colorado, and tenth in Utah 

Bread and bakery products are fifth in Nebrasl nd Colo 
| rade, seventh in Kansas, and eighth in low Minnesota nd 
Utah. 

Confec ner and ice cream is sixth in Utah nth in 
| Colorado, tenth in Nebr 1, fourteenth in Kansas, and seven- 
| teenth in Minnesota. 

Py) c and publishing of newspapers is sixth In Nebraska 
seventh in Lowa and Colorado, eighth in Kansas, ninth in Utal 
and ten in Minnesota 

Automobile repairing, foundry and machine-shop products 
| brick nd tiles an lumber, canning and preserving, coffer 

roasting and grinding, and the pr ration of other od 
products are among the principal industries in each o <P 
States 

} AS regards th aril’, these principal i strie f our 
agricultural States are in strance ua! er contrast with the 
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| 
principal interests of the leading manufacturing Eastern | 
States for whom the manufacturing schedules of the tariff | 
re written, under their own dominating political insistence. 
Of the foregoing industries, for instance, only two—foundry | 
machine-shop products and bread and bakery products— | 
listed in the 82 principal manufacturing industries of 
Connecticut, most of which have protective duties of the ut- 
most value to their owners For instance, brass, bronze, and 
copper products, closely associated, are given 45 per cent pro- 
tection, against 2O per cent of wage cost; cotton goods have 
from 12 to 40 per cent protection, which the manufacturers | 
ure now proposing to increase. Their wage cost averages 
Cotton laces carry 90 per cent protection with 


IY pel cent 


only 27 per cent of wage cost. The duty is mostly added to 
price Silk goods have duties running from an average of 
bout 55 per cent on woven fabrics against 15} per cent wage 
cost, and #0 per cent on laces with 27 per cent wage cost; hard- 
ware 40 per cent against a wage cost of 31 per cent. Ameri- 


can hardware is freely sold throughout free-trade England, and 
files are exported at 30 per cent below domestic prices. Their | 
duty is 44 per cent and the wage cost only 30 per cent. Elee- 
trical machinery and supplies, with an average of 41 per cent 
protection and a wage cost of 24 per cent, are largely controlled 
by the two corporations that almost wholly dominate domestic 
production and make vast profits. Clocks and watches that are 
exported freely over most of the world add most of their duties 
of from 37 to 53 per cent against wages of 38 per cent. 

Our ability to make high-grade inexpensive clocks and 
watches and the use made of our tariff by the watchmakers | 
was shown in the years 1908 to 1909, when there were large | 
exports of Elgin and other watches and watch cases at prices 


that permitted their retail abroad at less than half of our 
domestic prices. 


CONNECTICUT CONTRASTED WITH IOWA 


A comparison of the difference between the tariff profit and 
loss aecount of lowa and that of Connecticut and Massachusetts | 
would be most instructive. While lowa loses, net, $87,786,000 
from the tariff, it is not unlikely that Connecticut gains $30,- | 
000,000 and Massachusetts $40,000,000 annually. This because | 
lowa can not add her duties to her prices, while Connecticut | 
and Massachusetts, like Pennsylvania and New Jersey, can add 
vast amounts. Iowa's duties are counterfeit dollars, while 
many of Connecticut’s are a golden lien upon the pockets of all | 
American cousumers. This does not mean, however, that any 
great number of Connecticut’s population of 1,380,631 souls 
profit by the tariff. Her farmers gain little except on a small 
output of shaded American Sumatra tobacco; her mechanies get 
lower wages than in the virtually unprotected Western States | 
or in Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, where makers of textiles, steel 
und steel products, chinaware, glucose, aluminum, and others 
miake large use of excessive duties, while their manufacturers 
of implements, clothing, and other sharply competitive products 
lose as in the agricultural States. 

The Federal census of 1920 shows 4,872 manufacturing estab- 
lishments in Connecticut, a relatively small State. In some 
causes a single corporation owns several establishments. 

‘en per cent, or 487, of these establishments employ 263,000 
wage earners, or 90 per cent of all Connecticut factory workers. 
Chey include all factories with upwards of 100 workers each. 
Among the largest groups are brass, bronze, and copper, with 
“9 S80 workers: hardware, 18,000; firearms and ammunition, 
17.000; cotton goods, 15,000; silks and electrical machinery, each 
11,000; hats, cutlery, clocks, rubber boots and shoes, rubber 
tires, and plated ware, 5,000 workers each; needles and pins, 
tO), 


These are the kinds of industries, held in few hands, that 
protit greatly by excessive duties. Some of them need protec- 

on. ‘They all use this fact to get often several times higher 
duties than they need, In the present state of public ignorance 
regarding rates there are none to say them nay. 

The profits of some of them are indicated by the published 
reports of the American Brass Co., which, by the way, is now | 
owned mostly out of the State, its control being in the Ana- 
conda Copper Mining Co. of Montana and Wall Street. 

The earnings on the capital stock of the American Brass Co. 
were 41 per cent in 1915, 73 per cent in 1916, 47 per cent in 1917, 
26.6 per cent in 1918, 19 per cent in 1919, 22.4 per cent in 1920, | 


while New England cotton mills have earned as much as 25 per 
cent, 50 per cent, 70 per cent, and sometimes more in recent 
years, 

The Cheney Silk Co. increased the value of its capital stock 
from $7,000,000 in 1905 to $21,000,000 in 1921—a gain of $14,- 
000,000 in 16 years, in addition to dividends, which are under- 
stood to have been satisfactory. 
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Why did Congress further greatly increase the duties of man 
such manufacturers in the face of such profits? We all admir 


| profits fairly earned. We do not want them given as legislative 


largess at the expense of the general public. 

If we knew the number of large shareholders in these cor 
porations we would see that these tariff profits go to very few 
people—not over 5,000 in large amounts in Connecticut, out 
her total of 1,380,631 residents. The rest pay the bill along 
with residents of other States. 

Connecticut cotton-mill workers got little of it, as American 
cotton-mill wages are the lowest in the country for the quality 
of service rendered. Silk and woolen mills pay about the sam 
as cottons. Nor do Connecticut machinists get much benefit 
Their wages are lower than in the less-protected Central West- 
ern States. 

The time will come when residents of Connecticut and Mas 
sachusetts will want lower living costs and freer markets and 
will not sit by while a few of their great families increase their 
vast fortunes by excessive tariffs by a perversion of the prin- 
ciple of protection. 

Nor will western legislators for long let eastern manufac 
turers divide the tariff income into golden eagles for them- 
Selves and counterfeit dollars for the West and the South and 
for farmers everywhere. 

MANUFACTURING IN IOWA 

In 1920 Iowa had 80,001 wage earners, of whom 19,000, or 
one-fourth, were in large unprotected industries—in slaughter- 
ing and meat packing, butter making, flour mills, bakeries, con- 
fectionery and ice cream, poultry dressing, canning, and other 
food preparations. 

An additional 32,000 wage earners were engaged in repairing 
and constructing railway equipment, in printing, planing mills, 
foundry and machine shops, automobile repairing, brick and 
tile making, gas works, sheet metal, saddlery, coffee roasting, 
and cement making. 

These two general groups include 51,000 out of her total of 


| 80,551 wage earners, with 23,000 others similarly employed in 


smaller industries, not affected by the tariff. 

This leaves only 7,600 of her wage earners, being 1 wage 
earner in 10 and 1 resident in 300, engaged in general manu- 
facturing for country-wide distribution. Of these all but 2,091 
are making steam and gas engines, washing machines, rubber 
tires and rubber goods, and agricultural implements—all 
highly competitive industries, mostly hurt rather than helped 
by the tariff. 

The “ pearl-button” industry in and about Muscatine, Iowa, 
and making these buttons from Mississippi clam shells sought 
to better itself by doubling its duties. 

Domestic production is so great, however, that despite the 
100 per cent increased protection that they obtained their prices 
are lower than before the enactment of this tariff. The quality 
of Japanese importations made from sea shells, superior in 
quality to clam shells, are considerably reduced ; prices on these 
decreased importations are doubled, and to no one’s advantage. 

MANUFACTURING IN MINNESOTA 

In manufacturing, Minnesota is so like Iowa as to make a 

full statement unnecessary. ‘Her only effectively protected in- 


| dustry is the crushing of linseed oil from flaxseed, an operation 


about as simple as brewing tea, employing a total of 483 wage 
earners in six factories, with a total wage cost of less than 
8 cents per dollar of product at the factory selling price. 
American linseed oil crushers have apparently been in close 
affiliation in price making for 20 years and have been betore 
the courts more than once for price fixing, the last court con- 
viction being in July, 1923. A recent preliminary statement 
of the United States Tariff Commission shows that these 
crushers get about 12 cents per gallon of so-called tariff pro- 
tection for their simple process, which should have no protec- 
tion, because the cost of transportation and distribution of 
foreign linseed oil more than offsets any possible excess in 
domestic costs. Flax growers need their present protection ; 
but the duty to oil crushers gives them a dishonest $5,000,000 
for which the public pays at retail $10,000,000. 
MANUFACTURING IN NEBRASKA AND KANSAS 

The tariff has nothing to do with manufacturing in Ne- 
braska except as it increases the cost of living and of raw 
materials, like steel, aluminum, brass, and wool used in her 
factories. 

Of Nebraska’s 36,521 factory wage earners in 1919 more than 
one-fourth, or 10,122, were in slaughtering and meat packing; 
6,178 were in the construction and upkeep of her steam railroad 
equipment ; 1,627 were in bakeries; 2,476 were in printing; 1,154 
in automobile repairing, and 607 made ice cream and candy. 
Other groups were smaller and of like sort. 
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nature's own protection from foreign competition in 
nrer ne stretches of land and sea, these industries, 
i 


tely local in th characteristics, have no relation 
Not ¢ near-by Illinois and mere remote Massa- 





" { - free access to Nebraska, can hurt them. 
; Nebraska slaughtering and meat pack 
the principal industry, flour mills second, railway cars 


mn construction f urth;: butter third in Nebraska, and 





nsas, that are from 300 to 600 mil ong, om 5 t 





and from 200 to 500 feet thick, and in a few 
ron 1OOO to 2 ) feet thick. One salt ed, for in- 

e extends from a point north of Detroit 

n River. the whole area 


fotted with salt wells. 

preferably heated, gravitates through pipes to the 

(a case of protecting gravity at the dictatior 

it is saturated with pure salt, is pumped up and evapor- 

in a vacuum at a summer temperature of about 100 
: by the use of American coal, eap that we 
it in great quantities. ‘There is no refining cost—only 
poration of the water. 


I 











which is so ch 


total wage cost in our salt works is 194 cents on each 
r of salt produced at the factory-selling price, according 
he census of 1920. Our salt makers prospered in the 
list in the last tariff. The present tariff is 254 per cent 
eg and barrels, and 3S}? per cent fn bulk. The average 
ction is 304 per cent against total wages of 194 per cent. 
°0, under free trade, we exported nearly three times more 
we imported, while the International Salt Co. made 
y 143 per cent on its capital. In 1921, it made over 15 


ent. Under the tariff of those years the public was pro- | 
| and the makers prospered. At present the public pays | 

er cent extra for its salt because of the tariff, or as much | 
it inerease as the closely associated manufacturers dare | 

large. i 
ie story of the Salt Trust and the tariff has been a sordid 
a generation. The Payne tariff of 1908 gave it 824 per | 


if protection or four times its total wage cost, while the 
ey tariff of 1897 gave it 50 per cent. 


MANUFACTURING LIN COLORADO AND UTAH 


fanufaeturing in Colorado and Utah is like the simpler 

wesses in Kansas and Iowa, except as respects sugar, and the 

ng of lead, which is the principal industry in Utah in the 

ie of the product, with sugar second, slaughtering third, | 

vay cars and shop construction fourth, flour mills fifth, and | 
ectionery and ice eream sixth. 

id: We have an exportable surplus and almost tnsur- | 

ed deposits of the four great metals—ironm, copper, lead, | 

sinc. None of them need protection except for the purpose | 

cessive profits, or so raising prices that the less valuable | 

its will be worked profitably. | 

in January, 1922, under the Underwood tariff, which aver- 

| 15$ per cent on lead ore; 25 per cent on bullion, pigs, and | 

' 

| 

' 


irs; and 20 per cent on manufacturesoflead. The price of lead 
is the same, 44 eents per hundred in Londen and in St. Louis, 
hich is the central market for this country. The price in New 
York City was the London price plus freight. This shows that 
e protective duties were not used at that time. 
Labor in smelting and refining was 34 cents per dollar of | 
product im 1914 and 8 per cent in 1919. Why is the tariff 69 
per cent? Can the big smelters tell? 
the wage cost in converting pigs and bars into manufactured 
products averages 6¢ per cent. This wage cost is low because 
the material is only warmed and exuded by pressure from | 
machines, as pipe, and so forth. Why is the tariff 41 per cent? | 
These wage figures look low, but have been repeatedly ape | 
l roved, | 
These duties invite the manufacturers to add $19,000,000 to | 
their prices, and present indications and past experienee assure | 
us that -they will miss their oppertunity unless in times of | 
especial depression. | 
In conclusion, as regards manufacturing as well as agricul- 
ture, the advantages of high tariff rates to agricultural a 
are negligible. The cost is great 
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To everyone in these States, as a consumer, and es 
to farmers with their “ 73-c dol ”" it is of vi < : 
quence that the cost of living is now va y increased by hig 
duties in fundamental facts and i re- 
quire. Let us take the dishonesty out l ir 
what honest protection mean 

The Fair Tariff I ru with the ‘ y of 
th ble L ¢ Lperts I biel of expe » is- 

; lyzed g I er indise of a »f 
$14.5 000, being t | S ¢ ! I ir 

ner sandr 1 approx j V 
< t S30 000 C00 OOf rhe eag 3 » 
steel and ir ind other n work 
u \ » Vi l in e@ 1 l 

' ‘ ‘ 

fhe mere stat nt + tha ’ 
mately S2.475.( OO to » cost of ” 
ime a e T ( ‘ ) t 

} le T ( t . r 0 
he ne t T 71 { ¢ } 
(m0) OK ’ light on fe d S37 1 
prod i total addi ) ‘ t o ict : 
oe > Ole wien 

When, however, it is « dered that the ft i] Llu our 
manufactures is upward $45,000,000,000, and that 8 r 
cen of 1 is S1. L000 000, and thi ;n i 
mately doubled : retail and become the § OO O08 na 
that a 5 per eent tariff increase would cost mst : ) 
000,000, it may weil be wondered why the ies f ire 


not larger. It is because we cover Only part of the industries 
New studies increase the tetal. 


For instance, the application of the figures used « \ e 
in the statement on farm implements, ap] 1 to our steam 
railroads, indicate clearly that just as farm implements. on the 


basis of a normal year’s preduction, cost our farmers 


000,000 too much because of unjustifiable tariff rai on steel 
and steel produets, so the tariff adds unnecessarily $509,000,000 


S100,- 


to the annual cost of operation Of our ste rillreads and to 
our freight and passenger charges, consery ely estimated 

W iether a Stiute will be sutisfied to exact excessive prices on 
one or two of its products, like wool and sugar, and in return 
permit other States to muke offsetting and greater charges on 
their manufactured products is largely a matter of farsighted 
ness and good morals. That such a course is against the public 
iuterest, that it undermines the morals of Congress and the 


Nation, ineites to continuing unrest and radienti 


m, to political 
upheavals, and f1 


equent and hurtful tariff revisions, is manifest 


HEAVY STESL PRODT rs 


Extensive analysis of the seven basie steel tndustrle pig 
iron, bar steels, iils, structural iron, cast and wrought iron 
pipe, tinplate and terneplate, and wire and ire wor see 
leaflet, Fair Tariff League—shows that Congress in the Fordney 


law gave these industries the privilege of adding $351,000,000 
to their 
in amortization charges, or $702,000,000. 

Qty 


prices, to cost consumers twice this sum at retail and 


nee the g 


great steel consolidations these industries have 
charged all the traffic will bear. It is overconservative esti 
mate, as in accompanying tables, that only one-half of the abeve 


tariff allowance is added by them to their prices, or $175,000,000 
to the United States as a whole, to be doubled at retail or by 
amortization charges in freights and buildings, and so forth, 
making a total cost to American consumers of $350,000,000, or 
an average of $3.50 per capita. The steel duty, however, costs 
farmers half as much again as other citizens, or $158,000,000 
all told, for farmers are among our greatest 

in machinery, in automobiles, and in the transportation of their 
crops on the railways, 

There is no reason for this tariff except price raising. We 
are the greatest and cheapest producers of steel on earth, 
Steel produeers say so. We exported in the three years, 1919- 
1921, of these heavy steel products, $733,787,285, 
ports of $34,786,900. Exports were twenty times greater than 
imports. Exclusive of pig iron, which we are willing to expert 
only in more highly fimished produets, we exported fifty times 
more than we imported. 

The heavy steel duties are an enslavement of the publie to a 
few of the wealthiest corporations in the world. Their annual 
profits aggregate hundreds of millions of dollars. The duties 
on these heavy steel products show clearly the difference in the 
Manufac- 
turers when they will, if only by winks and nods, can agree 
on prices and add all their duties to their prices. 


onsumers ol teel, 


against im- 
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| ground in oil; 


| all cabinet wares; all buttons; 


~ 


~ 


JUNE 





for manufacturers but to develop a home market for our farn 

ers, whose food products were then virtually prohibited | 

hostile legislation from entering Europe. Here is in full Ham- 
ilton’s dutiable list: 

On all looking-glasses, window and other glass 
bottle) ; all china, stone, and earthen 
and knee buckles; and silver lace, 
per cent ad On all blank 
Wrapping paper, paper hangings and pasteboar 
all saddles; all gloves of leather: a} 
fur, wool, or mixture of either; all millinery rea: 
made; all castings of iron and upon split and rolled iron: all leath 
tanned or tawed, and all manufactures of leather except such as shal! 
be otherwise rated; canes, walking sticks, and whips; 
made; all brushes; 
paste work; 


(except 
gunpowder ; 


black 
all pai 
and gol 


quart 
ware; 

gold 

valorem. 


shoe 
10 
or 


leaf, 


printing, 


silver 
writing, 


and 


books : 


hats of beaver, 


clothing, ready 
gold, silver, and plated ware, and on jewelry ar 


anchors, and on all wrought, tin, and pewter ware, 


| per cent ad valorem; playing cards, per pack, 10 cents; carriages, 15 


| per 


When the steel schedule was before the Senate Senator 
I npeExwooo, of Alabama, said: 

[ am in the business myself. I represent a great iron and steel 
district I would not willingly harm a people that I represented, but 
neitl would I willingly betray a people I represented by taxing them 

istly for special interest I know this iron and steel schedule, 
ind 1 kine that it is a fraud and a shame upon the people of this 
unt I know that it is not even in the interest of the industry in 
he end . 8 @ n compete anywhere in the world. We are the | 
aster jron makers of the world, 

Where the falla f this argument comes is that under the guise of | 
doin t elp the farmers in some particular item, their 

pport | for a bill of which, as a whole, it seems that for 
evel lollar t farmers may derive from the bill they will pay $100 
in taxes for the benefit of somebody els« 

LIGHT STEEL PRODUCTS 

On other metal products, stamped ware, sewing machines, 
inachinery of all sorts, hardware, washing machines, ete., 
Congress invites the manufacturers to add $790,000,000 to their 
prices, to cost consumers at retail $1,580,000,000, ; 

Only insanity would let manufacturers go so far. Prices 
were high, however, under the former tariff, and have, on the 
Whole, udvanced rapidly since. It is fair to estimate that an 
uddition of one-half of this vast total, or $375,000,000 at the 
factories und $750,000,000, at retail may be added above the 


merchandise abroad, being 


in our tables, 


of such 
estimated 


‘ 
COs 


$7.50 per capita as 


GENERAL STORBD MERCHANDISE 
An analysis of 29 industries making the merchandise that | 
fills our retail stores—cottons, woolens, aluminium wares, | 


vloves, hosiery, glassware, chinaware, etc.—shows a tariff per- 


mit for price raising of about $5,000,000,000 above the prices 
of imported articles, 
Only insanity would cause manufacturers to add all this. 


Makers of some of these products have, however, already 
added the entire tariff advance (see 1, Fair Tariff 
League). Assuming that an average of one-half of the total 
will be added, or $2,475,000,000, to these and other like articles 
we have a not improbable tariff tax of $30 per capita, or $150 
per family of five. 

‘These figures help us to see why, as Irving Fisher says, an 
income now of $20 a week goes no further than $12 a few 


yeurs ago. 


5K ” rk 


A SUGGBSTION TO 
Certain manufacturers fought by every means fair and foul 
for the duties they got 
manufacturers who saw the need of moderation 
lower rates on their own and other products. 


MANUFACTURERS 


and wanted 


and with the opposition of many other | 


If the over-protected manufacturers were not going to use | 


these duties why did they fight for them? 

We here estimate that these manufacturers will 
using only one-half of their full duties. 

If over-protected interests dare claim that they will add less 
than one-half of their duties to their prices, then let them peti- 
tion the President to lower their duties by the other half, as 
given power to do under certain condition under the 
flexible provisions of section 315. Then will the public believe 
that tariff rates fought for and tricked for are really not to be 
used. 

Senator Lenroor (Republican, 
Recorp, July 26, 1922) said: 


succeed in 


is 


he 


Wisconsin; CONGRESSIONAL 


rhe Payne-Aldrich bill was crooked, yet if it had not hurt the 
American people * * * there would have been no such political 
revolution followed. * * * There is very little difference be- 


Payne-Aldrich 


HAMILTON 


tween the bill and the duties as reported in this bill. 


ALEXANDER AND AMBRICA’S FIRST TARIFF 


Those who talk about Alexander Hamilton as the father of 
protection carefully withhold information about his tariff which 
every citizen should know. Framed by Hamilton, it was spon- 
sored by George Washington and enacted July 4, 1789, as the 
first act of the American Congress under our present Con- 
stitution. It was plainly written. WHvery Member of Congress 
knew whut he was voting for and the public knew what it was 
paying for. 

Not one-tenth of our Congressmen now know what they are 
voting for, and the public knows less. 

Hamilton’s highest protective rate was 10 per cent, except 


on carriages, which were considered a luxury and taxed 15 
per cent. Most of his duties were 74 per cent, covering the 


majority of articles now taxed from 30 to 90 per cent. 

As Hamilton said, American artisans got higher wages than 
the English then and previously when we were an English free- 
trade colony. As he said, the purpose of his protection was not 





cent, 


This quotation covers one-fifth of Hamilton’s entire tarifi 
the remainder being given to methods of enforcement, and s 
forth. 

Contrast the clearness and brevity of this tariff with ou 
present tariff, which fills 147 pages of a book 9 inches by 6 
With a double-column index of 51 additional pages. 

The dutiable list covers 71 pages, from one-half to two-thirds 
of which might be eliminated, thereby eliminating also tw: 
thirds of the present dishonesty, for neither Congress nor tl 
public could face the present duties if simply and plainly stated. 

For instance: Hamilton said all glassware, except black 
quart bottle, 10 per cent, leaving the cheap quart bottle 5 pe 
cent. In those days glass bottles were blown by mouth. Glass 
ware is made of silica sand—not unlike beach sand—and link 
stone, fused by burning coal, with lead added only in lLuste: 
glassware of the highest quality. Who would protect sand anid 
limestone and coal, which we export freely? Now a single mua 
chine makes 50,400 pint bottles in a 24-hour day, with no laho 
except in keeping it oiled. It makes the little 1-dram bottles 


used by the homeopaths at the rate of 165 per minute. Con 
gress gives this machine an average duty of 51 per cent. “Ti 


holding more than 1 pint, 1 cent per pound; if holding not more 
than 1 pint and net less than one-fourth of a pint, 14 cents 
per pound; if holding less than one-fourth of a pint, 50 cents 
per gross.” These distinctions confuse the uninformed and in 
crease the manufacturers’ graft. This quotation is one-fourt| 
in length of the pressed-glass schedule—all as confusing as this. 
The entire present glass schedule covers three pages. Our glass 


tariffs have made the common Window Glass. Trust a c¢on- 


| spiracy, with wheels within wheels, which was under court 


indictment for price-rigging when Congress passed the present 


tariff. One of its divisions had made $19,382,168 net after in- 
terest and taxes, under the low Underwood tariff in the 
10 years, 1912-1921. Another, the American Window Glass 


Machine Co., made $14,197,805 in the six years ending with 1916. 
One company exported $2.300,000 in one year. All this under 
the former duties averaging 9.6 per cent. Did Congress raise 
the duty to 28 per cent in the face of these facts in the public 
interest? 

Uader the previous lower duty, averaging 15 per cent, the 
Plate Glass Trust made net profits for its stock above taxes of 
$43,320,313 in the 10-year period 1912-1921. For a generation 
this trust has wickedly abused its tariff opportunities. Did 
Congress increase its duty to an average of 23 per cent in 
the public interest? ‘The trust adds all of the tariff to its prices 
and more. The plate-glass schedule is three times as long as 
Hamilton’s dutiable list for all commodities. Not even an 
expert of the trust could have written it originally with all its 
devilments. The common window-glass tariff covers 20 lines. 

The entire glassware situation is illustrated by the statement 
of the leading maker of pressed glassware to the effect that he 
and others recommended to Chairman McKinley that pressed 
glassware be put upon the free list, partly because, said this 
manufacturer, “I was selling freely all over Europe at my 


| American prices plus the cost of my European sales’ organiz:- 


tion of $10,000 a year.” McKinley intended to follow this 
advice, but greedier manufacturers intervened, and consequently 
the McKinley rates were made 50 per cent and so cunningly 
written that the manufacturers themselves could not under- 
stand them at first. 

Another illustration: We need fairly high rates on the finest 
kind of cutlery which Germany makes more successfully than 
any other country, with England excelling in a few types, 

But the present tariff on cutlery runs from 150 to 235 per 
cent. The cutlery schedule fills 88 lines and is five times longer 
than Hamilton's entire dutiable list. 
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Here are three of these lines covering common kitchen knive 


wooden handles: 


ess than 4 inch in length, exclusive of handle, 2 cents each 
length or over, exe handle, 8 cents each; a 
n thereto on ail the foregoing, 45 per cent ad valorem, 


re for the table k 
paring knife with 
by Americ: 


ed for 34 ce 


hy 6 cents m nife with a 5-inch blade th 
a 3-inch blade when the paring knife was 
manufacturers at the time the tariff was 

The new duty is 100 per cent of that selli 

i the table knife was sold the duty being 

t 10 Why was the duty made 10 cents on the ordi 

fluted-edge bread used household and sold 
American factories at that time for 64 cents? 
t this cheap cutlery | been made and sold largely under 
agreements for meny years, and these makers dictated the 
ft. For three years under the previous lower tariff they had 
‘ted an 48 per cent of their product. Should 
se who export in great quantities be given 100 per cent “ pro- 
on”? 
We have heard much about cheap foreign safety razors. A 
safety razor of le pattern is made in this country and 
at a profit of less than 5 cents, ineluding one blade. 
Vire rods, fencing, and wire cloth fill 64 lines of the present 
ff, with very little devilment included that 40 years of study 
devised, with duties averaging 32 per cent against an aver 
wage cost of 17} per cent. Under the previous lower duties 
averaged 17 per cent we exported, in 1919, over $61,000,000 
ire and wirework, and as much in 1920, against imports of 
» 000 in 1919 and $1,610,000 in 1920. Some of these imports, 
i all, were because American prices were exorbitant and 
to lower costs of production abroad. 
In the seven basic steel products in the three years 1919-1921 
<ported twenty times more than we imported. We exported 
734.000,060 and imported $35,000,000. Pig iron excepted, which 
e do not want to export, our exports were fifty times greater 
imports. And yet Congress gave these, the greatest and 
ugest industries in the world, big duties so that they might 
nuke astounding profits at the public expense. 

‘he examples here cited are fairly typical of our whole tariff 
and our method of tariff making. 


TT 
ts? 
for 44 cents 
cents 
knife, in every 
The answer is 


unas 


average of 


sim 


alti 


THE TARIFF AND COMMON HONESTY 


We think that we are an honest people. 

nest, but there has developed in the field of tariff making a 
special code of morals like the code for poker that disregards 
ordinary rules. Every informed man knows this. 
turers hate this. Only a few of them appear before congres- 

onal committees, being mostly those with axes to grind and 
using every form of indirection and disingenuousness. 

Said a great woolen manufacturer, a member of a 
pleading for high woolen duties before the tariff committee of 
the House of Representatives in 1908: 

If I had to listen for two weeks to the sort of stuff we gave thiy 
committee to-day I would be a rank free trader myself. 


Said Chairman Payne, of that committee, in humiliation and 


regret $ 


I could change the woolen schedule just as easily if only they would 
me, 

Said Col. George Tichenor, later made chief of the Board of 
General Appraisers by McKinley when the former was drafting 
the McKinley tariff for the committee: 


let 
set 


The public won't stand for more than 40 per cent duties, so I am 


making them apparently 40 per cent, but, by jokers, phrases, and 
figures that the public won't understand, I am raising them, the Lord 
knows how high. 
Said Speaker Cannon, when told some of these things: 
Why do you tell me? Don’t you think I know? Take Jones, of 
Nevada D—— him, we gave bim a tariff on borax that he was no 
more entitled to than I your watch Know it! We had to have his 
Said the London Lancet shortly after: 
E.? For every dollar of borax that the American trust sells at home it 


can give away or throw away 
price on all three. 


two pounds and still have its English 


The domestic price was the English price of 2} cents per 


= ~ - 
S pound, plus our tariff of 5 cents, total 74 cents. 
Said a New England maker of wood screws in 1908: 
We charge American consumers twice our export price. It isn’t 
right, but Congress invites us to, and how can we help it? 
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Manufacturers are | 


Manufac- | 


group | 
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It is commonly said that ex-Senator Lippitt, the Rhode Island 
ton manufacturer, wrote substai iv every line « he 
| esent cotton-goods schedule In N England it i illed 
el | t schedule 
New England woolen-goods manufactu are cred vy re 
orted to have raised $50, ) for influencing ev is 
chedule A workingman’s wool shirt re : 0 in 
Né York and in Wenver carries 97 per « uty i s 85 
} per cent shoddy and 15 per cent cotton, with no virgin 
| The An skeag Manufacturing Co. so prospered nder 1uty 
| of 15 per cent on its Amoskeag apron gingham a er 
} products that its protits were $27,298,851 during the | t 
years of the low Underwood tariff Published figures st t 
| this commana increased its cupital out of profits Trom S400 000 
to $44,500,000. And yet Congress more than doubled t ‘ 
} out tarifi rate, Making it how 314 per cent on these g \ 
| which are the cheapest cloth that poor Wwolneln can wear i 
| dresses, children in their cl Ss, and workm¢ n elr s 3. 
When H. H. Rogers, of the Standard Oil Co., was asked how 
he got a duty of more than 50 per cent in the Dingley bill on 
petroleum and its products, although they w listed i he 
| free list, he gave a perfect answer, a horse laugh, add eek 
| have been wendering when somebody would ask me that 
These stories are legion and the worst o hem are true. 
| They show how American life, especially American public life, 
| has been weakened and corrupted by the tariff. Legislation can 
not be of this sort in the tariff and honest in other matte: 
Congressmen trom manufacturing districts are virtually « ed 
to enact these tariff rates prerequisite to their selectio Pea 
;} pot Dome and other scandals are only the wee child: of 
| 50 years of corrupt tariff practices 
The American public is mostly responsible in the final 
analysis. It has rested on the principle of protection w out 
reasoning—without knowledge or care whetier the principle is 
honestly applied or not. 
Many protectionists would let a Congressman pick the gold 
fillings from the protectionists’ teeth and smile withal if they 


, were told that proteetion required it. 


| We are near the end of this procedure. The tariff is crucify 


ing our farmers and our women who now cast one-halr the 
votes. Everything a woman wears is held to be a luxury, and 
therefore doubly taxed. There are approximately 2,000,000 
American women described in the census as the hea: of 


families. That is, they are contributing materially by their earn- 
ings to the support of dependents, parents, or other relatiy 
Women are studying the tariff as never before 


America is called to world leadership. There are only four 
| great manufacturing nations in the world—England, France 
| Germany, and the United States. Outside these nations are 

1,500,000,000 people looking principally to these nations for 


their manufactured supplies. In former years America refused 
to play the game, while the other nations grew rich from their 
overseas trade. The war desperately crippled them. America 
is unparalleled in strength and vigor. Owing to her inventive 
genius her labor is, in the field of standardized quantit) 
| duction, the cheapest in the world in many industries. There is 
| only six seconds of labor in the spark plug of a cheap automobile. 
| An American woman for $14 weaves 4.500 yards of ordisary 
| cotton cloth in a week. The wage cost per yard is the lowest 


| in the world. A woman knits 1,800 pairs of cheap cotton socks 
in a day, running 25 or 30 automatic machines. The total 
labor in these socks is 28 cents per dozen pairs. The twriff 

iis 50 cents. The retail price has been doubled under the 
present tariff, although if we had free trade it is doubtful if 
we would import any. We are exporting freely. In knit 

|} goods we lead the world. 

| The average American factory operative produces $2.50 of 

| merchandise to the Englishman’s $1 and uses 24 horsepower 

| to the Englishman’s 1. 

We talk of our high wage per day when we should think of 
our low wage per unit of product. The hosiery manufacturer 
gets his 50-cent tariff by telling of the $3 per day that the 
hosiery girl gets. He conceals the fact that her contract is not 

| $3 per day, but one-sixth of 1 cent per pair. 

The manufacturer talks discouragingly of the 70 cents per 
hour that his machinists get and conceals the fact that there is 
only six seconds of labor in the spark plug. 

In short, our marvelous high-speed automatic and semi- 

| automatic machinery requires that our wage earners be as fit 
as a horse fora race. That means high wages and all that such 
wages imply in efliciency, good food and housing, couruge, 
| determination, and good will. Many a mechanic is producing 


| from fifty to one hundred times more merchandise than his 
| predecessor did 50 years ago, and sometimes two hundred and 
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~w 
five I es more. In many cases the wage cost per unit 
of j less at 70 cents per hour than 50 years ago at 
fa f at wa America has little to fear from ill- 
Cr n labor 

statement is not answered by a reference to certain 
r ely sma!l groups of American wage earners who are ex- 
ploiting their opportunities, even as some manufacturers are 
exploiting theirs, 

An honest correction of our tariff abuses will result in new 

standards of legislative and commercial honesty, in a fairer 


equalization of opportunities among us all. It will lead to our 
world-wide and leadership, immeasurably heightening 
the intellectual and spiritual worth of our people, their estima- 
tion throughout the world, and their material well-being. 
The calculations are based upon Government statis- 
tics and approved by competent and dependable authorities: 


service 


following 


Wrat TH® Tartrry Dons To WASHINGTON 
























opilation______--__~_- a ee 1, 856, 621 
OID inna ssiricicichtivaicigtenrecicn nlveniccn ait lealimchcieaibateincladtcaeaiinis ial 283, 382 
vOool growers... a ee ee On eet e eee ween oe = 4, 244 
{[Census, 1920] 
Agricultural schedule 
Gain to Tost | at t Cost to i 
\ fow Cariff | Cost © | ponfarm- | one Cost to 
a eoparg | @finto | farmers | 8 Costto | United 
. | © 1, | afew | ascon- oe 2 | Btate | States 
j jg | {armers | sumers | Pon : 
; _ | | | Boa — le ce ae 
Woe 13, 783 | $779, 300 ($2,952,000 $8, 731, 000 |$300, 000, 000 
159 it 0 | 2, 146, 50K 2, 713, 200 | 216, 000, 000 
} ” 422. (KK 407, 000 | 0, 000, 000 
Len 28, 400 107, 100 135, 700 | 10, 600, 000 
‘Tobacco - 48, 200 182, 400 230, 600 | 53, 000, 000 
r il 2 1 #2 '1, 507, 600 | 5, 710,000 | 7,217, 500 | 609, 000, 000 
Yarmers as consumers lose on agricultur . $1, 507, 600 
farmers g@in__.-. sdictsviliiaanticiiailly wie 216, 242 
Loss to farmers on agricultural schedules, t 1, 291, 358 
The State as a whole los on agricultural sehedule ne 6, 626, 126 
rarmers lose their hedule $7 to $1 of gain 
The State loses on agricultural schedules $12 to $1 of gain. 
unufacturers’ achedule 
{On the basis of one-half duties added to prices in certain industries) 
- | : ee mv Tr a 
} Costto | Cost to Cost to | Cost to 
farmers as | nonfarming State | United 
| consumers | population a7 States 
Jiea eel products. -.._-. $1, 417,000 | $3,577,000 | $4,994,000 | $875,000, 000 
Tiel eel products 2, 125,000 | 8,049, 600 0, 174, 600 | 750, 000, 000 
Ck tore merchand 6, 861,000 | 25, 758,000 32,5 100 | 2, 475, 000, 600 
Debal., «cscs edeudiewn | 10,343,000 | 37,384,600 47,727, 600 | 3, 600,000,000 
Toss to farmers, manufacturers’ schedule_......____-____ $10, 348, 000 
Loss to State, manufacturers’ schedule___..._....--.... 47, 727, 000 
Farmers lose on all schedules, net, $11,684,000, or $54 to $1 of gain. 
The State loses on all schedules, net, $54,353,000, or $94 to $1 of 
gain 
With a population of 1,356,621, including 283,382 farmers, the State's 
,only substantial tariff gain, $591,000, goes to 4,244 wool growers, or 1 
resident in 820, including about 1,500 farmers, or 1 farmer in 190, and 
to 484 sugar growers. 

The following calculations are based upon Government sta- 
tistics and approved by competent and dependable authorities: 
WHAT THY TARIFF DOBS TO OREGON 
{Census 1919] 

Pw ATG OR oo ines csicecctins ess div-tstthintiad Soin tteittastinsinii Minit tglipliticitiadine Reals tao 
Perera + ccm siiciirns nftinns: eiviptn <cipipaniteinditenieieasrinipiniptetsntisiailatiiiannpniicadiciil 214, 021 
W oolgrowers_- - psmincnipeaieaiaainnilanaa si bcwidliinshiniaties lahore 9, 047 
(griculiural schedule 
_— : if gatal ‘Tari | Cost t 
Tariff gain| Tarif Cost to ‘ost to | . 
1 few gain | farmers |nonfarm-} ,., Cost to 
Crops remade ‘ . aed Cost to United 
grazers on! toa few | ascon- | ing pop-{ “a, te States 
wild lands} farmers | sumers | ulation | ~™ TS 
i 
—_—— — -———| —-—$—_+}--_———— —-—_—_——-r 
Wool _------|81, 206, 90 301, 725 | $588, 600 |$1,556,500 '$2, 184, 300 |$300, 000, 000 
ugar beets... ‘ suidlimoacttattind 428, 000 |1, 139, 000 | 1, 567, 008 | 216, 000, 000 
‘laxseed_...... . ‘i Aeititiicetcaaieailal 64, 200 170, 800 235, 000 | 30, 000, 000 
mons. ....-.- niente 21,400 | 56,900 | 78, 300 | 10, 000, 000 
Tobacco 36,380 | 96,820} 133,200] 63, 000, 000 
. pe en gee eee ee 
rdtal 1, 206, 90 SOL, 725 |L, 138, 500 3, 080,000 | 4, 167,800 | 609, 000, 000 
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A few farmers gain (on wool only)_______ nbn: ee ae 
Farmers as consumers lose on agricultural schedule________ 1, 138, 500 
. Loss to farmers on agricultural schedule, net_._.-___ 836, 775 
The State as a whole loses on agricultural schedule, net_._ 2, 659,175 


Farmers lose on their schedule, $3 to $1 of gain. 
The State loses on agricultural schedule, $3 to $1 of gain. 
Manufacturers’ schedule 
[On the basis of one-half duties added to prices in certain industries] 








Cost to | Cost to | 











loa Cost to 
farmers as | nonfarming =~ United 
consuniwrs population — States 
ee 
Heavy steel products __.......__ $1, 087, 000 | $1, 898,000 | $2,988,000 | $375, 000, 000 
Light steel products ._..........} 1,605,000 | 4,270,500 | 5, 875, 500 750, 000, 000 
General store merchandise__....| 5, 136,000 | 13, 665,300 | 18, 801, 300 2, 475, 000, 000 
WUD ada casancel | 7,811,000 | 19, 883,800 | 27, 644, 800 | 3, 600, 000, 000 
| 
Loss to farmers, manufacturers’ schedule_________..._. — $7, 811, 000 
Loss to State, manufacturers’ schedule__._._.___________ 27, 644, 800 
Farmers lose, on all schedules, net $8,648,000. They lose $30 to $1 
of gain. 
The State loses, on all schedules, net $30,304,000. It loses $21 to $1 
of gain. 


With a population of 783,389, including 214,021 farmers, the State's 
obly substantial tariff gain, $1,508,000, goes to 9,047 woolgrowers, or 
1 resident tn 87, including about 2,000 farmers, being 1 farmer in 107. 


The following calculations are based wpon Government sta- 
tistics and approved by competent and dependable authorities: 


WHat THS TARIFF Dogs TO IDAHO 
[Census 1919] 


I ii ccactacaecs nial eal cnc a ee 431, 866 
Farmers 


ceiiaitaaies ° dindidemdliaticmaite aidan tnd dedi cei ee 






















Soper? CII i i te 2, 760 
IT SI aia cecchchericcitbels eve sniil aarti hain Acetate tech ler diek Melteaditedl 8, O37 
Agricultural schedula 

_ | de ois oe Sa laa i. 
} Tariff gain! Tariff Cost to | Cost to Cost t 
| Crops toafew | gain farmers | noufarm-| Cost to | United 
| grazers on| toafew | asconm- |ingpep-| State ey ores 
| wild lands) farmers | sumers | ulation | States 
2 BM aoe owt a3 eae st! Ss Be Roe 
| | 
aa 31, 419,091 | $354,785 | $552, 000 | $6235, 100 |$1, 187, 000 '$300, 000, 000 
Sugar beets___.__ Liecccocue--} 687,215 |} 462,000 400, 700 863, 700 | 216, 000, G00 
PINOT cccnts nts. ae ee ar 60,000 | 68,600; 129,600) 30, 000, 000 
ca emo ore eee eee) 20, 00 | 23,200 | 43, 200 |- 10, 000, 000 
OU onc tims t lo xnnnatioon ee aie 34, 000 39, 400 | 73,400} 53, 000, 000 
oe 1, 419, 091 |1, 042, 000 p28, 088 |1, 169, 000 | 2, 298, 500 | 609, 000, 000 
A few farmers gain (wool and sugar only)...._________- $1, 042, 000 
Farmers as consumers lose on agricultural schedule__..__ 1, 128, 500 
| en 
| Loss to farmers on agricultural schedule, net__.___ 86, 500 
| The State, as a whole, gains on agricultural schedule, net— 168, 500 
Farmers lose on their schedule, $1.10 to $1 of gain. 
The State gains on agricultural schedule, $1.10 to $1 of loss, 
Manufacturers’ schedule 
[On the basis of one-half duties added to prices in certain industries] 
wa a enna 
' 
| Cost to Cost to . Cost to 
farmers as | nonfarming] ——- United 
consumers | population} >“ States 
| nannies itbesenstanbiindiibacs 
Heavy steel products __......... $1, 004, 500 $769, 800 | $1,774,300 | $875, 000, 000 
Light steel products__........-.| 1,506, 700 1, 732,300 | 3, 239, 000 | 750, 000, 000 
General store merchandise...._. 4,821,600 | 5, 543,184 | 10, 364, 784 2, 475, 000, 000 
Det. tiasniapisintamennd | 7, 382,900 | 8,046, 284 | 15,378,084 | 3, 600, 000, 000 
Ktiinhaetalae ees ninitnlisiebtiaieslnis dine | tate 
Loss to farmers, manufacturers’ schedule.........._._.__ 7, 832, 800 
Loss to State, manufacturers’ schedule___...__._-_______ 5, 878, 084 

Farmers lose, on all schedules, net, $7,419,000. They lose $8 to $1 
of gain. 

The State loses, on all schedules, net, $15,214,000. It loses $7 to $1 
of gain. 

With a population of 431,866, including 200,902 farmers, the State's 
only tariff gain, $2,461,000, goes to 8,037 woolgrowers, being 1 resident 
in 54, including 1,600 farmers, being 1 farnrer in 125; and to 2,760 
sugar-beet growers, being 1 farmer in 73 and 1 resident in 156. 

WASHINGTON, OREGON, AND IDAHO—A COMPARISON AND CONTRAST 

Washington, Oregon, and Idaho present tariff contrasts amaz- 
ing and instructive. 

Washington, with a population nearly twice Oregon’s and 
three times Idaho’s, gets an income from the tariff of only a 
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a 


le more than a third of Oregon's Income and a fifth of 


o's Washington gets 
ar duties 
Her net 


little 
loss from the tariff is $54,353,000. 


because she raises comparatively 


only $591,000 from the wool and | 
of these 


ucts, 
Population aril income Net tariff loss 
> + € To th . ~ 
State Farm To the To the State Farm 
State | farm 
gton.... 1,357,000 | 283,000 | $591,000 | $216,000 $54,353,000 '$11, 634, 000 
783,000 214,000 1, 50S, 000 302, 000 | 30, 304, 00K &, 648, 000 
432, 000 201,000 2,461,000 |1, 042, 000 15, 2) ux 7, 419, 000 
Total 2, 572,000 698,000 }4, 560,000 1,560,000 | 99,871,000 27,701,000 
Oregon, with about half of Washington’s population and 
rly twice Idaho's, has a tariff income of $1,508,000, or 
y twice Washington's, because she raises so much more 
than Washington. Her net loss from the tariff, however, 


$30,304,000, 
Idaho, lost in the mountains with only 452,900 
more than half of Oregon’s and a third of Washington’s, 
raises much wool and sugar, has a tariff income 
$2,461,000, or nearly twice Oregon's, and nearly three times 
And yet, with this big tariff income and small 


tion, Idaho loses on the tariff, net, is $15,214,000. 


people or a 
ise she 


ington’s. 


Washington loses $94 to $1 of gain. 

Oregon loses $21 to S1 of gain. 

Idaho loses $7 to S1 of gain. 

(he tariff for these States was said to be written with their 
ers in mind, and yet Washington farmers lose from their 
ultural duties S87 to $1 of gain, and lose on the tariff as 


hole $11,634,000, or $41 per capita, man, woman, and child. 
Oregon farmers lose on their products $3 to $1 of gain, and 
e on the tariff as a whole, $8,648,000, or $28 per capita, 
1, Woman, and child. 
farmers from their own schedule 
lose on the tariff as a whole, net, § 


Idaho lose 
n, and they 
1) per capita. 
\ll these agricultural gains are on 
ur-fifths of the wool duty goes to grazers of wild lands and 
to farmers at all, and half the sugar duty goes to sugar 
ories, mostly owned outside the State, instead of all going 
irmers as the innocent public has supposed, 
llere is the secret of the agricultural schedule. It was writ- 
by the big wool grazers and domestic sugar factories for 
he wool and sugar interests which have dominated tariff 
islation for 50 years, bargaining with certain big Eastern 
niunufacturing interests that knew what they wanted and got 
t. The days of Havemeyer are recalled, king of sugar, with 
his heirs still dominant in certain Western sugar factories. 
Llavemeyer told of his widely distributed political contribu 
tions and ealled the tariff “the wet nurse of the trusts.” We 


$1.10 to $1 of 
7.419.000, or 


wool and sugar; and yet 


ecall also the wool tariff, known as “Schedule K,” called 
ndefensible by President Taft, with its beneficiaries forcing 


Chairman Payne, in shame and anxiety, to renew their dis- 
honest Dingley rates in the Payne law. 

The wool and sugar interests have been fortified in almost 
every Congress in 50 years. Even so, the trades that they 
have made with Eastern profiteering manufacturers have, in 
effect, sold out the farmers of their own Western States, in 
the interest of a few big flockmasters and of sugar factories 
owned mostly in the East. 

When a few flockmasters unite with Western sugar fac- 
tories to dicker with Eastern manufacturing interests of vast 
experience and political pull, they do well to come out with 
net annual losses of only $99,871,000 for these three relatively 
small States, Washington, Oregon, and Idaho. The 
big agricultural States is immeasurably more. The loss to 
(merican farmers as a whole is not less than $2,000,000,000. 
The loss to Texas is $175,000,000; to Kansas $66,000,000; to 
lowa approximately $20,000,000. 

‘Ten Western States, with Ohio and Texas, raise three-fifths 
of the domestic wool clip. These States with their large 
populations lose much more from the wool tariff as consumers 
of wool than they gain as producers of wool. 

Of the other 10 States, the combined population of two, 
Arizona and Nevada, is less than that of any of the 17 largest 
cities in the country. Yet these two States have four Mem- 
bers in the United States Senate, and “ The Senate makes the 
tariff.” 

Seven of these States—Idaho, Montana, New Mexico, 
Wyoming, Utah, Arizona, and Nevada—have a combined popu- 


loss to 
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ation of 2.396.000, being less |t n half of New York City, 
ess than Chicago, and a little more than Brooklyn 

These seven States have 14 Senators, seve | of them among 
he greatest flockmasters in America, shouting for wool and 
voting for wool, and probably putting more of the wool duty 
into their own pockets and those of their partners and friends 
than goes to all the farmers of their States There ar hree 
or four Western Senators who see and declare e hurt of it 
all, to their credit. Republican Senators Bokanu of Idaho, 
LA Foruetrre of Wisconsin, and Noxris of Nebraska, voted 


against the law, and all Western Democrats 
If the 16,000,000 wool users in our 17 
equal representation in the Senate with these 


largest cities had 


Western 


New York City would have 33 Senators, Chicago 17, and 11 
other cities from three to ten Senators each Our 12 rges 
cities would have 96 Senators, being exactly the number now 
sitting in that body. Then our 110,000,000 wool users would 
have some influence. They would give reasonable protection 
to wool and no more. 

The story of the sugar tariff is told « vhere and virtually 
duplicates the wool situation. 

Here is the substance and the conclusion of th American 
tariff: Written by wool for wool, by sugar factorie for sugar 
factories, by a few big manufacturers for emselves L in 
collusion, like the Three Musketeers, “all for each and each 
for all,” among themselves, 

The foregoiig statement is without malice or ill will If not 
pleasant the more need of changing, not the picture but the 
facts disclosed, being our way of makin; iriffs, well and 
generally Known and all too commonly approved openly or 
tacitly by good people, even as saloons and houses of 1 tame 
were only 20 years ago. 

Politics is compromise Here is the compromise And 0 
per cent of all farmers, 55 per cent of all manufacturers, in- 
cluding almost all small manufacturers, and all consumers are 
the victims. Honestly and informed protectionists above all 
| others should require a remedy. 

REFORM OF TAXATION ‘THE "ARA ME wT 1 E rut rARIFs $s THE 
ONE BIG BAX 

President Coolidge says: 

To reduce war taxes is to give every home a better chance. Of all 
services which the Congress can render to the country | have no hes 
tation in declaring this one to be paramount. 

The Department of Commerce announces that the cost of 
government for the State of Nebraska for the fiscal vear end 
ing June 50, 1922, was $12,667,948. The net cost of the tariff 
to Nebraska is $81,610,000, or six and one-half times the cost 


| other States. 


of her government. Oregon’s cost of 
its tariff tax is $30,304,000. 
tax is $15,214,000. 
Washington's was $12,667,948; its tariff tax is $54,353,000, 
Colorado’s, $16,269,251, against a tariff tax of about $45,000,000, 
lowa’s, $32,392,946, against a tariff tax of approximately 
000,000. From these figures can be estimated the situation in 
Agricultural States are bled white by the tariff. 
raising much wool and sugar get a partial relief or 
offset because of their tariff incomes on these products. Many 
great manufacturing States tariff benefits, but 
little of these benefits seep through the manufacturers 


government, $28,563,652 ; 


Idaho’s cost, $5,301,926: its tariff 


SU5.- 


States 


cet 
BReL 


enormous 
from 


to the farmers. Everywhere corrections are required. 

The tariff is a tax. It differs from most taxes in being in- 
direct. Three-fourths of tariff taxes go not to the Govern- 
ment but to private tax gatherers in their price advances, 
severely felt, but not seen. The present tariff tax increases 


the cost of living to the American people some $5,000,000,000 
aud accounts for the staggering profits declared by 
its principal beneficiaries, who have drained pockets of 
consumers with small incomes. 


recently 


An honest tariff revision is the paramount issue in tax re- 
form. It is “the greatest service which the Congress can 
render the country.” Our entire war debt of more than 


$20,000,000,000 could thus be paid with relative ease and com- 
fort in a few years, with tion continuing, 
adequate for the maintenance of good wages and high stand 
ards of living. 


rensonable prote 


WHAT THE TARIFF DOES TO TEXAS 


ro THE 


BBING 
SOUTH 


TYPICAL OF WHAT IT DOES 


In wealth, in size, in growth, and service Texas is one of 
the greatest of the American States. 

Within her vast area are 167,984,720 acres. of which 
020,621 acres are in farms and 31,227.508 are improved. 


The value of her farm property is $4,447,420,521. 


114,- 
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The value of her farm lands, not ineluding improvements, 
as °63,206,630, being exceeded only by Iowa, Illl- 
febraska, in the order named 
Her population, in 1850, was 212.592; in 1880, 1,591,749; in 
1910, 3,896,542: and tn 1920, 4,663,228, giving her fifth rank, 
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and fits 55.7 per cent of her crop income, Texas’s only interest 
in the tariff is that it be so considerate of foreign nations, 
without sacrificing domestic interests, as to make international 
trade convenient and foreign consumption of cotton as large 
3s may be, with steady demand and good prices. An exces 
sive tariff, like the present Fordney law, is a hindrance to 
It compels all foreigners to buy the least pos 

their imports from the United States and the n 


i 


‘oreign trade. 

} é ‘ f 
possible from other countries. 

Corn: The corn produced in Texas is used within the State 
as an animal feedstuff. The United States produces about 
3,000,000,000 bushels of corn annually, or three times more 
than all the rest of the world. An average of 40,000,000 bushels 
was exported annually from 1911 to 1920 as corn and corn 
meal. In 1921 our corn exports amounted to about 180,000,000 
In addition to this about 200,000,000 bushels of corn 
were exported as pork and lard, a total of about 380,000,900 
bushels, 

Imports of corn in this perfod averaged about 5,300,000 
bushels per year, or 1 bushel imported to 50 bushels exported 


bushels, 


| and GOO busheis produced. 


The price of corn in the Argentine, where only we could fee! 
competition, is well above the price in New York. This has 
been so in all recent years except for a few months during the 
World War, when ships were unobtainable for the carriage 
of corn in quantity to Europe. In those few months the Ar 
ventine price fell to about 10 cents per bushel below New York. 
Two or three cargoes were then sent to New York, but with 
no appreciable effect on our prices, as all farm and other 
economists agree. Argentina could not, under free trade, send 
corn to the United States without loss. Her exports must 
meet our exports in Europe, thus giving her, in her price, the 
benefit of the cost of ocean carriage to us on our exports. 

Corn should be on the free list for the same reason tht 
Republicans and Democrats alike put shoes and agricultural 
machinery on the free list; it is produced here cheaper than 
elsewhere. Its present “ protection” of 15 cents per bushel 


| deceives only a few farmers. 


‘ eded only by New Y« Pennsylvania, Nlinois, and Ohfo, | 
in the order named. She is growing in population and in 
ealth by leans and bounds 
The cen f 1920 shows 2,277,773 Texans living on farms, 
heing about half of all. There are twice as many farmers in | 
I is ip rt n State, and 600,000 more than in any | 
ot I s+) ~ 
What the tariff does to Texas is a vital question. When the 
Te farmer hears that the present tariff adds $300,000,000 
to the income of American farmers as a whole he is likely to | 
sa) That’s where I come in.” He may be tempted to spend 
un ext dollar 
‘y purpose of this study ts not to certain “ where the | 
: ‘oe ' 
fil r comes in,” but where he comes out on the tariff. 
hese calenlations are from Government sources, compiled by 
experienced and reliable authorities é 
following calculations ure based upon Government sta- 
1 sand approved by coimmpetent and dependable authorities: 
WHAT TIT \ntIFF Dons vo TEXAS 
I’ a _... 4, 663, 228 
Yas a - a ae ey A 
VW é = ee 9, 883 
[Cer l | 
(qricultural avchedule 
Cost of Cos ; ‘ 
Gain to Tariff seaadiite | ‘ = Cost to Cost to 
ab ) 
: few grazers) gainto | “Tex ° ; an © population) population 
™ on wild s few Seon sas inoiiiation| Of Lexas | of United 
f.rn.are | larmers as |populatior we C3 ; 
} jands farmers | consumers! of Texas as a whole | States 
Stccceitl 
Wool .... $2,391, 592 | $597, 897 $3, 986, 102 |$4, 174, 547 $8, 160, 649 ($300, 000, 000 | 
uge - - ’ 4, 555, 546 | 4,770,910 | 9,326,456 216, 000, 000 
} ed > te 683, 332 715, 63¢ 1,398,968 | 30,000,000 | 
lA Z a 297,777 238 15 466, 322 | 10, 000, 000 
I ' i 384. 000 403, 000 787,000 | 53, 000, 000 | 
Total 2,391,592 | 897,897 | 9,836, 757 |10, 302, 638 (20, 139,395 | 609, 000, 000 


: woo! 14,900,748 pounds and mohair 5,084,290 pounds. 


I'arimers as consumers lose ou agricultural schedule__ 


-.. $9, 836, 757 
A few farmers gain (wool and sugar only) -—--~ a 


597, 897 


Loss to farmers on agricultural schedule, net__-__._. 9, 238, 860 
The State as a whole loses on agricultural schedule, net, $17,149,906, 
Farmers lose on their schedule, $16 to $1 of gain 
The State loses on agricultural schedule $7 to $1 of gain. 


Manufacturers’ schedule 
[On the basis of one-half of duties added to prices in certain industries] 








| 


Cost to Cost to . Cost to 
| Cost — 
| farmers as Inonfarming — United 
} consumers | population; ~~ States 
Heavy steel prodncts........... 812,473 | $8,945, 456 '$21, 757, 929 $375, 000, 000 


Light steel products 


9 
777777717 083, 208 | 17) 890, 913 | 34,974,211 
General store merchandise......| 51, 249,893 | 53, 672, 738 |104, 922, 631 } 2, 475, 000, 000 


Igy 

oi 
a 
} 
| 
} 
' 


SWeccennan sighaiaeraiaace | 81, 145, 664 | 80, 509, 107 | 161, 654, 771 | 3, 600, 000, 000 | 


i ; 





Farmers lose, on all schedules, net, $90,384,524, or $160 to $1 of 
gain. 

The State loses, on all schedules, net, $178,804,677, or nearly $60 to 
$1 of gain. 

With a population of 4,668,228, including 2.277.778 farmers, the 
State’s only substantial gain, $2,989,489, goes to 9,883 woolgrowers, 
or 1 resident in 470, including about 2,000 farmers, or 1 farmer in 
1,138. 

Aside from her oil fields and timberlands, which are not 
affected by the tariff—oil is on the free list, while the low 
duties on lumber aimed at Canada, which is too remote from 
‘Texas to affect her—Texas is primarily an agricultural State. 
Her advantages, if any, from a protective tariff must come 
through her agriculture. 

The three principal crops in Texas are cotton, which repre- 
sents 55.7 per cent of the value of all her crops; corn, 13.7 


per cent; and wheat, 7 per cent. These three crops—census, 
1920-——return 76.4 per cent of the value of all Texas crops and 
use 74.6 per cent of her total crop acreage. 

(Cotton: Texas produced in 1919, 2,971,757 bales, on 46 per 
cent of her total crop acreage, yielding $596,437,009. Cotton 


is and always will be on the free list. As respects cotton 


750, 000, 900 | 


Becanse Texas needs all her corn for her own animals, her 
farmers get about one-third more price per bushel than in 
Iowa, Indiana, and Illinois, for instance. Fer the 10-year 
period, 1913-22, Texas farmers got $1 per bushel for their 
corn against an average of 76 cents in these other States. In 
1922 Texas farmers got 83 cents as against 56 cents in Iowa 
and Indiana and 60 cents in Illinois. 

Wheat: The Texas wheat crop in most years is insufficient 
for the consumption within her own borders. 

It is everywhere agreed that the price of American whieat 
is fixed in Liverpool, the central market, where the exports of 
alk countries meet. An exception, however, is to be made 
respecting the premium grades of hard spring wheat raised 
almost exclusively in the Dakotas, Minnesota, and Montana. 

This extra quality hard spring wheat is needed for admix- 
ture with the softer wheat, which we grow in abundance. 
When these Northwestern States have bumper crops they get 
no advantage from the tariff. When they are short, enough 
must be brought in from Canada to make up the deficit, in 
which case these Northwestern States add from half to all 
of the tariff, now 42 cents per bushel, to their prices. Senator 
MeCumber, of North Dakota, chairman of the Senate Finance 
Committee, made this clear in his plea for the tariff on wheat, 
claiming that on the average of the years these Northwestern 
States added about one-half of the tariff to their prices. 

In 1921 Texas raised 20,810,000 bushels of winter wheat, 
or 10 bushels per acre, for which she received $1 per bushel at 
the farm, while North Dakota, for instance, with her higher 
quality and her tariff protection, received only 85 cents per 
bushel. This because Texas raised less wheat than she con- 
sumed while North Dakota depended upon Liverpool as her 
necessary market. In 1922, for their production of 9,992,000 
bushels, Texas farmers got $1.10 per bushel against North 
Dakota’s 92 cents. What good was the 30-cent duty then in 
force to either State? 

Flaxseed: This is grown In the United States only for 
the linseed oil that is extracted from the seed. The duty is 
40 cents per bushel. Oil cake, the residue after the extraction 
of the oil, is on the free list. Oil erushers, however, are given 
a rebate on their oil cake when exported and made from im- 
ported seed. This reduces the 40 cents apparent duty on flax- 
seed to an effective duty of 82 cents only. This effective duty 
gave the few Nebraska farmers who raised a total of 24,000 
bushels of flaxseed in 1921, for which they received $36,000, 
a gross tariff gain of $7,680, provided they got from the emer- 
gency tariff of May 27, 1921, the equivalent of this 32 cents 
of protection. 
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ubstar ily all don { flaxseed is raised in the Da- | P wits: On 3 OF \ | 
\Minnesc , and Moutana their total production being raised tol ~ bi e i Sit 41 
1000 bushels in 1920 and 8,112,000 bushels in 1921, the 340. 
eed duty is of almost no consequence to farmers in other In 1921 the peanut acreage was 195.000 and in 1922. 172.000 
es, except as consumers. | In these years and with a duty [to cen [ ; j ; é 
consumers, farmers pay nearly twice their effective duty | Forduey tariff of 1922 the price was oni ‘a g is in 
ents, or 62.7 cents per gallon on the clear linseed oil | 1919. 
med, this 62.7 cents being the effective duty of the oil The peanut tariff of 3 cents per pound uashelle nd 4 cents 
ers. because of their rebate before mentioned on their ex- | Per pound shelled, like the rice, corn, and whe luties, n 
ed oil cake made from imported seed. tickle imagination and rais ie hope of s ! 
ily 10 per cent of linseed oil is consumed as such. The | the) a n eclat 1 tol prices 
ing 90 per cent is used in the manufacture of linoleum, { Peanuts, desirable ive, are little used um 
ts and varnishes, and like preducts. among the white t Lmerica 
onsumers of these preducts the 62.7 cents duty on oil be- Under the low Underwood or three- of 1 cent 
es upward of $1.25, the inerease from 62.7 cents to $1.25 being | P¢® Pound shelled, and three-fourths of 1 cent per pou 
tion for cost and profit, conservatively figured, taken by | *'"' d elled pe uts averaged In the years 1913-1016, 4 
anufacturers, wholesalers, and retailers of these highly fin- | ©e@tS per pound at the uF In 1022 they averaged 4.2 cer 
products This means a cost of not less than $30,000,000 | Pet boule By how much was thia 4.2 cents price helped t 
e Anterican consumers for the duty on flaxseed or 30 cents | *¢eDt duty Month by month in 1921 and 1922, unde h 
ta. A cost to Texas farmers as a whole of $683,000 | ¢U*'* the | cs wer ver t Lint Spond Ds Monty 
fexas aS a State of $1,400,000, ef pre-wai LOLO-LITG, anal lo : , e 10-year 
(he oil crushers add their duty to their prices is indi- | PEO »& let. In faet, prices in the irket 
he recent conviction of the five principal linseed-oil | MV S80wn Hite ch © up or down In peanu cept In the 
ishers im the Federal courts for illegal price fixing height of the war period, and in the wal 4 of 
Che present duty of 2 cents per pound on milled rice— | JU8UneR6 in 92) from January to Septenbe ‘ vithou 
rice, 1 cent—is one of the little jokes in which some regard to the slight duty then prevailing, peanuts w oan 
us delight. It pleases the farmer; it costs the consumer | '™7ee Gunes bigher than im 1021 and 1922 ud © a8 , 
x: it sweetens high rates on certain manufactured pred- | PFW". : ; 
hat enormously enrich a few. sugar: AS the case i ¥ vol, we import—from Cuba a 
ore the Great War the United States was nominally a reagunih much more than we produce Che ‘ , 
nporter of rice. Great changes have taken place since | 5” eon ae aris) ptt Ba. price pus. U 
Our production has been enormously increased. In the | CUSY Om Cuban ir of 96 per cent Dut ae , 
three years our imports have gradually dwindled to | “©! Per pour VEICH. 8 < cents per pound refine \ 
nothing, while our exports have increased enormously, | Y®"™CeS trem © cenbs pe ound refined sugar in New } 
for the three years, 1919-1921, inclusive, in excess of | 2 “eptember, ly--, when present inw wa muCICe, 66 0 
; : . . , ents in March, 1% show it the « » dut vas added to 
000 bushels per annum, or about one-half of our total 
ion. the price i t great pl ncrea Ss i i i 
: . > . . . ue ( I LLign ion or bo eur ol mother I su i 
I eruge annual preduction for the five years hefore the 
1909-1913, was about 24,000,000. The average nat || "Heed prices almost beyond endurance in was 
" F : — Lhe aur u ( if \ rican people as a W | 1 
uction for the five vears 1918-10 inclusive, was bout ; . : 
10,000 bushels. : a, OF @ Tl nore than $2 per capi It « 
277.773 Tex i $4.500.546, and the 4.663.228 peo; ot 
story of the effectiveness of American highly paid lab , BO) D694 : 
f irhest ly enga red, well directed | d supperted, on th: | sug " neans nothi to Texas except from the cor 
in the fae ory is illustrated im the followir state umer’s standpoint lexas . . sugar-raising St: 
f on rice by Mr. Gray Silver, of the American Farm Bureau ndieated in the statistic of the Federat Department of A 
tion, at its annual convention at Chicago, December | ey) ty An average. however. of about 19.000 farmers each 
922. Said he: year on about 18,000 acres, or less than 1 acre to em 
1 a great manufacturer what his pay roll meant, using h these farmers, raise sugar cane for sirup only The yield in 
eal facilities in comparison with unaided man power. I wanted | STUD runs from 0,000. to 3,000,000 gallons per year. In 
ate the productivity of the American farmer and his machinery aidition, she grows considerable sorghum for sirup 
mparison with the hoe in Europe and. the coolie in Asia, with The sugar tariff is by no means all a loss. Of Its tal 
1e American farmer competes in the expert markets of the | “OS™ Ol $216,519,626, the United States Treasury collects for 
After nearly a year’s time the manufacturer repli the support of the Government $124,451,84 lew g $02,087,77 
Our 10,200 men, with their applied chavies and power 1 is the cost of pretection. Less than half of this $02,087,775 
hinery, do the werk of almost 500,000 men worki g withou coes te the sugar raisers and refiners in e United State a 
uchinery. Qur wage earners are two hundred times cheaper than the balance to our island penidencic Hawaii, Porto Rico 
inaided man. power.” nal the Vhilippines and their refiners Lhe igar tari? is m 
i compet tive value of at plied mechanics on the American il prout to | n ted States we a 6 Luse thé , ma ru —_ 
hown last year. Our production of rice has increased from jugar Peets, which ure the source of t rei part « the 
until last year we had a large exportable surplus. Our goed | SUBIF produced by American farmers, i eal 
ni, Secretary [loover, said to the representatives of his department All are agreed that thet inust eC a ! , a 
lifferent parts of the world: a question of how mt where s ! ising shall 
‘Find the buyer f this surplus rice; we have 180,000 tons.” coura ced lt costs ent more ver pound to 
And where do you suppose the market was found? In rice land—in ugar beets in the ¢ States. Ohio, Michigan. and Wis 
and China. They sold it at our domestic price plus the cost. of | COMS!N, Than In he Mountain States, and from ot t 
it there. They proved that American farmers, with our stand | cent more (sometimes 2 « ts more) in Louisiana : 
nd. our ideals and our applied mechanics, can compete with the | “‘ ul States ilthough Louisiana SiS alt Ls 
of Japan and Chi That was the difference between ‘ low as n the Cent : Sta ’ . 
can. farmer, with his skill, ability, and ingenuit and tl ov [f an extra one-half ee is added to the tariff for the sake 
worked with the b f Louisiana, the cost the Ameriean publi 54,000,000, 
f wl i Louisiz f only 2 DOO,000 Ll « ensive way 
American farmers are substantially manufacturers The f t $2,500,000 to Louisiana, w averages only 
xluce mostly by machinery. American energy, skill, and m 25,000,000 pe \ ) | rel n } e $54,000,000, 
inery, whether on the farm or in the factory, need less pro or t i ha “ Port Rico, Hawaii, and the |} 
tection than some would have us believe who tell of the low | pines, utterly wit need so ras the concer } rt 
vages of ill-conditioned foreign labor. emaind Oo to ern bee y Sta that | v isk i 
Other cereals: As in the case with cern and wheat, the minor o need of it 
cereals—oats, kafir and milo, barley, rye, and so forth—are Louisiana, because of her early frosts, ents uch ¢ ! 
roduced for consumption within the State. sugar cane before maturity. ‘his cane makes molass yu 
Soya beans: These are grown in Texas only as feed for cattle | not sugar. Louisiana can make molasses and some sugar in 





oy oOo 


on abeut 1,000 acres out of her 31,227,503 acres of improved 
inds. The present duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound is of 
iM 


consequence, 





favored regions with no tariff. 
Likewise, the Central States 
pound more sugar duty 


nine al ut 1 cent 


that reg 
Mountain and P 


than the 
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States, con as well raise other crops, and should not be 
humored beyond the public need with sugar duties. 

fhe Mountain and Pacific States charge 1 cent per pound 
more for their product than the Atlantic States, except for 
mcusional surplus shipments into eastern territory. This dif- 
ference in price is because of the “natural protection ” of dis- 
tance and transportation charges from the Eastern States 
into western territory. When as now the tariff is 2 cents on 
refined sugar, the effective protection in the Mountain and 
Pacitie States is 3 cents, while these States grow sugar beets 
cheaper than other States 

Will the United States at vast expense promote the grow- 
ing of sugar in States little adapted thereto, or will it by a 
duty of about 1 per cent, or one-half the present rate, save the 
consuming public $18,000,000 annually and grow sugar only 
where conditions are favorable? 

Sugar is called “pure energy.” The American people are 
the greatest consumers of sugar in the world. It is a necessary 
food. It does not impoverish the land. It is entirely elaborated 
from the carbon in the air and the water in the soil through 
the tion of the sun. Tor the later processes of growth sugar 
heets need dry, clear, sunny weather, not too hot. Irrigation, 
therefore, is especially desirable, as in California, Colorado, 
ind other dry mountain regions. The uncertain weather in 
Wiseonsin, Michigan, and Ohio, sometimes with much “rainfall 
at the wrong time, makes their beets run to large size with 
little sugar content. A grower in these States does not know 
at the beginning of the season whether, under any fair duty, 
his beets will pay as well as his other crops 

Wool: It is ngreed everywhere that every cent of the tariff on 

omer] es to the farmer, except as possible the wool buyer in 
his bargaining may secure an inconsiderable part of it. 

It ix also agreed by the Research Bureau of the American | 
form Bureau Federation, an organization of 1,000,000 or more 
irmners, the United States Tariff Commission, and other au- 
thorities that the present tariff on wool of 31 cents per scoured 


pound is equivalent to about 12.7 
net Americ woolgrowers about 
Aum increases by fair and proper additions for 


cents per grease pound, and 
837,500,000, Also that this 


anu 7 
the cost of doing 


business and profits of wool buyers, spinners, weavers, clothing 
manufacturers, wholesalers and retailer to $91,000,000, or 
86.6 per cent per capita, being the cost of the wool tariff to 
Amerteab consumers, 

The shrinkage on Texas wool is 65 per cent, however, and 


makes the effective protection to woolgrowers 10.85 cents per 
grease pound, or $1,616,738 the the 1919 yield of 
14 MO00.748 pounds 


on basis of 


In addition, Texas receives from the wool tariff, on the basis | 
of 1919 production of mohair (5,084,920 pounds). $1,051,022. The 
shrinkage on Texas mohair averages about one-third, resulting 
in on effective protection per grease pound of 20.67 cents. This 
gives Texas a gross profit from the present wool tariff of | 
$2,667,758. Offsetting this gain is the loss to 2,277,773 farmers | 


as 


onsumers of 86.6 cents each, 
nonfarming population, 


or $1,972,638 
2.3885,455 persons, 


The loss to her 


at 83.6 cents each, 





$2.168.581. The loss to the State as a whole is $4,142,264, 
fgninst a gross gain of $2,667,753 
That the present wool tariff of about SO per cent is very 


profitable to such Texas farmers as raise wool in large quan- 


tities is clear. How profitable is it to Texas as a whole? 
Sheep are raised by only 7 per cent of the farmers of the 
United States, and less than 1 per cent of the farmers raise | 
sheep in commercial quantities. 

Is this profit to Texas woolgrowers well distributed, or does | 
it go to a few big flockmasters only, who use poor grazing | 
lands, good for little else? 

This question is not asked in the spirit of free trade. Ameri- 
cans are committed to protection. The only question is one 
of fair protection as against exploitation. It is widely held 
that the wool tariff might well be reduced by one-half. Certainly 


many manufacturing schedules should be so reduced. Can Texas 


afford to get an unreasonable wool duty and in return give 
excessive duties to manufacturers? Or should the consumer 
everywhere, and the substantial equities, prevail? Further 


analysis will show. 


Cattle: With 6,156,715 head, Texas has a third more caftle 
than Iowa, and twice as many us any other State. 
Our tariff on cattle was a direct affront to Canada, that 


exports some 200,000 head of range cattle annually. 
Our Northwestern farmers need these Canadian feeder- 
The United States as a whole 


cattle. 
requires 4,500,000 feeders annu- 


nily. Canadian feeder-cattle should carry to Europe the corn 
and other feed of our Northwest. By the sudden imposition of 
our Fordney ties Canada was left without a market. Last 


is | 








winter a traveler in the Canadian cattle country counted 
cattle and horses standing up, frozen to death, in a distance 
150 miles on one side of his train. How many more were |) 
down or were on the other side of the train and in the 
reaches beyond sight? This when beef was high in our cit 
and corn in our Northwest was selling at from 26 to 31 ce 
per bushel. 

The just wrath of Canadians will not be overcome in m») 
years. Their purchases from us were reduced by $400,000... 
in one year, not from anger only but mostly because we wo 
not accept, on fair terms, of such of their commodities as \ 
could well use in payment for our goods. 

We make a mockery of our boast that our unguarded Ca), 
dian boundary line is imaginary only. We fortified it wi: 
worse than guns, with a tariff of distress and ill will that ex 
us never a benefit. 

Canada errs in attributing this action to the American peo): 
She apparently thinks that our public rules in tariff matter 
She does not realize that the Fordney law was enacted by a fe 
overpowerful manufacturers, who betrayed the principle « 
protection, fooled the people, and disregarded the better jud 
ment of many manufacturers who wanted lower duties on thy 


own and other manufactures. 

Lending American farm organizations are now urging a \ 
peal of our duty on cattle. 

Dairy products: Representatives of the dairy interests ar 


reported to have made a bad blunder. In the spirit of hor, 
traders they asked for twice the duties they wanted. if certsi 
of their own number are to be believed. They expected oppos 
tion and an agreement that would lower their own tariff 

mands one-half and many other duties likewise: but the repr: 
sentatives of the manufacturers granted the dairymen’s reques 
in full so quickly that the latter could not retract or explain 
The manufacturers know that duties on butter and milk mea: 
nothing, except near the Canadian border, while duties 
manufactures mean billions of dollars. Canadian dairymet 
especially in Toronto, were almost mortally hurt. A few poo: 
babies and other people in New England and New York Stat: 
have less milk, cream, and butter, Others must pay a bit mor: 
And Canada finds the richest nation on earth and its 105,000,000 
people, unintentionally but apparently with willful premedita 


on 


tion, mean to its next best customer in the world. 

Pork and lard: As we are the world’s largest exporter tl 
tariff does not affect their prices. 

Lemons: Next to wheat, sugar, wool, and tobacco, lemois 
yield the largest single tariff profit to agriculture. They are 


taxed 2 cents per pound. Texas raises none. She needs them as 
food because of her climate. A thousand times more are lemons 
needed by the 350.000 dwellers in the “dark rooms” of New 
York City tenements, each with from two to five occupants 
with no natural light, and only such ventilation as one room 
ean get from another through an opening 3 by 4 feet. Hal! 
the tax now in force might be justified. The present tax raise 
the prices and the incomes from certain lands in California and 
Florida, and keeps the poor from this disease-fending comfort 
The lemon tariff costs Texas farmers $227,777, and the State 
as a whole $466,322. Agricultural authorities say that lemon- 
can compete under a decidedly low tariff because our product 
is so superior in appearance, size, packing, and extract pe 
lemon that only the poor will use the imported article at an) 
where near the same price. Also the efficiency of our methods 
of cultivation, with improved farm machinery, makes our cost 
little more per dozen preduced than the product of the poorer 
paid, inefticient Mediterranean peasant with his hoe. 

Oranges: These and other citrus fruits are not affected bh) 
the tariff. We probably produce them. with the help of our 
machines, as cheaply as any nation per dozen and weight 
Oranges are freely exported. Importations are negligible and 
of inferior quality. 

Tobacco: The following statement of the research department 
of the American Farm Bureau Federation in its Weekly News 
Letter of January 11, 1923, is conservative: 


The export and manufacturing types of tobacco, constituting the bulk 
of the crop, are not subject to tariff influences. Cigar leaf can be but 
slightly affected because the import cigar tobaccos are of a different 
quality and not truly competitive. Connecticut wrappers are probably 
increased substantially in price by the $2.10 duty on Sumatra leaf with 
which they come in competition. How much the increase may be there 
ix no way of determining. As what is believed to be a reasonable guess, 
based on general considerations of rates of duty, production, and price 
quotations, the probable benefit to producers is placed at $10,000,000 
As the duty on some 85,000,000 pounds of Cuban Sumatra and Turk 


ish tobaceos imported annually is undoubtedly added to the selling 
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‘ | in vendent studies | competent authorities 
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s i t at the beg ng of this artick 
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| + mal cturing is devoted to the general upkeep 
ension « present facilities and to the preparation 
aods ; for consumption, far and near. Phe tariff 
» direct relation to Texas industries except as it i! 
the prices of the steel and ether semimanufactured 
‘ by ‘Te manufacturers in their preducts and 
nereases their own selling prices 
the £.663,228 inhabitants of Texas only 130,911, or 1 in 
re engaged in manu g, w?luding proprietors and 
i employees; and 107,5 wage eurners, bel l wag 
‘ Th ' on 
principal manufacturing industries, ranked by vilue « 
s (census 1919) are, in the order named, petroleum 
siaughtering and meat packing, cottonseed oil and 
flour and grist mill products, and lumber 
hese, petroleum products are on the free list and the 
are exported freely, the export price determining the 
‘ her manufacturing industries. in the order named 
ie production and repair « ears and other railwa 
it, foundry and machine shop products for local con- 
brend and other bake products, printing and 
g of newspapers and pericidica shipbuilding, 
food preparations not eisewhere specified, cotton 
confectionery and tice cream, and so forth, 
stantially all these things are munufactured on the spot 
numediate use The distance of Vexas from any possible 
1 consumption gives her a “natural protection” that is 
ment, 
nuracture « cheap cotton goods in Texas employs 
jo persons. rhe raw cotton is immediately at hand 
e United States Turiff Board declared, upon exhaustive 
stigation, in 1912, cheap and coarse cottons are produced 
e United States at less cost than elsewhere. We export 
n great quantities. Labor is especially cheap in south 
tton mills. A few southern mills have produced only for 
o favorably are they circu tanced. 
onseed oil and vegetable oils: Texas as the greatest pre 
cottonseed oil gains nothing from the present duties 
‘ign oils and fats. Accurate records of world prices re¢ 
during the first year of this tariff the price of cotton 
protected” market at Dallas, Tex., has sold 
derably lower average price than in the “ unprot t 
ets of Great Britain. 


fhe United States produces more oils and fats than any other 
and must 
nd fats in Eurepe, and hence the Huropean market estab- 
price in the American market 
the tremendous American surplus of cottonseed cake 
menl is experted to Europe and sold at international prices. 
present tariff almost destroyed Texa hi 
for cottonseed oil, has depressed the HPuropean 
cottonseed eake and meal, and largely reduced the quantity 
abroad. 
rhe duties on foreign vegetable oils were included merely to 
* the excessive protection machine and catch the farmers’ 
vr penalizing duties on thousands of manufactured arti- 
which Texas citizens must purchase. 
e cde research the American Farm Bureau 
ederation has ated and found that the present tariff 
‘in protecting the producer of cottonseed or lard, 
hough growers of flaxseed will be benefited * * *. On ac- 
count of our peculiar position in the world’s trade little can be 
cecomplished by a protective tariff as a measure of relief.” 
Brick and tile, terra-cotta, and fire-clay products employ 1,663 
wage earners. Some of these products are overprotected The 
makers thereof were recently convicted for making “ arbitrary 
and price fixing. 
Knowing this, also knowing that our exports in recent years 
averaged 140 times more than our imports, ¢ 
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Competition controls their selling prices as it dees in agri 


ture 


Competition is the “ protector” of the consumer By elin 
nating foreign coninetition by duties beyond the vir reenis 
ments of domest production, the tariff becomes in fact the 
mother of trusts.” It offers temptations for lawhreaki: mad 
price fixing beyond the resistance of many men. 

It is strange for Congress to make price fixing criminal and 


also in the present tariff to make price fixing profitable beyond 
the dreams of our forefathers. 

Shortly before their consolidations the makers of heavy 
products sold bar steel as low as 80 eents per hundre 


After the lations they held bar steel steady for 


steel 
is. 
at 


consolic years 
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$1.60 per lund pounds. The United States price was the 
] ean | plus the United States dut and sometimes | 
plu lIxo the freight from Europe to Ne York. 

\t the same time our makers were exporting largely in open 
competition with Murone, 

| ry pavs the eel duty in 1 agricultural {mple- | 
! ilthough the latter re ol l iree st 

I ewise in his automobiles and other steel pr rnducts that do 
nol ld their own duties » prices 

(otmnpelit inufucturers of implements, automobiles, soap, 

rh fin re, apd so forth, are intermediate consumers.” 
hi y pay i ri costs on their purcliases and pass these 
cosis on to their customers without adding their own duties. 
Ih rom the restriction of their sales because of their | 
high Linge j es due to their high costs, and from the general 
al ru ind a ke of high prices 

rarmers can plan and hope, but they can not add a dollar 
except on wool, sugar, flaxseed, and spring wheat, and on 
minor and relatively inconsequential commodities like temons 
and odds and ends 

shia STEEI Phopt 

On other metal products, stamped ware, sewing machines, 
machinery of all serts, hardware, washing machines, ete., Con- | 
gress invites the manufacturers to add $790,000,000 to their 
prices, to cost consumers at retail $1,580,000, 000 

Only insanity would let manufacturers go so far Prices 
were high, however, under the former tariff and have, on the 


whole, advanced rapidly since. It is fair to estimate that an 
addition of one-half of this vast total, or $750,000,000, may be | 
added above the cost of such merchandise abroad, being $17,- 
OS38.20S to the farmers of Texas and $34,974,211 to Texas as a 
whole 
GENERAL STORE MERCHANDISE 

An analysis of 20 industries making the merchandise that 
fills our retail stores—-cottons, woolens, aluminum wares, 
gloves, hosiery, glassware, chinaware, and so forth—shows a 
tarif? permit for price raising of over $5,000,000,000 above the 


prices of imported articles. 

Makers of some of these have already added the entire tariff 
advance Book 1, Fair Tariff League. Assuming that one- 
haif of the total will be added, or $2,475,000,000, to these and 
other like articles, we have a not improbable tariff tax of $30 
per capita or $150 per family of five. This is a loss on general 
merchandise to the farmers of 


sec 


store 


and 
the 


A fair balance sheet of Texas and Texas farmers’ gain 
from the Fordney tariff shown in the table at 
beginning of this article. 

Certain manufacturers fought by every means fair and foul 
for the duties they got and with the opposition of many other 
manufacturers who saw the need of nroderation and wanted 
lower rates on their own and other products. 


loss is 


Texas of $51,249,893 and | 


if the over-protected manufacturers were bot going to use 
these duties, why did they fight for them? 
THE PRESIDENT AND THA TARIFF 
If they dare claim that they will add less than one-half of | 


their duties to their prices, then let them petition the President | 
to lower their duties by the other half as he is given power to | 
do under certain conditions under the flexible provisions of | 


section 815. Then will the public believe that tariff 


fought for and tricked are really not to be used 


ROBBERY UNDER FORMS OF LAW 


To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property 
of the citizen and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals 
to aid private enterprise and build up private fortunes is none the less 


rates | 


robbery, because it is done under the forms of law and is called taxa- 


tion (Supreme Court of the United States; Marshall case.) 


THE SOUTH AND THE TARIFF 


The South is overwhelmingly agricultural and must continue 


to be far into the future, because the world must have her cot- | 


tons and tobacco at the South’s own prices so long as these 
articles are used and her early vegetables, fruits, and other 
crops, 


Following Texas In size of farm population, the Southern 
States—Georgia, North Carolina, Alabama, Kentucky, and Ten- 
nessee—have a total farm population of 7,100,000 persons, an 
average of 1,420,000 each. 

The two border States, Missour! and Oklahoma, have each 
upward of 1,000,000 farmers. 

Of the Northern States only Ohio 
€1,098,262 


(1,139,329) 
) have upward of a million farmers, 


and Illinois 








a 


Only four Southern States—Louisiana, West Virginia, Plor 
ind Marviand—have less than a million farmers euch. 

A few manufacturers in the Southern States—Maryland 
cepted—guin searcely a dollars directly from the protective tar 
except Texas and some others on wool, Louisiana on s) 
Mlorida on lemons, and the Birmingham district on steel 
iron, owned mostly in the North. 

With these exceptions the South Is to-day on a strictly 
trade basis as respects production and sales, It sells in the lo 
est market in the world, the export market, and buys its m 
factured supplies in the highest-priced market in the warld 


inv 


Northern States 
It favors reasonable protection—which it usually calls “ ta 
for revenue, with incidental protection "—justitied by the 


derlying facts of production here and abroad. Such protectio 
maintains American standards of living and the high consum»y 
tion standards of our manufacturing States. 

The total tariff losses of the five Southern States—Alabamin 
Georgia, Kentucky, and North Carolina—are approximately fo 
times those of Texas, huge as that of Texas is. 

No Southern States gets half of the direct gain from the tar 
that Texas does, because Texas’s gain is virtually all on fy 
18,000,000 pounds of wool annually, which is more than thi 
times the total wool clip—4,900,000 pounds—of these other fi 
next lurgest States. 

Some Southern States, notably North Carolina, manufactu 
large amounts of cotton goods, but these are the cheaper 
coarser grades, made upon automatic looms, at less cost of pre 
duction than anywhere else in the world per yard produced 
These cottons are exported freely at the same prices charge 
domestic consumers—clear evidence that they are not affecte 


4d 


by the tariff. 

In all this the interest of the South {ts one with an eve 
greater number of agricultural States in the North, in th» 
Mississippi Basin, the mountain regions, and even of Maine 
New Hampshire, and Vermont for the most part. 

Agriculture generally is now the victim of the tariff from 
iny fair standpoint. 

The above tables are startling. No reasonable alteration- 
therein will materially change the underlying facts. The cus 


of exploitary and excessive tariff rates 
upon American life and prosperity. 
portionate part of this burden. 
are unduly burdened, 

Great numbers of manufacturers are burdened, being su! 
stantially all southern manufacturers and more than half o 
the northern manufacturers, being those “intermediate con 
sumers who purchased their semimanufactured materials 
from a relatively few overpowerful producers who can anid 
do add their excessive duties, all or in great part, to thei 
prices. 

This situation 
should be 


are a great burden 
The South bears a dispro 
Agricultural States elsewhere 


is coming to be generally understood an/ 


“orrected immediately. 


THE TROUBLE WITH AGRICULTORA 


Statement of the Seeretary of Agriculture, Mr. Wallace, In New York 
Times, August 21, 1923] 

The ruinously price of wheat is not a new agricultural disease 
It is just one more acute symptom of the general trouble from whic! 
agriculture is suffering. The disease itself is the distorted relationshi) 
between prices of farm products and prices of other commodities. This 
is not a new It has been pointed out from time to tinm 
for the last two and one-half years. 

The farmer could get along fairly well with present prices of wha 
he has to sell if prices of what he must buy were down accordingly 
But prices on other things remain high. That is what hurts. 

When all is said and done the fundamental fact remains to be dea! 
with. Agriculture and industry and commerce must be brought into 
nrore nearly normal relationship, and until this is done these 
agricultural troubles will develop one after another 


low 


diagnosis. 


cu 


The present tariff lowers farm prices by injuring expo: 
trade. It raises all other priees and living costs by preventing 
competition on a reasonable basis from abroad. 


THE FARMERS’ 68-CENT DOLLAR 

After more than two years of so-called readjustment the only man 
in the country to-day who is compelled to produce at a pre-war return 
and buy at prices near the war-time peak is the farmer. While the 
farmer to-day is compelled to take less than the cost of production 
for his wheat and for other of his products, his dollar stil} is th: 
68-cent dollar. That is all it will buy of other men's goods. It 
terrible disadvantage. (Capper’s Weekly.) 


is « 


Senator Carrer, of Kansas, is chairman of the Senate faru 
bloe 








MEKICAN AGR LYURB AND THE TARIFF 
\ com n and contrast All tarif? schedules in 
cluded) 
air Tariff League is absolutely protectionist Its en 
eed, constitution, by-laws, and effort is covered by these 
ds 
\ ] tariff lequate t t excessively prot g 
1 indu y and 1 r, low gw the st of living, onsiderat 
} ] on in worl ffairs 
purpose of a democracy is the upbuilding of the mass of 
zeuship. This means, among other things, high wages, 
ill that that implies in comfort, education, and character 
rticle costs SO cents to produce abroad and $1 here, and 
ference in cost is due to the sweating and degradation 
veign labor, we will tax that article upon its entry into | 


ountry, not the difference in cost of 20 cents, but 25 cents 
ood measure. Otherwise we would have to stop its pro 
n here or debase our labor, which we absolutely will not 


Che sin is in giving 60 cents at public 
and 


expense, where 20 
where none 


is enough, or 50 cents, steel glass, 


eded 
tain American industries need for all their products, and 


as on 


s for part of their products, relatively high duties. Others 
| low duties or none. Witness shoes and agricultural im 
nents, Which are put on the free list by both parties. 
Some commodities are produced here as cheaply as any 


e in the world, in enormous volume, by low-cost methods 
the marvel the world. Some these are helped 
duties even though they can not a penny those 
their Such our markets 
occasional countries temporarily 


of { 
] 
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ire ‘ 
acd of 


duties stabilize 


~ to prices 
enting 
«(1 or overstocked 


these and 


by 


imports from de 


other reasons, substantially all Americans 
tariff duties. The only organized free-trade group in this 
vy has than 400 members out 27,000,000 voters 
As neerns the tariff, the supreme fact is that beth political 
support it. They levy their import duties on iden- 
ly the same products, and both profess to cover the differ 
e in costs of production here and abroad. It is immaterial 

me party says this is done for purposes of “ revenue with 
lental protection ” 
diuetion which may exist in consequence of the higher rate 

ives prevailing in this country,” and the other party says 
tariff is “ for the protection of American labor and industry.” 
If any informed man says that any party in this country 
free trade, it seems impossible not to believe that he de 
erately falsifies for ulterior purposes. <A free-trade 
uld tax only tea, coffee, hemp, rubber, and things not made 
e; things that both parties invariably put on the free list. 
\merica so completely believes in protection that the very 
ength of that belief has worked incalculable injury to the 
The public has rested on the belief without realizing 
the value of protection, like the moral code, in the 


less of 


OS 


is 


mesty and wisdom of its application. Principles are rules | 
onduct, It is the conduct that counts. Dishonest pro- 
tion picks too many pockets. 

Gur farmers were told that high duties would better their 


rtunes comparably with those of our great manufacturers 
se excessive tariff profits amaze the world, like one steel 
poration that recently reported three months’ profits of 

1.000.000, 

Farmers were given duties on pork, lard, cattle, barley, eggs, 


bacco, and fresh vegetables—duties about as valuable as 
unterfeit dollars. 
rhe following table shows how they benefited from their 


wh duties in 10 typical States. 
\ farmer in any other State can see how he and his State 
re affected by studying the States that are most like his: 


Farmers on their own schedules 











Gain Lose Net loss Net gain 
| 

a - —__—_ —-- |— etn ngiowtecee 
WO. ncn eine he Rees ae oe | $621, 000 | $5, 239, 000 | $4, 618.000 |..._......_. 
Minnesota...... 6,313,000 | 5, 133, 000 |... ._. $1, 180, 000 
k Se Sa eo 240,000 | 3,770,000 | 3,530,000 |... 
ORINII a eT as 2, 396, 000 | 3, 107, 000 | Tene Lt haeds 
Colored abo it Gi Sk ad 3, 967,000 | 1,669,000 |....... 2, 298, 000 
Utah... ate eh tata atta mtah ele | 2, 457, 000 879, 000 |.......- 1, 578, 000 
1,042,000 | 1, 128, 000 ita 
216,000 | 1,507,000 | 1,291,000 |............ 
302,000 | 1, 138, 000 | eee 
598,000 | 9,837,000 | 9, 239,000 |............ 
WON cs sctnnsancstaces 18, 152, 000 | 33, 407,000 | 20,311, 000 5, 054, 000 


— | j | 
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“ample to cover any increased cost of | 


tariff | 


LOS39 


Wool, flaxseed, and hard 





sugar, spring W it are the on 
farm products upon which the tariff ; a sufficient p 
raising eflect to be measured in m ey i le a j 
direct Way. Consequently a surprisingly £ t of the tur 
benefits to these 10 States go to the suru na ol g vers oO 
the 5 less populous States—Colorado, Uta \W 
total of 1,921,000 these States get S7.466.4 \ 
or nearly half the tariff gain of all i ‘ 
Against this $7,466,000 of gain their farme 
sumers of wool and food products 83,676,000 ‘ 
as a whole, as shown in the second tal thie i ’ , ) 
and the States as a whole lose $75,533,000 i ( t ! 
ers were baited with $7,466,000, so that tle Ss LOSE 
£8,000 and their States lose $75,533,000. . 
The following table shows how our farmers and farm 
were deceived. In return f irm duties 
|} on the things that farmers sell, they were induced to acquik 
in rates ou manufactures tha CACEMSLV lt st l 
of most things that farmers buy the latte il beuritie he 
relation to honest protection and often ne to Governmen 
revenue, lor many of them ike steel, glass uminum, and 
silks of the kind we make—the duties } tilly prohibit im 
ports, and theretlore revenue to the Governumen 
Ten States 4 comparison a itrast ill hed i? ! 
Fa 
| Popula Farm pop rt 
tion ' ‘ 
j I t 
lowa aa ‘ 2, 404, 021 4,8 $621. 000 | $40. 581, 000 | $87, 786, 000 
Minnesota ao 2 38 2 54 6 , 000 l, } 2, 237, OOO 
Kansa 7 1 769, 2°7 6 ”) 40 OO) ” 774. 000 7 72 000 
Nebraska . 1, 206, 372 4.172 2, 306, 000 +7, 508, 000 1, 730, 000 
Colorado 939, 629 2 2 +, 067, OUD 12, 50, O00 #4, 380, 000 
Utah 449, 306 140, 249 2,4 100 19. 00 15, 939, 000 
Idaho $32, 000 1 000 1, 042, 000 419. 000 ] 114, 000 
W ashington 1, 357, 000 283, 000 16, 242 11, 624, 000 1, 644, GOO 
Oregon " 78.4, 000 214. OOO { 8, 645, OOO ), S04, 000 
Texas... 4,663,228 | 2,277, 77 17, OOM 6 ) ( 107, 000 
Total 16, 481,000 | 6,540. 000 18, 152, 000 10s, OOO 66, 622, OOO 
These 10 States have a population of 16,481,000, or one 





seventh of the population of the United States. They include 
6,540,000 farmers, or one-fifth of our total farm population 

The farmers in these States as producers gain from the 
tariff $18,152,000. They lose, net, as consumers, of products of 
all sorts, including manufactures, $270,498,000, They lose, net, 
$15 to $1 of gain—$41 for each man, woman, and child, or 
$200 per family. 

The people of these States, as a whole, lose $666,622,000 
They lose, net, $31 to $1 of gain—$44 for each man, woman 
and child, or $220 for every family 

The losses differ greatly in different States, as shown by the 
following table: 

Proportion of tariff loss to gain 
State Farmers |ose Phe State lo 
ea SS $47 to $1 of gait $140 to $1 x 
Minnesota ee “ $5 to $1 of gain $14 to $1 of gain 
Kansa — sae eatin $118 to $1 of gain $300 to $1 of gain 
Nebraska $17 to $1 of gain $35 to $1 of gain 


$2.50 to $1 of gain 
$2.50 to $i of gain 


$12 to $1 of gain 
$5.50 to $1 of gain 


Colorado. 
Utah 





Washington $54 to $1 of gain $4 to $1 of gain 
Siivdhdedadecuinbded $30 to $1 of gain $21 to $1 of gain 
| j $& to $1 of gain $7 to $1 of gain 
Ee tinkannntadiibetians $267 to $1 of gain $65 to $1 of gain 


Minnesota farmers because of their large production of 





hard northern wheat and their considerable production of 
flaxseed gain $6,313,000, against which as consumers of wool 
and food products they lose $5,133,000. On the tariff as a 
whole they lose $31,567,000. The State as a whole loses 
$13,650,000 on the agricultural schedule, and on the tariff as 
a whole, $92,250,000. Minnesota, Colorado, Utah, and Idaho, 
with a population, all told, of only 4,308,000 persons, get 
$13,779,000 of tariff benefits. while the other six States, 
with 12,173,000 population, get only $4,373,000. 

These four States get $3.25 per capital from their agri 
eultural duties. The six more populous States get 26 cents 
per capita. Is it not clear that the agricultural duties were 


written by wool and sugar interests for wool and sugar inter- 
ests and for the northern wheat States in their distress? 
The tariff was said to be written with all American farmers 


in mind, We here see that the agricultural schedule was in 








10840 





] 


|; ence, 


fuct written by the woo) and sugar interests for the wool 

ir interests; with. the present wheat duty made by 
8} 1 proclamation of the President in March, 1024, in 
nmr wation of calamitous tua tie in the Central North- 
west, where alone it is considerably effective. 

Phy olitically dominant wool interests are not farmers at 
all, but live in e towns and cities and grow their wool in 
i I n and desert land ml for nothing else, while | 
the domin nterest is: tl lomestic sugar factories, 
which unfairly ket half the sugar duties, and have little 
or Oo}! } { i from sugar-beet g wers. 

i ‘ gar interests have dominated tariff legisla- 
tien for > ve bargaining with certain big eastern manu- 
fs ; thar knew what they wanted and got it. 
The f Havemeyer are recalled, king of sugar, with his 
hve | dor n certain western sugar factories. Llave- 
I ld of bis widely distributed politieal contributions and 
eal he tariff “the wet nurse of the trusts: We recall alse 
the ool tariff known as “ Schedule kK,” lled indefensible by 
Presiek faft, with its beneficiaries forcing Chairman Payne, 
i! mn veel xiety, to renew their dishomest Dingley rates 
n ft Pa ! law 

hve sugar interests have been fortified in almost 
every Congress in 50) years. Kxven so, the trades that they 
ha " wi eastt profiteering manufacturers have, in 
e! ; | ut the farmers of their own Western State In 
he interest of a few big. floekmasters and of-sugar factories 
owned mostly in the Ka 

\\ la fe flockmasters unite with western sugar fac- 
toric to dick with eastern manufacturing interests of vast 
experience and political pull, they well to come out with 
net annual losses of only $99,871,000 for these three rela- 
tively small States: Washington, Oregon, and Idaho; a loss 
to Utah farmers of $3,541,000, and to the State of Utah. of 
$15,272,000; to Colorado farmers of $9,934,000; and to the 
State of Colorado, $44,380,000. 

These States make the greatest per capita gain from the 
tariff of any farm States, but in the end they are large losers 
after all 

With the States like Iewa, Kansas, Washington, and even 
Nebriuska, with her considerable sucur crop, the tariff situation 
is past describing. The tariff bleeds them white with almost | 
no offsetting advantage. Iowa loses net each year $87,786,000; | 
Kansas, 392,237,000; Washington, $54,353,000; and Nebraska, 
STV. 730.000, 

Iowa’ farmers lose $67 to $1 of gain, and the State loses 
$140 to St of gain. Kansas farmers lose $118 to $1. of gain, 
and the State loses $500 to $1 of gain Nebraska farmers, 
despite their sugar beets, lose $17 to $1 of gain, while: the 
Stute loses S85 to $1 of gain. Oregon is like Nebraska: Wash- 
in I i Worse } 

hes is typical of the Southern States. We have credited 
! fart with $598,000 of benefit from the wool tariff not 
because there are any sheep of consequence upon Texas farms 
but be Useé wish to give her the largest credit possible, and 
some Of her farmers in remote sections raise alfalfa, as they 
de in some other sheep States, And other feed used by sheep 
rnuisers in time of drought or of. winter storms. They even get 
an incidental advantage from the wool duty. Even with this 
credit Texas, partly because she is the fifth’ most’ populous 
Stute in America, and therefore a large congymer, loses..$175,- 
107,000 net on the tariff, 

‘Ten Western States, with Ohio and Texas, raise three-fifths 
of the domestic wool clip. These States with their large popu- 
lations lose much more from the wool tariff as consumers of 


woot than they gaim as producers of wool. 

other 10 States, the combined population of two, 
Ari and Nevada, is less than that of amy of the 17 largest 
cities in the country. Yet these two States have four Members 
in the United States Senate, and “the Senate makes the 
tariff.”’ 

Seven of these States—Idaho, Montana, New Mexico,, Wyo- 
ming, Utah, Arizona, and Neyada—have a. combined population 
of 2,396,000, being less-than half of New York. City, ,less»than 
Chicago, and a little more than Brooklyn. 


Of t 


he 


ona 


these 7 States have 14 Senators, several. of them among 
the greatest flockmasters: in. America, shouting for wool. and 


voting for. wool, and probably putting more of the woel duty 
into their own pockets and those of their. partners-and: friends 
than goes. to all the farmers of their States, There are three 
or four western Senators who see and. deelare the hurt of: it 
all, to their credit. Republican Senators. Boras, of Idahe; La 
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FoLLetre, of Wiseonsin; and Norris, of Nebraska, voted a; 
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the law, and all western Democrats. 


If the 16,000,000 wool 
representation in 


users'in our 17 largest cities had « 
the Senate with 


these Western States, ‘ 


York, City, would have 33 Senators, Chicago 17, and 11 ot! 


cities from 8 to 10 Senators e 


have 96 Senators, being ¢ 


body. rt 


more. 


The story of the sugar tariff is told elsewhere and virtn: 


duplicates: the wool situation. 

Liere substanee and 
tariff. 
factories, by a 


1s the 


ich. 
xactly the number now 
en our 110,000,000 wool users would have some 
They would give reasonable protection to wool and 


Our cities. wo 


sitting in 


12 largest 


the: conelusion of the Ame 
Written by wool for wool, by sugar factories for su 
few big manufacturers 


for themselves—s|! 


collusion, like the three musketeers, “ all for each and each 
| all,” among. themselves. 


The 
not 


C Yr r ; r 
Loregzoing 


statement. is. without 
pleasant, the more need of changing 


or ill will 
the pieture 


malice 
not 


the facets disclosed, being owr way of making tariffs, well 


generally known, and. all 
by 


were only 20: years! ago. 
Politics. is: compromise. 


4} 
tacitly 


cluding 


the Honest and 


vietims. 


too commonly 
good people, even as saloons 


Here is: the compromise. 
per cent of all farmers, 55 per 


approved openly « 
and houses of ill fai 


And 90 
cent of all manufacturers, i: 


almost all small manufacturers, and all consumers, ar 
informed protectionists, 
others, should require a remedy, 


above 


GENERAL COMMITTEP OF TITE FAIR TARIFF LEAGUB 
J. F. Reed, president Minnesoia J. J. Hollister, California Fa 
Farm Bureau lederation. Bureau Federation. 

Jesse Isidor Straus, R. H. Macy & William Kent, formerly Unit 
Co. (lne.). States. Tariff Commissioner 
Gray Silver, American Farm Bu- N. I. Stone, statistician, ‘Tar 

reau Federation. Board, 1912-1914 


W. L. Saunders, IngersoH-Rand Co. 

>. G. Holloway, president Jas. 8. 
Kirk & Oo. 

A. B.. Farquhar, 
Chamber of 
United States 

Charles A, Lyman, 
‘aA 

William H. Johnston, president In- 
ternational, Association of Ma- 
chinists. 

John F. McNamee, Brotherhood. of 
Locomotive Firemen. and. Mngi- 
neers. 

William Goldman, Cohen, Goldman 
& Co. 


_ 


president 

of the 

America, 
Washington, 


vice 
Commerce 


of 


John. A.. Simpson, president Okla- 
homa, Farmers’ Union. 
John Morris, master Colorado 


State, Grange. 

J. A. Freeman, president 
Farmers’ Union 

Mary Axcher, Reading, P.. 

Julian Heath, president Na- 
tional Housewives League. 

Mrs. Franklin D. Roosevelt. 

Mrs. Eleanore B. Johnson, Zanes- 
ville; Ohio. 

Mrs. Fred J. Sisson, district leader 


Illinois 


New York State League of 
Women Voters. 
Ralph Snyder, president Kansas 


Farmers’ Union, 

George McKerrow, president Wis- 
consin Farm Bureau Fedération. 

E. B. Cornwall, president Vermont 
Parm Burean Federation 

Basit M. Manty, director People’s 
Legislative Service, 

Milo. Reno, president Iowa Farm- 
ers’ Union. 

J: C. Webb, president Texas»Farm- 
ers’ Union. 

Cc. J. Osborne, president Farmers’ 
Union of Nebraska. 

H. W, Ackhoff, Chicago: 

W. S. Hill, president South. Dakota 
Farm Bureau Federation, 


H, Ainsworth, president. Williau 

White &Co. 

P. Noonan, president: Interna 
tional Brotherhood of Eleetrix 
Workers, 

E. H. Fita-Gerald, grand presicd 
Brotherhood Railway and. S 
ship Clerks, 

TL. Mart Smith, W. R. Graee & 

W. H. Wajker; formerly vice pre 

dent. American Farm, Burs 

Iederation, 

B. Shipley, New York Cit 

M. Jewell, president Rai 
Employees’ Departments. 
Ephraim Kaufman, 
ment Workers: of America. 

X.. Kilduff, former ppesi:: 
National Retail Dry Goods 
ciation. 

Walter R. Kirk, Chicago, 1. 

Alfred G.. Kahn, president 
state Cottonseed Crushers 
ciation. 

Cc. Rogers Brown, Bureau of Kay 
Materials. 

A. E. Burkhardt, former. preside 


J. 


¥F. 
B. 


United Gar 


F. 


int 
As 


National Association. of Reta 
Chothiers. 
J. M. Anderson, president Equi 


Cooperative Exehange. 

John R. Howard, former presi: 
American Farm Bureau Feds 
tion. 

Mrs. H. Wy Cliteney, Chicago, 11} 

Fred Brenckman, secretary Jenn 
sylvania State Grange, 

Dr. George lL. Sands; president Ar- 
kansas Farmers’ Union. 

WwW. W. Kineaid, president Spirelia 
Co. 

John R. Commons, economist. 

Wi Jett. Lauek, economist. 

A. D. Cross; seeretary Washington 
Farmers’ Union. 

H) EF. Miles, former. chairman 
tional Tariff Commissien 
ciation. 
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TION AND THE MIRACLE OF AMERICAN PrROPDUCTION—THe BURDEN 
EXCESSIVE PROTECTION ($3,000,000,000)—Hicn DUTIBS AND NO 
[teEVENUB—FAEMER AND WAGE EARNER DEFRAUDED 
AN ARGUMENT PRESENTED BY THE FAIR TARIFF LEAGUS 
(2 Rector Street, New York City) 

Purpose: A just tariff, adequately but not excessively prot ng 
A rican industry and labor, lowering the cost of living, considerat ; 
‘ hanged position in world affairs 

Che league consists of representatives of 2,500,000 farmers and 

rs, manufacturers, leading women, merchants, and others 
opposes the misuse of protection at the behest of great and seldsh 
“ts It desires the cooperation of all who are so minded 
TARIFF PROTECTION—-HONEST OR DISHONEST 
inalyses of 42 industries in this leaflet and of 30 others else 
\ e presented were made in 1921-22 during the Fordney tariff legis 
n, in the belief that national prosperity and public morals require 
American voters and lawmakers inform themselves regarding 
tariffs and the theory of protection to American industries 
e analyses are based upon the findings of many experts, includ 
me of the best in the Government service The tabulations of 
tion and wages were made by the Bureau of the Census, some of 
for the first time and upon request of the Fair Tariff League 
more essential facts were printed in heavy type, to be gleaned in 
ment by the overbusy reader 
ng the long controversy over the present Fordney tariff law these 
‘s were widely used and seldom disputed. They disclose the mo 
nethods, and results of tariff making in the United States now 
ra generation past. 
analyses are here prefaced by general consideration for thos: 
ha not studied the tariff 
FREE TRADE NOT AN ISSUE 
is no organized group of practical consequence promoting 
in the United States 
i principal or only organized free-trade group in the United 
in 1921, when the tariff issue was at fever heat, consisted of 
rsons, of whom 354 paid dues of $1 each and 37 paid $5 each 
in a population of 110,000,000, casting 27,000,000 votes in 1920 
I these 391 persons win over a considerable part of the 27,000,000 
we can leave free trade to philosophers Until then we should 
ge the judgment or the integrity of politicians who use free 
is a bugaboo for vote getting 
United States is committed to the elevation of the average 
n through good wages, good living, and whatever else conduces 
{ ~s end, including protection. It will take no chance on overturning 
licy approved from the beginning of our Government's existence 
on July 4, 1789, as its first legislative act, it adopted a protectiy 
political parties shun free trade utterly Both assess duties 
identically the same articles and make these duties equal to or 


r than “ the difference in the cost of production here and abroad,” 
is the definition of protection in the Republican platform of 1908, 
he only definition anywhere accepted 


x t the Democrats say that theirs is a tariff for revenue only is 
iterial In fact, the only competitive articles upon which a tariff 
evyenue can be levied are those that cost less abroad than here, for 

hose articles can pay a tax and enter our markets. A tariff for 

nue will bring its best return when its rates equal “ the difference 

j ists of production here and abroad,” this being the definition of 
protection 

rates in the table on page 12 show how the Democratic Party 

es its principles. Its rates there shown average one and one-half 

mes the wages in the industries. They exceed the difference in costs 

here and abroad, sometimes manyfold. The Fordney rates average two 

d one-half times the wages. They add to protection, graft and ex- 

ploitation. In truth, the Fordney rates are neither fairly protective 


nor Republican. 
Republicans. 
The 


Dictated by profiteers, they are repudiated by millions 


tariffs of both parties protect labor and both raise prices. Alex- 
der Hamilton, the father of protection, in the discussion preceding 
idoption of the protective policy, made this clear. Said he of pro 

1 tion: 
“ Duties of this nature evidently amount to a virtual bounty on 
the domestic fabrics, since, by enhancing the charges on foreign 


irticles, they enable the national manufacturers to undersell all 

their foreign competitors. * * * Indeed, all the duties imposed 

on imported articles, though with an exclusive view to revenue, 

the effect in contemplation, and, except where they fall on 
raw materials, wear a beneficent aspect toward the manufacturers 
of the country.” 

As between the political parties, it is only a question of the adequacy 

the respective rates. 

A free-trade tariff would tax only tea, coffee, and other articles not 

produced here or so different in design or quality as to be virtually non 

competitive. This method only would give us free trade in competing 


have 


ol 





RECORD—ILOUSE 











products and bring us to the | And th 
products, Democrats 1 Republicans i ft list 

If the United States er ser | id ‘ 

| after a thorough trial of he s i ! ind 1 ‘ 

| further strengthening of ou ternat l who op 
xcessive rates believe that in mode: » fa ’ h yn 
f our tariff problems for ger itions 

Wh voters realize that the issue i rt le 
ut p ion, honest r dishon t } i 

nti tilly applied and ft pu ud w t 
rroblems Legislation wil eaner 

riig PRINCI 1 yr 
ih r iple of prot n is I eq 

} merchandise as should be produces 1 the f ted Stat \ 
produ l abroad at ver cost ft} } ! ‘ istoma 
} tax or duty upon competing imports ring th gn “ vd 
| tion plus the duty up ir cost 
| if an artichk osts SO ce s to prod rbroa is! » , 
| benefit of the doubt to be given « rou ould b 

ents orth \ low d ! ‘ nanuta irers 
| t rf j . nad i his 5 31 i i i x 

ind stan ] l ig il lemoral 

rh 20-cel i “Ses this am l 8 » th whole 

ilet r ] if he kind vheth ud er ) yroad 
ibove pp vil } I ! I -v t 
goes to t lomesti u ifa I I ything he | luce and to 
i Lrovernn ht mpo } 

As the tax t part of th ) t vhol I 1 retail rld to 
this their usual per i es ) ses and fits I loub 
the 20 cents, making it 40 nts to the msum it ta It 
trebled and quadrupled on mat ti such 5 lorn r h 
ind aS women buy fr ly 

Disinterested inpetent 3 1 ; ro t y 

} service say that thes y t i 4 ar i le m arti ; 

aring high duties and subject to changing fanctes I se appa t 
‘xcessive increases give the importe yn) yne-third and r 
yne-half of his selling price as gr margin, which th say is on 3 

} Sary, as th st and risk of handling this merchandise are great 

Whether w gree with them or not Con 43 t t promo 

} such high retail prices | xcessive duties 

EXCESSIVE DUTIES A RDEN UPON AME "AN F 

| When this 20 cents is p pon an article that costs no mo fo pro 

luce abroad than here, or duties more than cover th liference in 

cost, none n imported iless the American unufactuver raise 

|} his price above the foreign price by the total ount of the duty 

When as in hundreds of ies in the Fordney law and many in the 

| Underwood the tax Is om 30 per cent to 50 per cent on things costing 

| the same, and often in the Vordney law from 60 per cent to 80 p 
cent with no such difference in costs, and these amounts are doubled 
trebled, and quadrupled at retail, the tariff makes living costs as r 

} spects such articles, sometimes common necessities, twice as high as 

honest protection justifies 

This is a burden upon living and upon production It artificall 
raises all costs, including wages [t limits international trade and th 
profits therefrom by making our costs unreasonable It demoralizes 
legislation and weakens the foundations of society, because such rates 

| are not honest They breed radicalism 1 purblind protest again 
misgovernment Our radicals are brought into office by our aggres 
sive McLEANS and Fordneys and our complacent Loposs. 
DO MANUFACTURERS ADD THE DUTY TO TH®BIR PRICES? 
The question whether domestic manufacturers add the duty to their 
prices is answered by the other question Can they? If they are 
| operating under severe cempetition, they can not and do not When 
however, Congress provides that nothing competitive shall enter this 
country until domestic prices are greater than foreign prices by the 
| amount of the duty, almost inevitably, being in business for profit, 
manufacturers join io pri agreements, or by winks and nods beyond 
the cognizance of the law restrict or eliminate competition As showa 


the add from three-fourths to 


make 
tariff 


they 


enough 


analyse 
not 


in 
tenths 


if 


‘companying s nine 


the duty, but to 


get 


| importations generally 
| They thus enormous profits their 
and and the Government with almost revenue 
because little is imported, and that little is mostly novelties in design 


profitable. for wh use 


disbursements leave no 


or quality, differing enough from domestic products to bring higher 


prices. 
10 


comparative list of 75 chemicals, weeks after the enactment 


of the Fordney law, showed that all but one bad added all or most of 
the Fordney rate increases to their prices 

Indian Head cotton sheeting bad advanced 224 per nt, and Fruit 

of the Loom muslin 125 per cent, both famous brands in common use 

Cheap sateens for women’s wear and for men’s sleeve linings had 

advanced nearly one-half. Cottons generally have advanced trom 

} 20 per cent to 25 per cent Advances in raw ytton I d to 


1 about one-fifth of these advances, the rest was 

















We har ‘ that Hamilte and h associntes knew that duties 

‘ Sa Heury Clay in 1833, “In general it may be 

t le iat the duty upon an article forms a portion of its 

in Jehn Sherman, in 1869, a great protectionist Secretary 

Creasa ‘ a general rule the duties upen imports operate 

{ 1 n the consume And now Chairman Ferdney says, 

1 put or for the purpose of bringing the foreign 

It e] pm to « v Said Chairman McCumber, in plead- 

rT f » aut oO heat for his State, “We want higher prices. 

Wher . f ' rihern wheat is short we add all the duty 

{ ir} er is abundant we add half the duty.” 

It that the duty on wheat helps other than the farm 

eT n the who 1 hard wheat in fact, growers of soft 

. or tT t of the duty, fer thes ust mix hard wheat with 
7? r t 

! T Cor oY “Whenever at article that is manu 

imported in ar ne'"erable quantity, 

¢ 4) tari? is to make tl r f the domestic prod 

t tt 1 articl equal be foreign price plus 

. : ' { ! ¢ rts. wearing 

‘ le ets ! ind ich other 

s { } hat } } relat low 

t 7 I t of mie se ¥ nported 

ent i ! ! l s nd 

or he 

\y i ) ({ 7s ge textile ‘ l 

nat ‘ ne and 

‘ Lh s é ] t 
t i tl 9 h $10¢ n 

t g $97 ) 0 

‘ ve t i ‘ naly ow 

i e 20 produ wel old by ir producers f 
i l ( ‘ Dp ut iil appro ately or 
$3 0,000,000 1920 the ¢ ernin coll d in revenue on the 

cent bmports $176 )O4 21, $154,000,000, 

< ye f yn th i 4 st consumption 

lex od t 

It ! ’ | l ey rat 1 cor 

he good than [ 

, ‘ ’ ' 10 ner cent. or $2.000.000,000 more than 

were scientific and | ‘ Indeed, many prices 

1 from 10 7 cent to 20 per cet in the two months imme 

! l f A I r the F \ ind all yj es ar 
r 

W to ely liated makers of | products will do 
¥ 1,000,000 of | etion i I Fordney tariff is indi- 
‘ elsew here Atter their con lidath 1 1890-1892, these steel 
! led all of the Ding ind Payne tariffs to their prices, and 

here \ pre in importing, so the G« rnment got relatively 
thing Du g those years and subsequ y they produced below 
Kuropean costs, and « ted freely in « with the world 

Vt publ has questioned how a taril ngs the Government 
a total of only $350,000.000 can cost cone rs) -95,000,000,000 or 
mor These pag should make it clear 

Domestic competition used to keep prices dow: In competition was 
the « r’s protection With competition weakened or gone, he bas 
no protection, except in the scientifie and hone pplication of tariff 
rates the lowest point consistent with adequate pretection, 

I} Fair Tariff League is not associated with parties. It is directed 
by Rey hicans and Demoerats, by representatives of milkiens of farm- 
ers and wage earners, by manufacturers, merchants, representative 
women, and others. It strives fer moderate protection, honest and 
free from protiteering 
A COMPARISOD WAG! VALUP OF PRODUCT, AND HORSEPOWER USED PER 

OPERATIVE 

Machinery and buildings, fuel, and the incidental expenses of pro 
duction, though costly, cover such great quantities of product during 
the period of their use that when they cost mere here than abroad, 
the difference is so Hitthe when applied to the yard or pourd of output, 
that it ts often almost impossible to estimate it. 

Our raw 1 ! s are more abundant, more easily worked, and con- 
veniently ated than those of any other country. Wages, therefore, 
constitute the essential difference in costs here and abread. Their rela- 
tion to the t iff must be understood. 

A comparison of English and American governmental statistics shows 
that the average American wage earner produces from two to three 
times more output in money value than the English wage earner, and 
uses from two to three times more horsepower. In the manufacture 
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of boots and shoes, five times more horsepower and three times 1 
output in money value; in cotten goods, one-half more horsepowe: 
one-half more value; in cutlery and edge tools, five times more } 
power and twice the value; in 
firearms and ammunition, and twice 
two three times the value In silks, and one 
horsepower and two and one-half times more in value. 

At double the daily wage, American laber would therefore be ch: 
than the English in these industries and other of like character. 
are now about 60 per cent higher. 


lor 


gloves, hosiery, paints and varnis} 


soap, the horsepower 


hird 


and f 


or one times m 


American labor, supported and directed by American genius for 
vention and organization, is the cheapest labor in the werld in the 
duction of many of the common requirements of mankind 

This is not a new situation. William M. Evarts, Secretary of § 
and a in his report of May 17, 1878, on the stat 
labor in Europe, said, ‘‘ The average American workman performs f 
one and one-half to twice as much work in 
European workman.” In he 





protectionist, 


a given time as the aver: 
proof quoted at length from « 
reports, 

In 1883 Charles 8. Hill, protectionist, statistician of the Departn 
of State, reported to the Tariff Commission of that time that 
manufactures amounted to $8,000,000,000, made by 5,250,000 work». 
while Kngiand’s was $4,000,000,000, made by 5,140,000 workmen. 8 
he: “ Here the positive proof that American mechanics 

accemplish double the result of the same 
sh are, therefore, very justly paid 
wages.” 

] 


ua 


is 


the au 
number 
donb! 


in 
exactly 


They 


gate 
Brit mechanics 
Kelly, 
and 
pound of nails 


in 1899, 
Ameri 


said that an English nail maker got 37 
$4.50 per day, but the of la 
in England and one-half cent in the U: 


his was favorably quoted by the high-protectionist Amer 


per day an an cost 


was 3 cents 


ctionists, however, did not advertise the other fact t 


nail makers supplied a large part of Wng! 
and at so much less than their home prices that their 1 
ht in England and shipped back here at a saving of a 
under domestic prices, 


for many years our 
demands, 


were bou 


When we were free-trade colonies under Pneland’s control our 
were h higher than Enelish wages as they are to-day. A 
Smith gave wage rates in 1773 so showing. 


Hamilton 
advocated 


as 


and Clay from the birth of our country until 1842 1 
protection for the of high That »dur 
were higher than foreign wages before we adopted protection wa 
sidered by Hamilton one of the diffi 
difficulty howeve - he, “is diminished 
which can be of machinery; and so far 
may be a consequence of the 
ness ft is no obstacle 
afford to pay the price 

Ciood accord 
We n 


can 


sake wages. w 


as of that day TT) 
proportion 
the dearness of 1!:! 
reatness of profits in any branch of 
to success. The undertaker [manufacturer] 
” How apt is this statement to-day? 

with religion. Like honesty, they 
eed protection, moderate, but not excessive, merely to keep Ar 


they have always be far above Furoy 


ulties 
in 


as 


said to ft! 


made 


wages 


g wd 


wages where en the 


4 
seater 


Our manufacturers of shoes and of agricultural implements pay 
in the world in their industries. Their labor fs 
the world, because it produces more for dollar 
received than any other labor. For this reason these thing 
the free list both Republican and Democrats, without v 


the principles of protection, 





highest wages 


heapest in each 


wages 
pu 


tion 





on 
of 


by 


If either party ever gives them, say, 25 per cent duty, it will count 
nothing unless the manufacturers, now selling at compet 
prices, add the duty by price agreements or consolidations, I 
increase their profits by tens of millions of dollars 
the Government would begin to get revenue from importatio: 
This would duplicate experiences in heavy steel products, glucose, fil 
wood window and most trust products 


closely 


would 
and 


e annua 


screws glass, cast-iron pipe, 


’ 


THE MIRACLE OF AMBRICAN PRODUCTION 


About two-thirds of the 6,000,000.000 yards of cotten goods rm 
in the United States, being print cloths and coarser fabrics, 
the free list with our 
from 32 per cent to 45 per cent duties. 

A woman or young girl runs from 25 to 80 looms, 
yards of these cheap cottons per week, for $14 in the North and $1 
in the South. She gets these wages not because she is in the U1 
States but because she weaves more yards for this money than 
other worker in the world. 


shoul 


on shoes, because costs inimum. 


are m 
now carry 


weaving 


India has well-equipped cotton mills, with cotton growing at t! 
doors. She cotton-mill workers an average of $1 per W 
She sends to the United States for denims and drills hecause our $ 
worker makes them per yard than her $1.25 
epinners often run twice as wany looms as the English. 


or 
J 


pays 


cheaper worker 0 
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> cotton mille eould have pald higher wages. They have alwar 
lowest possible 1 to-day pay less than is paid In any other 
y in the United States of like character, says the Nationa) In 
1 Conference Board, a representative body of cotton and other 
facture 
tton lis forced upon Congres# great Increases in tariff 
18 per cent to 830 per cent on goods costing less here th 
and averaging 40 per cent on all woven fabrics, with 86 per 
, laces and em! lideries This, when searcely a plece of cott 
tailing under 40 nts per vrard was imported under the lower 
wood t f and $78,574,000 of cotton goods were exported h 
! itional prices. 
4 rican opera e Pur from 25 to 30 antomatte knitting ma 
l 0 ( tton socks d » for 2 nts per dozen 
She gets 35 per day because she knits more for $3 than the 
worker The knit-goods men ery out against the $38 without 
z of the 2 cents According to census of 1919 they give 174 
h ge earners out of each doliar of product. They ex- 
} $61,373,000 in 1920, against imports of $5,677,000, these im 
nostly novelties, like English golf hose and silk stockings with | 
; running up to $100 a pair. They forced Congress to replace 
nderwood duty of 37 per cent, with rates averaging 664 per 
wing nearly three times the percentage of their product that they 
» labor. The Fordney duty is from 40 cents to 50 cents per dozen 
f cheap socks costing a total of 26 cents to make from the raw 


1 they need this additional profit? One mill was making at the 
100 per cent per annum during the last six months of the Un- | 
ilaw. The Phenix Hosiery Co., beginning in 1800 with $75,000, 
‘reased its capital wholly from earnings, and made $1,407,972 

20. In the last nine months of the Underwood law it made 

O55 Its net profit in -1922 was $1,925,400 above interest | 
depreciation, and taxes. All knitting companies were prosper- 


ler the lower duties. 
operative feeds an endless coil of wire into a bolt machine that 
the finished bolt, cut to length, threaded, and headed so fast as 
ur the vision. In 1921 we exported $4,885,000 against imports of 
On this basis, if the manufacturers add the duty—and who 
that they will—they will get out of the tariff $500,000, and 


(Government will collect $5,500 in revenue on imports. Consumers 


pay at retail twice this tarif? allowance or $1,000,000, without 
ition. Was Congress thinking of their constituents in levying 
x? 

tv 


eight per cent of all the table cutlery made in the United States 
years, 


three 


1919-1921, was exported because no country could 
The common bread knife, with fluted edge and 9-inch 
is exported the world over for 64 cents. There is about 3 


» it cheaper. 


cents 


or in it. Congress makes the duty 114 cents, or four times the 
American wage cost, and twice the factory selling price. So of 


ry shears. 


\ 


single machine makes 50,400 glass pint bottles in a day of 24 
with no labor except to keep it oiled. Of 1-dram bottles it makes 
per minute. Congress makes the duty 50 per cent. A hundred 
igo, when they were blown by mouth, the duty was 10 per cent. 
‘hinist running three machines makes a spark plug for an auto- 
every 6 seconds, 600 per hour, with two diameters inside and 
shapes outside. He gets 50 cents an hour in the East and up to 
in the West. What is the wage cost per plug? Duty 40 per 
the material, the overhead, the wage, and the forcigner's 
to be doubled, possibly quadrupled, at retail. Is it right? 
ese are typical examples, paralleled on every hand. Machines are 
than human. With exhaustless energy they neither think nor 
and therefore are free from error. They make the 8-hour day pos- 
as against the 14-hour day of long ago. Automatic and other 
hines make labor to-day so small a part of production costs as to 
ire only about half the duties of 40 to 60 years ago. The public, 
the profiteer, should get the benefit. 
\ tariff putting these necessaries where they should be will lower the 
: of living and of production and satisfy the public with fair rates 
irticles costing more abroad than here. Our farmers will be en- 
l, for they now produce too expensively in an artificial market, 
ned with false costs and false prices, gnd sell in the low, unpro- 
ynpeting markets of the world. 
fairer chance. 


ts 


on 


+. 


They are in distress for want 


CONGRESS AND THB COURTS 
e United States 


courts recently condemned to jail for criminally 
ing “arbitrary 


and excessive prices” the makers of the terra- 


ta tiles for farmers’ drains, for city sewers, and hollow walls in fire 


af 


buildings. The makers of cast-iron pipe are under court tndict- 


nt for similar practices, and the makers of sanitary ware and of 


I 


_~ 


dow glass. 


hese trusts produce at the lowest costs in the world. 
ly. 


They export 
Imports were negligible under the lower Underwood tariff. The 
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7S Tari? < misst ' 
ey have pothing to fear from ‘ lid he on 
| list with 1 farm } 
fit Protection so requ! 
Congress disregarded the f g 
vited >» til 1 terra 4 
14,000,000; sanitaz vare, $ OV ) l 
| nadow ¢ $7,0004 ) I se 
| ' ' uve 
ig em if 1 as y 
rhe a terra cotta was r i ( 
j ry war rom 20 per cent to 40 ‘ n 
” t to 2<U0 I eT ni nd ‘ i Ww A / 1 » I ya tt ~ 
Lhe t that t 8 i it { l ; 
» th I es vs what t Ww h I 8 if 
wey ¢ i the hew i 3, ers W y asl COle ‘ 1 of > 
0) OM If the | tity S . ’ S 3 
ears 1919-1921, G t $ ) 
i t t t i ; i | vhere 
n th t 
Cone tre t { like 
8 zg ( I 1 
wage I t g - J n 
r t food 1 in the world 8 ( a0 
; ~ 1 1 t iff f ) irs I ex rts eraged $10,000 
| OOO f e | € ; 3 against $4,000 av ge imports. It is 
now invited by Congress to add all it dares of 60 per cent tariff 
bounty to its competing dvomeslic prices above ts export prices m 
the basis of the last three years it will get all it dares add of t ft 
iilions of dollars of privately collected bounty i the G rb it 
will collect on imports $2,000 per year. Last ear it collected 75 
cents on total imports of $5. 
LABOR DEFRAUDED BY EXCESSIVE RATES 
The analyses previously mentioned of 29 Industries (p. TS-—83, 
and described in another pamphlet), producing the general merchandise 
that fills our stores and sold im 1919 at factory prices for $15,000 
| 000.000 and retailing for about $30,000,000,000, shows that these 
|} products cost consumers at the rate of $40 per capita in 1914 and 
| two and one-half times more, or $194 per capita, in 1919. Money wages 
were higher in the latter year, yet in 1914 labor got 18.4 cents in 
these industries out of each dollar produced and only 16 cents out 
of each dollar produced in 1919. 
In cotton, silk, and wovlen mills labor gets 16 cents out of each 
dollar of the product. If the factory raises wages 20 per cent, labor 
| gets an additional 3 cents, or 20 per cent on its 16 cents of each dol- 
lar produced, If the factory raises its prices 20 per cent at the 
| 


same time, the factory gets 20 cents more on each dollar of product, 
or nearly seven times more than it The 
ing man ig poorer after paying for industries 
than be wag before the raise Such general prices 
to advance. Anyone, on salary or peopl interest from 
investments, who any increase is 
This recent 


increases labor 


in 


to 
plies 
increases 


labor 
his sur those 
cause 
living 
in 
years, 


e on 
does 


has 


not get 
happened in 


income 
and will 


altowether 
a loser. 


again. 


now happen 

Our wage earners acquiesce in and sometimes actively support bigh 
tariff rates to their employers not the facts and 
are afraid te run fed up on acare 


stories. 


Although hinery, by replacing laber, has lowered th 
centage going to wages our tariff rates have risen instead of 
In 1860 the average tariff on all manufactures was 24 per 
the wage was 25 per cent, or equal to the duty 
manufactures average 34 per cent, 


because they 


the risk of lower rates. 


have 
They are 


ma 


ent, and 


In 1870 duties on 
or one-third more than the average 


wage, which was 23 per cent. In 1880 the duty was 46 per cent, or 
double the average wage, which was 22 per cent Now, in the 
Fordney law, as shown below, they are often seyeral times the total 
wage in the industry. 

This is contrary to the advice and prediction of Henry Clay, the 
apostle of protection from 1810 to 1842, who, in 18335, expressed the 


opinion of bis day, saying: 


“The theory of protection supposes, too, that after a certain 


time the protected arts will have acquired such strength and 
perfection as will enable them subsequently unaided to stand up 
against foreign competition.” 
Said Clay in 1540: 
“If the protective policy were entirely to cease in 1842, it would 
have existed 26 years from 1816, or 18 from 1824—quite as long 


as, at either of these periods, its friends supposed might be neces- 
sary.” 


The following table illustrates the relation of wages to tariff rates 
in important industries in the recent Democratie Underwood law, anid 


in the Republican Fordney law: 
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WAGES AND THE TARIFF 
What labor gets from each dollar of product and the corresponding 
tariff rates 
| Under- Fordney 
. wood 
Wage per tariff tariff 
Product dollar of | caraeaiall on each 
| product a oo dollar 
s ' 7 
imported mported 
_— ae anensiahapiaimelde — 
Cents Cents Cents 
Cotton manufactur 163 34 42 
Ik manufacture 3 Sie _ 154 42h | 57 
Woolenr ire 15¢ | 32 68 
Hosie li 3 37 | 67 
Glassware 0, | 3 384 
Gh ‘ 6 50 
t il " 1/3 45 
( 39° $1. 82 
nped ware 24 40 
Lf leather 17 50 
Bi 5] yy 
(| wore 41 69 
I ts and I ‘ 28 
hoe 7 Free 
\g alti pleme Free 
machit 44 15 
‘ t-iron pipe 14.8 20 
ql bottle af 39 60 
Oilcloth and linoleun it} 324 | ah 
Carpets and rug 194 45 49 
Kigchty-two vears have passed since Clay's predictions Labor has | 
gotten less and less-of the product The Government, which 10 years 
ago got a third of its revenues from the tariff, now gets only a tenth, | 
while manufacturers get in money half as much again as five years 
ago, because the same rate as five years ago gives 50 per cent more 
money return, the prices upon which the duties are levied being 50 
per cent to 70 per cent higher They get many times more than in 
Clay's day from rates which they have learned how to use to the limit. 


It 
bette 


behooves 
related that earn their profits with 
least help from special taxation that can reasonably be given them ; 
that the tariff shall not the total American wage rates 
the difference in the wage ind other costs here and abroad. 


wae 
to wages and manufacturers 
the 

also 


but 


measure 
cost 
LABOR 


A 
and 


USUALLY LESS THAN ONE-HALF THE TOTAL COST OF THE PRODUCT 


things were made by hand without machinery 
there was reason in the old phrase, ‘“‘ Everything is 
To-day the experience of many authorities indi- 


cates that manufactured articles generally are not nrore than half labor. 


century ago, when 


steam power, 


9S per cent labor.” 


Usually in each industry by itself the proportion of labor runs from 
one-tenth to one-fifth of the factory selling price. To this wage is 


to be added the labor in preparing é@elsewhere the materials that con- 
stitute the material of the factory These cruder 
materials, however, are usually produced as cheaply or more cheaply 


raw in question. 
here than elsewhere, 


For wages 


ov 
27 


instance, in shoe factories are about per cent of the 
factory selling price. To this is to be added 10 per cent for tanning 
the leather and other small additions for the in the fuel and 
other accessories, making the total from the hide on the steer’s back 
to the finished shoe less than 50 per cent of the factory selling price. 
\ few silks and cottons are 80 per cent material it comes to the 


mill, 10 per cent wages, and 10 per cent overhead. . 


wages 


as 


FARMERS AND THE FORDNBY LAW 


The depression of our agriculture in colonial days and the difficulty 
of exporting its products because of the high tariffs on them in foreign 
countries was principal reason for the adoption of our first pro 
tective tariff. To-day our farm prices are depressed by Our own ex- 
cessive tariffs that keep out foreign imports that would pay for our 
farm exports 

Said Hamilton in 1791: “ The restrictive regulations which, in for- 
eign markets, abridge the vent of the increasing surplus of our agri- 
cultural produce serve to beget an earnest desire that a more extensive 
demand for that surplus may be created at home.” 

In and to about 1842 England, our principal 
market, either refused to receive or assessed almost prohibitive duties 
on imports of breadstuffs. Thousands upon thousands of natives in 
Jamaica, one of her colonies in the West Indies, starved to death with 
near-by wheat forbidden to them. The people of England were 
underfed. Not till after the population of Ireland was decimated by 
starvation from the successive failures of its potato crop did England 
admit foodstuffs upon payment of nominal duties, and that in 1849. 
Other countries were as inhospitable as England. 

Said Henry Clay, in 1810, of our breadstuffs: 
have scarcely any foreign demand.” 

To-day the world wants all that we can spare from our farms. 
To-day—December, 1922—France is again eating war bread, with its 
admixture of potato flour and its diminished nutriment, because we 


those days down 


our 


“For the latter we 


earners and the public to require that the tariff is | 





| production of 
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have so restricted 
foodstuffs. 


Meantime our farmers must sell abroad their wheat and other prod 
ucts at prices below costs of production, and on such a basis of pri 
compromise with the hungry foreigners as compels their unwilline 
purchase and their payment by means not easily foreseen. Eve 
purchase makes more impossible their payment of already existing go 
ernniental and private debts to us, aggregating some $18,000,000.00 

Our farmers sell one-third of their wheat crop abroad, getting fro; 
85 cents to $1 per bushel for it at the farm. If they could buy their 
necessaries in Europe, where they seli their products, they would ¢ 
the present domestic equivalent of $1.25 per bushel, if our Governme: 
did not tax the returning purchases an average of 45 cents on ea 
dollar's worth. 


her importations that she can not pay for <¢ 


As it is, the farmer brings his measly dollar home and finds it wort 
80 cents or less at his nearest store. AH because bis representatives.‘ 
the recent congressional farm bloc, without resistance, let a few many.’ 
facturers put their duties as high as they wanted. 

The farm bloc simply required that farm duties be as high as the F 
manufacturers’ rates Consequently farmers have, for the most pa: 
high as worthless to them as counterfeit dollars, while ma: 
facturers are converting their rates into millions of golden eagles. 

Only wool, sugar, flaxseed, nuts, citrous fruits, and possibly a f 
other minor products that we do not export but import in volume, « 
our farmers profit by their duties, and those when imported, like sug 
and wool, seriously hurt farmers as a whole, these 
benefit only the small number of farmers who raise wool and 
and injure the other nine-tenths of them. 

If, is estimated, our farmers consume four-tenths of our 
manufactures, they lose $1,200,000,000 from tariff 
ploitation above fair protection. A few of them gain from excess 
rates on farm products not more than a fifteenth of this loss on mar 
factures. 

America’s 
her 


duties 


because duties 


wa 


as total 


future depends greatly upon the hard common seuse of 
agricultural population. Farmers should use protection as 
those of Hamilton's day and Clay’s to make foreign trade helpful to 
agriculture. All of our duties should make international trade 

convenient and happy moderate protection admits, without taint 


did 


as 


| of profiteering. 


The Fordney law compels every foreign nation to trade the least 
that it can with us, and the most that it can with our competitors. 


COMPETING IMPORTS Of SMALL VOLUME UNDER THE LOW UNDERWOOD LAW 


A study of the tables on pages 11594-11597 is informative in this 
and other respects. 

They show that of highly finished products such as fill our retail 
stores only $2.70 were imported out of each $100 consumed in thi 
country. These imports, moreover, were mostly different in design or 
quality, and not strictly competitive. 

So far as our manufacturers use their competitive rates on these 
articles, they collect for themselves on $97.30 of domestic products 
consumed while the Government collects on only the $2.70 imported. 
This shows how the public pays not only the relatively small amounts 
that the Government collects on imports, doubled at retail, but other 
vastly greater amounts to private interests on domestic products. 

It is interesting to note that although excessive duties often add 
greatly to the profits of retailers, they vigorously opposed the Fordney 
bill as extreme and injurious even to themselves. 


x 


THD REASONS FOR OUR LOW COSTS 


The United States produces ordinary things at marvelously low costs 
because it has the largest, most conveniently located and easily worked 
deposits of raw material in the world; its population is homogeneous 
in its requirements and is twice as numerous as that of any similar 
country. Devoted to standardized quantity production, its skill, inven- 
tive genius, and energy have made its people the greatest earners and 
the greatest consumers on earth. 

It leaves other more densely populated countries, with their scant 
raw materials and abundant labor, to make the smaller quantities 
of luxuries and other things used by relatively few consumers. These 
products require more of individual labor, patience, and artisanship 
than we like to give. Even here, however, we share im products 
of excellence. . 


THE COSTS OF PROTECTION AND GOVERNMBNT REVENUB DERIVED 


The disparity between the millions of dollars which Congress in- 
vites manufacturers to add to their prices and the pittances collected 
by the Government in revenue is indicated in the tables. 

The “ tariff allowance to manufacturers” is the sum which Congress 
invites them to add to their prices above the prices of foreign com 
petitors. They do not always add this. Where competition is keen, 
as in automobiles, they add little or nothing, because they can not. 
What they can not do to-day they may do to-morrow. Sometimes 
they add more than the total duties. The point that Congress 


is 


puts consumers at the mercy of manufacturers to this extent. 
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. e | 3, une | ir ! 8 
by tl the j n. A= the table shows, the Underw a? t Ya ed the 
I erwood iW, Suey f revenue, so |} m eturers of these > con tities v > ’ A ” 
ip is that tl oz, essential to | | ments otherwise, $3,445,000,000, w ly $s 10. OOO 
s t i y little and p es were excessive The Vo y nt z to the Government in revenue on these t l ) id 
duties 1 pi 3 to t skies, when tl l 1} e | $154,200,000 in 1921. 
l rhe Fordney law, by tucreasing the ve e a n } n 
. AY ¥ | : , re 9 v 
mn 2 shows that the pre-w situation, {In 1914, was n h t } modities to 82.3 per cent from the Underwood 24 ' ° 
| the allowance to manufacturers one-third. to $5,189.00 ) f 
1 and State G mm ts will st rle f \ neration under | se reduce imports in hard times that it is doubtful if the Goverr it 
f war t for ns, soldier re} ation, terest, | will get more revenue than at the lower | . r 3 ever, 
rt tion on some twenty billions of doll! of pul debts | as much is inmvported as in 1921, the reven e l greater, 
expenditures The public meantime must pay annually | or $205.600,000, thereby giving the ( rt nt $1 r h $23 
£2 000,000,000 of superprot etive taxes to private interests by | that it n ces nsumers 1 r And 9 
tsion of the Fordney tariff law How much tter, by a fair | of great prosperity like 19 the Govern tw get still greater reve 
r the Government to pay its obligations as it goes along and | aue, but at correspondingly g ter st 
Th t of] te 1nd Government ret e derived 
} 1 | 2 3 { 
} | 
f Payne law 1914 fiscal? Unde ¥ 1919 
} } 
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is represents the amount the domestie manufacturer is permitted to add to his s e reasou of the duty added to foreign competitive prod “ 
idds of this is doubled to the consumer at retail 
Y luding carpets, handkeretiiefs, and wearing apparef, but fncluding laces, fabries, awd other manufactures. 
Not separately stated 
r does it answer to sag that the $5,129,000,000 is an inppossible , nary cottons chenper than y other country and that her low costs on 
. i ;. . . ‘ 
never realizable. Lt , Indeed, impossible. lt is, however, the | finer goods. are already making her a considerable international com- 
f Congress, to be made effective te the fullest extent that opper- petitor T know that the high Perdney tariff keeps up An 
y offers. high cost. of living and of production. They fear such lower: costs as 
te the disparity between, the millions givem each industry and | honest protection would develop It they could, they would write onr 
ue coming to the Government in each case, usually only a frae- | tariff just as the Fordneyites did. 
’ | 
of a single million. And whatever the several industries add | The foregoing aceords with the statement made by a distinguished 
t rices is doubled against consumers at retail because of additions | Englishman at an international trade nference in London in 1909 
I in turn by each of the factors, wholesalers and retailers, through | in reply to the present « irman of the Fair Tariff’ League en tho 
whose hands the merchandise passes from factory to consumer, executive officer of the National Tarif’ Conrmission Assoctation, who 
r ISH COTTON SPINNERS WANT UNITED STATES TARIFF BATES AS HIGH Se ee eee ne Rattees Sor as lew of a rican tari 
AS POSSIBLE as will protect Amertean Industry and labor and for the elimination of 
esi . “aah ‘ | tariff exploftation and profiteering 
A representative of the great English eotten spinmers of Lanenshire : thane ; ; ‘ 5 
. 7 y | Said this Englishman with great seriousness I can not wish enuccess 
ys that many, if not most, of the English spinners want the Anreriean | , in tinal ' a on —* riff. That nie a 
. i to 1”? American novemenl ior a moderate Li i ba me ns w ene 
tariff on cotton goods to be as high as possible. | - os 
‘ange as thi a hi = aineies of European supremacy. 
range as this may seem, his reasons are convincing, . s ' 
: : J 7. : . — | "hus do Amerfean tartff profiteers in exploiting their own people 
kngland exports about $500,000,000 of cotton goeds annually, of . a ; 
at a ios pty into the hands of European competitors. 
Which total only $25,000,000 to $40,000,000, or 7 per cent, come to 
the United States. Bxcessive American rates, like the Fordmey, | AT 1? AGAin—Concress Fixes ANoTHER Tavst—Tae Passeve Tanter 
7 tn x m T Te , ' 1 . ; ‘ « 
lessen England's exports to the United States. Their total, however; | ON BRICK AND Tits, TeRRs-Corra aNd Fike Chay PRropects 
is so small. that England would not suffer if she lost. half or abl of it. Congress gives this industry, part of it ind “| for conspiracy and 
These Englishmen knew that our high, profiteering tariffs really pro-| price fixing, $ 3,000,000, costing consumers about $246,000,000 4c. 


tect England in her $500,000,000 world-wide cotton-goods trade. They 
know, as the Taft Tariff Board showed, that America now makes ordt- 








cording to the United States Tarif? Commission no protection is neces- 
sary. 
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ra BLE REVENUB $150,000 
Inderwood dut 11.8 per cent; Fordney duty, 65.5 per cent; wages, 
I | i re a universal necessity fi farmer’s drain for 
an face lectr ri r fireproofing, as sub- 
rt k « ! te in wall and floor 
I f mud ust 1, burned cla reed through dies at 
t } em ng or r mill 

( I ld have ¢ ) per nt protection The Tariff 

Cor ' ion ite that it should | e none It Says ** The 
s J ur f weight ts small, and the careful pack- 
' ry wher ny« shipments are to be made restricts the | 

J i f tl d plat and practically prohibits international 
' ent They 1 t d with 100 or 2¢ iles, usually, of 
1 r pl manufacture The following table confirms the commis- | 
Lirich it terra-cotta and fire-clay products cxports and imports, 
by years 

—_— Exports 

"oO Import exceed 

: to imports 

Ye Exyx Import ie pt by indi- 

ti = t > cated 
7% ; cent | number 
| of times 
| 
er ee 

‘ $2,378, 773 | $282, 68 1.7 0.2 | 84 

he 38 1" 4 1.4 .U9 | 186 

08,163 | 419, 064 2.7 a4 134 
, 544 769 301, 059 1.7 a) a 118 

Production in 1914 was $136,915,644; in 1919, $210,085,972. 

As ove shown, postwar exports are 118 to 186 times more than 
mports, and yet, says the grand jury, the manufacturers of tiles and | 
terra cotta, since 1911, “ have in pursuance of an understanding and 
agreement among themselves" carried on their trade “ without any 
competition between any of said defendants” and sold “at arbitrary, 


noncompetitive, agreement.” 

if imports were possible under any conditions under a tariff like the 
Und 11.8 per cent, they would have been made so as to share 
in these excessive domestic Yet the present Congress, with this 
information on file in the Federal court since September 21, 1921, and 
the above information, and given it the 
puts a duty of 65.5 per cent on these produc 


and excessive prices fixed by 
erwood of 
prices 

more, 


by Tarif Commission, 


ts. 

METHODS OF PRODUCTION 
of the Tariff Commission says: ‘“‘ The domestic industry 
manufactures practically the entire domestic supply of these products. 


The report 


All machinery and equipment are produced and manufactured in the 
United States, and the domestic processes are at least as efficient as 
those in any foreign country.’ The product is nrade by semiautomatic 


or automatic processes, the shape being given the product by fercing the 
clay through dies, 


WAGBS 37.5 PRR CENT 

As the material is almost worthless, wages are relatively high, being 
cent of the mill selling price. With importations virtually 
prohibited because of freight costs and our unrivaled methods, it is evi- 


dent to whom the increase in duty will go. 


37.5 per 


COST OF PROTECTION AND REVENUE DERIVED 

The Underwood duty of 11.8 per cent helped these manufacturers to 
form the present trade conspiracy with which they are charged and to 
add $22,000,000 to their prices at a cost to consumers at retail of twice 
this sum, or $44,000,000. It seems that they could not resist the 
temptation. What right had Congress thus to tempt them? What 
right to endanger the public interest? 

The Fordney duty invites thenr to add $123,000,000 to their prices at 
a cost to consumers at retail of $246,000,000 

Congress is offering as great temptation to every industry. 

Is not this kind of a Congress “ the mother of the trusts "’? 

PRICES 

The grand jury says prices are “arbitrary and excessive.” Let us 
rhe committee of experts assisting the Senate Finance Committee 
guve the Senators data from Government records as follows: 

The freight on firebrick from Bngland, costing there $28.92 per thou- 
sand, $27, nearly 100 per cent of the foreign price. Some pro- 
tection | 

Firebrick costing $39.55 in Canada paid $15 in freight—nearly 40 
per cent of “ natural protection. The English brick sold in the 
United States for $65 against $67.50 for domestic brick. 
brick sold for $72.50 against $65 for domestic brick. 

The importer of English brick got only 8.8 per cent gross margin on 
his landed cost for selling expense and profit. The Canadian got 14 per 
gross nrargin. 

Tiles and other earthen wares show similar conditions. 
Tile manufacturers were sent to jail recently for price fixing. 


Ree 


or 


cent 





The Canadian | 





JUNE 5 
Why do Americans pay from $65 to $72.50 for firebrick costing Cay 
dians (whose production costs are no lower) $39.55 and English: 
$28.92 7 
The Congress last month voted 25 per cent on firebrick and duti 
rising to 60 per cent on tiles for drainage, buildings, and other purp 
Why this extortion on baked mud? The answer has no relation ¢ 


protection, nor to revenue, of which there is none. 


HOSIERY AND KNIT Goops 


The Fordney tariff invites price increases up to the preposteroy 
total of $964,000,000, Possible revenue, $5,500,000 

In the production of hosiery and knit goods the United Stat 
the master of the world. 


In this is realized the hopes of those who first made protection 
American policy. 
Our hosiery wages, though on a piece-rate basis, are, per day, th 


highest in the world; our costs per unit produced are the lowest. In 
this production righteousness and profits go hand in hand, as th 
ought. In the tariff righteousness yields to greed and deception. 


PRODUCTION EXPORTS AND IMPORTS 


Production of hosiery and knit goods in 1919 was $713,139.689 
of which we exported $45,784,576 against imports of $1,191,236 


Exports were 6.4 per cent of production. 
per cent. 


Imports were two-tenths of 1 
Exports were thirty-eight times imports. 

In 1920 we exported $61,873,475 of hosiery and knit goods against 
imports of $5,677,426. Exports were ten times greater than imp: 
Imports were only eight-tenths of 1 per cent of 1919 
duction, 

export would have been $19,596,220 if 1920 prices ha 
held. heavy declines in prices they amounted in dollars 
only to $13,243,821, against imports of $8,360,660, which would hay: 
figured $10,762,594 at 1920 prices. 

Exports were more than 50 per cent in excess of imports in 1921, 
when all countries were rushing merchandise into the United States 
in anticipation of tariff increases. 

Imports are mostly noncompetitive, novelties in quality or design 
lace-front French hose for women, English golf stockings, etc. 

Our silk hose is freely sold in Europe. Our cotton hose is sold 
everywhere. American hose is sold in Chemnitz, the headquarters of 
German hosiery. 

With the prospect of saving 31 per cent in duties (equal 5 years’ in 
terest) by getting goods in before the passage of the new tariff, im 
porters brought in only $500,000 more cotton hosiery in the 11 months 
ending May 30, 1922, than in the same period in 1921. 

Our big exports are sold in competition with the world. On these 
exports we pay the duties of other countries and meet their prices, 
quality considered. Why can’t we meet foreign prices here, with a 
duty of 25 per cent at most? 


(census) pr 


1921 


to 


in 
Owing 


PRE-WAR CONDITIONS 


Production of hosiery and knit goods back in 1914 was $258,912.903 
Exports in 1914 were only $2,546,822, or only a fifth of last year's 
(1921) exports, which were $8,360,660. We are stronger now than pre- 
war. 

In that pre-war year (1914) imports were $6,135,428, or 2.3 per cent 
of production, while in 1921 imports were only 1.2 per cent of ou 
last census (1919) production. Would anyone have less than 1.2 per 
cer cent of our production imported, including novelties and fancy) 
goods—any but a grafting manufacturer? 

The tariff: Underwood rate, 36.9 per cent; Fordney rate, 66.6 per 
cent; wages, 17.6 per cent. 

With this stranglehold upon our domestic markets and this great 
exportation at competing foreign prices, Congress now gives the hosiery 
people an increase from the former average rate of 36.9 per cent to 
66.6 per cent. 

COST OF PRESENT TARIFF RATES 

By the Underwood duty our hosiery and knit-goods people were in 
vited by Congress to add $192,000,000 to the prices of their foreign 
competitors, whose prices they meet in foreign markets. 

Under the Fordney rates they are invited to add to their prices 
$547,000,000, which sum would be doubled to consumers at retail, 
making $694,000,000. 

PROFITS 

Our hosiery people are rather closely, although informally, associated 
They have made great fortunes. A maker of good, cheap men’s cotton 
hose, worn by people of small incomes, which he sells at 80 cents per 
dozen pairs, says that his excess-profits tax in recent years wouki have 
been big profits if he could have kept them. The present duty is 
per cent on these cheap socks. Since the law was passed the price 
of the socks has been doubled at retail, but the factory wage is un 
changed ! 

All-wool women’s heather hose now sell at American factories for $18 
per dozen pairs. At English factories for $19.35. Why 57 per cent 


nt) 


duty? England is our chief competitor. 











1924 


AMERICAN EFRICIENCY 
The climax of cheap production seems to be reached [tn our full 
automatic machines. They take 60,000 stitches per minute. A single 
operative, managing 25 machines, knits 150 dozen pairs of men’s socks 
per day. She gets 2 cents per dozen pairs, netting her $5 per day 


Che total wage cost of these socks is 2 from the raw 
to the finished sock These 
lozen pairs; 80 cents in July, 
About half the 


ill superior qualities cos 


nts per pair 
e-war at the fa 


1922; and $1 per 


<=; 
s—is in the yarn 


tton soki pi tory for 45 





nts doz 


per 


ptember, 1922 total costs—36 cen 


ynen's hose and more rut at yrrespon i 


ely low in wage ysts 


WAGES AND PROTECTION 


-o Selili 


In 1914 pre-war 


os 


per cent of the factory 
prices. Wages plus salaries were 27.4 per The 
“i 72 per cent, or more than three times the total 
By declaration of 


to the extent of 


wages were 
ent Payne tariff avet 
wage cost of 
uur Federal Supreme Court, this is 
two-thirds of the duty 
To lay with hand the power of the 
property of the ind with the 
fuvored individuals to aid private enterprise and 
fortunes is the less robbery because it is 
forms of law and is called taxation rhe Supreme 
United States—the Marshall case.) 
In 1919 wages were 17.6 per cent of 
idvanced pre-war, but 


pro- 
uction rob- 


one sovernment on he 


citizen, other to bestow it upon 
suild up 
under the 


Court 


private 
none lone 
oft the 
had 


lomesti Wages 


bad 


prices 


itly ver prices advanced 
portion 

WHO PAYS 
is it that 
luties to an average of 66.6 per 


Will 


THER DUTY 


Under what pressure Congress now further in 


cent 


i 


the duty fall on the consumer? Take the 


uuiblican Senators 
Suld Senator Lunroot, June 20 last, in limiting the duty oa cotton 
gloy 
Upon an article like this, used in ery home in the land, we 
ought not to tax the American people more than 75 per cent 
Seventy-five per cent “on every home in the land 
Said Senator McCumber in demanding a duty on wheat to the ad 


vantage of his State; 





*We want higher prices When our crops are short we add 
iil the duty to the price, When crops are more abundant we get 
half the duty.” 
They know who pays the duty—the consumer 
REVENUE COLLECTED ON [IMPORTS 
The revenue collected is ridiculous as compared with trden 
posed upon consumers, This revenue was $600,000 in L919, $2,300,000 
in 1920, and $5,600,000 in 1921 This against the possible cost > con 
ners of $694,000, 000 
ro whom does this country belo —the hosiery mannufactnu 
A DIFFERENCE IPINION 
Senator Lenroor. The Pa Aldrich I va 1 t 
if it had not hurt the American peopl — Soe her vould 
have been ne such political revolution as followed . e’~¢ 
There is very little difference between the Payne-Aldrich bill 
ind the duties as reported in this bill. 
Senator McCcmper. We died for principle That ts the 
real thing that was back of the defeat of the Republican Party 
in 1912." —(CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, July 26, 1922.) 
Tue Woot Tarirr AND THE Farmer 
[Extracts from Senate debate July 26, 1922] 
Mr. Lenroor, Unfortunately the Senator from Idaho {Mr. Goopo 
i ] in not convince the American people of the rrectness of the 
position that he takes, that no tariff is too high to suit him The 
Senator wants an embargo upon everything that we produce, and, 
if that policy could be carried into effect, he would strike a blow at 
very wheat grower in America, at every farmer in America who must 


bave a foreign market for his surplus 

Mr. President, let us see where the logic of the Senator from Idaho 
leads us. He is willing, he says, that we put up a tariff wall so high 
that Europe can not establish any credits here; that Europe can 
not pay us for any of our surplus products. He is willing to drive 
Europe to Australia and to South America to purchase all of its 
wheat. Iie is willing that the 100,000,000 or 200,000,000 bushels 
of surplus wheat that is produced in this country shall not find any 
eutlet abroad and thus reduce the demestie price of wheat to 60 or 60 


or 75 cents a bushel. 
That is the kind of a friend of the farmer that the Senator from 
Idaho is in the policy that he advocates, and what is true of wheat 


is true of other agricultural products 

Mr. President, let us see from another standpoint the friendship for 
the farmer in the policy advocated by the Senator from Idaho 

The farmer of the United States is entitled to two kinds of prote 
tion. He is entitled, first, to the things 
that he produces in order that ue may fairly compete with those whe 


a reasonable protection upon 
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ire producing like commodities abroad. He is also entitled—anid this 
the Senator from Idaho forgets—to purchase at a reasonable pri 
things that he must have to live aad exis 
HIGH WOOL DUTIES AND ADULTERATED FABRICS 
“One of the consequences of our legislation greatly enhancing 
the coat of wool has been the increased use ot cotton by manu 


facturers of so-called woolen goods Speaking for the knit-g 


ods 

















industry I am forced to belleve from experience and observation 
that there is more cotton than wool used nowadays In the 
clothing industry I have been informed by manufacturers tha 
the deterioration of weel cloths has been carried to such an extent 
that now there are cloths in the market of which but 10 pe 
ent is wool Max Lowenthal, Rochester Knitting Works, Roches 
ter, N. ¥ January 38, 1907 (New York Evening Post). 

The Senators who will vote on this matter—the duty on 
wool—have their minds made up, enough of them They will come 
nat the ring of the bell Senator MeCumber, July 26, 1022 
1 IN THREAD AND THE TARIFE \ THRE RUST B TRESSED 

CONGRESS 
I ry woman who uses a spool of cotton thread and every living 
person, so far as he depends upon cotton thread, is enslaved to a 
world trust on this thread, whose American manufacturing inte ‘ 
Congress now proposes to buttress with a tariff of from 20 to 55 
per cent 
The trust is English, the J. & P. Coats Co England is thoroughly 
1roused over its @xcessive prices and profits 
It defies tariff 'y getting behind them, as in its factori in 
the United States fhe reel of cotton encircles the globe rr 
profits of the English company have been averaging upward of $1 
OUU,000) per yeul 
The control of the American Thread Co., the United State isso 
iate of the trust, is owned by the Euglish Sewing Cotton Co It 
operates several large factories in the United States 
While its stock is not owned by the J. & P. Coats Co., it sells at 
identically the same prices with the same amount of cotton to the 
spool Thus there are different names and trade-marks, but identical 
prices and service 
In 1914 the United States Tariff Commission found that a spool of 
200 vards of cotton sewing thread wholesaled for 3.92 cents and 
retailed for 5 cents In 1922 there are only 150 vards to the spool, 
wholesaleing at 4.20 cents—a third less thread and a third of a cent 
bigher price per spool Seventy years ago a spool retailed for 1 cent 
The profits of the American company for recent years is here shown 
imerican Thread Co. income account. yveara ended March &1 
i Per cent 
‘ Net De (‘ommon . Surplus | earned on 
. wofits | ciation dividends Re for year | common 
atook 
6 a $2,311, 508 ($517,105 | $972, 000 $312. OM4 iw 
1917 2, 272, 423 | 501, 721 918, 000 O46 "MD 
ivis? ail , 205, 059 630, 542 1,242,000 2 621, 957 ‘ 
1919 3, 41 501, 469 1, 200, 000 1,7 f Ont >» 
1920 / AT 56 1,350, 000 2, 100,000 | 4 77, 768 w18 
1921 2, 237,103 | 656,727 1, 320, 000 376,470 |4 720, 619 10. &3 
li months ended Feb. 28, 1917 
13 months ended Mo» , 1918 
After deducting bond interest lepreciation, and income and er pro es 
Deficit 
At the close of its fiscal year, March 1, 1921, the company’s reserve 
fund was $2,815,678; its profits’ account was $3,301,179: and its de 
preciation fund, $6,428,6290—a total of $12,545,476, nicely tucked away 
Its profits for the year ending March 81, 1922, were $11,520 after 
reducing inventories of $13,000,000 to current values 
Its profits in normal pre-war years upon its invested eapital of 
$6,000,000 were: In 1912, $1,366,775: tn 191 $1,682,462: in 1914, 
$2,986,115; in 1915, $1,531,377 
IMPORTS 
For the seven months ending January 19% the total imports of 
manufactures of thread and yarn on beams, in skeins, spool thread, 
rochet, darning, and embroidery cotton amounted to $3,650,065, as 
against $15,220,201 for the sanre period for 1921 Imports for 1922 
fell off enormously from 1921 
These imports may look considerable, but all these except the thread 


itself are used in manufactures of cotton, of which we produced nearly 


$2,200,000,000 in (census) 1919. Imports are as a drop of water tn 


an ocean. 


It is questionable If the Government will collect 5 cents of revenue 
for each $5 that American women must pay this trust 

The trust bought and closed down sonre plants, indicating a re 
maining capacity equal to all domestic demands, and no chance for 
imports except at the pleasure of the trust. 
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PROFITS 


The Aluminum Co. started in 1888 with a paid-in cat 





estimated as from $100,000 to $200,000. Besides paying dividend 
had accumulated up to July 371, 192 a capital stock of $18 
and a surplus of $92,153,861.04, giving a net worth of $110,883.4 








The president of the company, Mr. Davis, : 

“For the 10 years ending December 31, 1920, the nef earr 
of the company, after interest, taxes, depletion, depreciation 
have averaged in excess of $10,000,000 per annum. The lowest 
such earnings occurred in the year ended December 31, 1912 
were $4,462,056.’ 

PRICES 
English producers, whose costs are as high as in America, ch: 


cents per pound for ingots. Add to this freight New York, 2 cent 
The pr é 


+ 
to 





|} and tariff, 5 cents, gives 22 cents per pound duty paid. 
the American products formerly 24 cents, was, upon last advice. 1 
cents, or 1 cent per pound less than the English price delivered I 
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aa , or « ae , ¥ i 
" t has n the t t's con 
il effect | 
t pre i V 1 ti It 
‘ f 3 prices. | 
t i i i ‘ EY I I CENT ) 85 PER CENT | 
‘ ty ¥ 1 per cent ht Fordney law ir 
“ 1 cent | hundred y Is, with the provi | 
t te sl { b at not less than 20 r cent nor n re | 
i t th prot vant in a t | 
‘ entire mar t 
ry j guarar e } t Cor tha 
i ‘ ike its j 
ld t its we! t ld not be exercised 
t ex P An 17 Why a& n't 
‘ ‘ h this nei] ! Thread Trust will | 
| 
' i i 
i icu i wy * * 
te Dakota Mi 
} 1 te it an en tariff on these 
} i than we |} ‘ r had before, higher 
done ply to oil the 
t hh wooien ! \ ind some other sched- 
K e Ne ] 1, Minnesota, 
I t 1 192 
4 I ge Fort I LAW 
I 11 cents per 
pe d 55 p nt, 71.2 per t 
rh A! i ¢ Am mal ‘ f uminum pro 
I f ! t { S ‘ it produces 
‘ + f our ilu ! i ft ] 1 other utensils. | 
x t except the Ford use t t of aluminum. 
It} f t? mmunity will 1 rved by treating the | 
estion primarily from 1 tandpoint of the business in- | 
toy « of the entire trv. rather t the standpoint of 
} nev ‘ of p of n Theodore | 
h 
PRO ri I RTS I I 
! ! f min and its wares in 1914 w $19.597,465, 
ot hich $1,101,920 was exported, beir 5.6 per of production, | 
st hmper of $1,414,274, or 7.2 per cent of production } 
I Its 1 ( was $75,277,948 f which $3,890,326, or 5.2 per 
ent w ported, v l $277.8 or four iths of 1 per cent 
of pr 1 
dn 1920, ¢ to §$ 781 r 7.5 r cent of 1919 | 
ports of $2,28s per cent of | 
] | 
Ih I year, 1921, exports were $3,108,857, or 4.1 per cent of 
pre ‘ with imports $2.057,173, or 2.7 per cent Much was said 
about the flooding of our market with cheap imports, and yet they were | 
le 1921 than ht 020, and 50 per cent less than exports 
WAGES rh CENT 
{ yne t ff of 45 per cent, the wage cost was only 13.3 | 
‘ al wag plus superintendence, 15.8 | nt The tariff | 
entage of he f y ellin that went to 
\ | 
v n the erude product and in ware an not be separately | 
‘ I tl Census Bureau, because the Aluminum Trust controls | 
‘ ' ent wares production, and 100 per cent of crude, and | 
t} differentiation by the Census Bureau would disclose the | 
‘ of particular Thus the trust is shielded by a law | 
wen vy me ary 
I r tt Unde l of 21.6 per cent, wages average (census | 
1 j e! I the tariff equal the total per ntage going to 
\ | 
The For Ww nor ives from 22 to 71 per cent—averaging 45 
per cer t ection to this tm which has marvelously prospered 
uncer tt { f 21.6 per nt } 
Why not tet it 1 own living, eve if its profi become more 
I I s I itive une takings? 

“If the is of grotection do not themselves correct admitted 
excreser? in the tariff and modernize it to meet changed condi- 
tior he enemies of protection will The situation is fn many | 
‘ l in regard to great public-service corporations, | 
i hoi n that question is between regulation and revolution. 
il e on the tariff question is between rational revision and 
ruin In neither ca can we etand still The country that does 
het forward goes backward (Curtis Guild, jr., Governor of | 
M ‘ « ! 1! ; 


is the easy method practiced by many trusts in making domestic ; 


Add the freight and the duty and then make an inconseuential 
thon. 
FORDNEY DUTY, CRUDE 22 PER CENT, WARES 71.2 PER CENT 
Not content with its present addition of the entire duty and 
half the freight from abroad to its present prices and its $160,000: 


per year of Government promoted profits, this industry gets Congress 
the duty on ingots from 2 to 5 cents, to make the duty 9 cer 


increas 


on sheets and circles, which are simply ingots rolled out thin, and 
increase the duty on aluminum wares from the present rate of 

| 20 per cent, under which importations are virtually prohibited, to 7 
per cent Such rates have the same relation to protection, hone 
figured, as the holdup man’s blackjack has to the public peace. 


RAW MATRRIAL 
The earth, called bauxite, is as common as clay. From our r 
deposits at Bauxite, near Little Rock, Ark., the Aluminum Co. d 
it from open mines like sand or gravel. It goes thence about 
miles to East St. Louis, Ill, where it is coneentrated to a subsi 
called alumina by the cheapest coal in the world, from the mines c! 
by. Will the public consent to “ protection” on this dirt or this co 


I’rom East St. Louis the concentrate goes to the many plants of tl 
Aluminum Co., where it is reduced to aluminum ingots by bydroele«t 


power. Who votes for “ protection’ for water power? 
ACCESSORY MATERIALS 

For the reduction of each ton (2,000 pounds) of aluminum is 
quired from 1,200 to 1,600 pounds of petroleum coke, which is | 
duced so cheaply in this country that Europe sends here for hi 
supplies, which suffer considerable deterioration from the long oct 
haul. Who would “protect” petroleum coke? There are also 
quired 300 pounds of tar, 300 pounds of soft coal, for drying, ar 
200 pounds of cryolyte, which is only found in nature, in Newfou 


land, which sells it to all comers at the same price. 
FREIGHTS 
As the alumina used by competing British and French compar 
is hauled from France, Scotland, and Norway, the American tr 
is at no considerable disadvantage on freight. 


The laber used in rolling ingots into sheets and circles is most 
anskilled, and is the kind used in rolling steel bars and other me! 


1 


WARES 


On aluminum wares, kitchen utensils, ete., the Fordney law of! 
a duty of 11 cents per pound (or 73 per cent of the Bnglish sel 
price of the metal) plus 55 per cent, which averages a total of 71. 
per cent. This means that the foreign producer, after paying li 
cents per pound for his metal, mest pay 73 per cent of this pric: 
again at plus 55 per cent of his selling price < 
the wares, including his profit. On cast ware only, like forks, upe: 
which she specializes, does Germany excel us. 


our customhouse, 


SKILL 


Ordinary workers acquire sufficient skill for the manufacture of 


most of these wares in a few days. A prominent firm making « 

teens during the war employed high-school pupils for welding. Th 
turning and stamping is done by automatic machinery. In one of it 
great subsidiaries the trust makes some 17,000-to 20,000 coffeepots 


per day by astonishingly scientific processes, requiring scarcely t! 
touch of human hands. A materially lower wage cost per unit « 
production is impossible anywhere. The value of the product ©! 
two of subsidiaries understood to be upward of $20,000,000 
each, 


its is 
“There is only one renson for continuous tariff agitation 
Every tariff made in the old way has been bad in important re- 
spects, bad the day it was made and every day thereafter unt 
succeeded by another, also bad. We are compelled to agitate a: 
against error and misuse. Make a tariff right and agitation will 
be impossible as well as unnecessary and unjustifiable.” (Na 


tional Association of Manufacturers, 1908.) 








124 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


108-4! 


—$—$—$—$_$—___ $$ ns —nstsntsntensnen 


For a time following the war there was a hue and cry about German 
imports, which, however, have been inconsiderable up to date and 
usually se thin and poor in quality that many stores refused to sell 
th 

GEEMAN COMPETITION 
i Senate Finance Committee’s group of 71 special experts required 
t» study these and similar conditions displayed 11 aluminum utensils 
from Germany, together with the nearest obtainable duplicates made 


he | 


nited States In each case the differences in quality were so 
“at that the experts changed the American prices sometimes by 350 
or more to offset differences in quality In every case but one 
American article was decidedly superior. Then, to complete the 
wirison, the experts showed 11 German importations with no com 
ible American products toe be found. 
illy the German metal is so little purified that it turns blackish 
ym chemical change upon the application of heat Although inter 
1 persons may excite alarm, there is nothing to fear from im- 





portations 
COST OF PROTECTION 

The Fordney rate is a gift to this trust of as much of $28,000,000 
»3 it cares to add to its prices Whatever the trust uses of this 
s28,000,000 will be doubled to consumers at retail. 

In 1921, with trade depressed, the American manufacturer made low 
prices and demonstrated his ability to do with small concessions by way 

f protection. In the first 10 weeks following the enactment of the 
Pordney law, by two advances in price, 3 cents and then 2 cents, he 
added the entire tariff increase on sheets. (March, 1923. The domes- 
tie price is now the foreign price plus freight to the United States on 
the foreign competitive product.) 

Hlow fortunate if the Secretary of the Treasury, sworn to serve the 
public interest, himself the principal stockholder in this trust, and one 
of the richest men on earth, would be as fair as the soap manufacturers, 
whe say, “ Take away our duty. We don't need it.””. He now stands to 
get millions of dollars annually to which he is no more entitled than to 
the money which he is guarding in bis country’s Treasury. 

NEW ENGLAND AND THE TARIFF 

“As the center of population and industry moves westward, 
Massachusetts’ position becomes more isolated, both for her sup- 
plies and for our home markets. She must, if confined to this 
country, get her coal, lumber, wool, hides, leather, iron and steel, 
copper, ete., from more distant points and she must send her manu 
factured goods farther to market, paying the increased freight both 
ways.” (Wm. L. Douglas, shoe manufacturer, ex-Governor of 
Massachusetts. } 

New England can not afford excessive tariff rates They advance 

her costs unreasonably. 
THe Forpney TARife ON ASBESTOS 
UNDERWOOD DUTY, 17.8 PER CENT—-FORDNEY DUTY, 27.7 PRR CENT—WAGES 
15.6 PER CENT OF SELLING PRICE 

It is not pleasant to inquire into other people’s private affairs, but 
when an Industry says it must. have a special tax put on every citizen 
in this country in order that the industry may be kept alive and 
reasonably prosperous it is necessary that those who are trustees, like 
Senators, of the public interest shall inquire intimately into the facts. 

The dominating power in the production of asbestos in this country 
is Johna-Manville (Inc). This corporation has seven plants well dis- 
tributed over the country and, says our financial authority, “ branches 
throughout the United States, Canada, Cuba, Porto Rico, and Manila; 
also agencies throughout the world.” It has recently purchased 255 
acres of land north of Chicago, where it will duplicate its New Jersey 
plant at a coat of $3,000,000, It has no funded debt. Its preferred 
stock, 7 per cent cumulative, is $1,895,000. Its common stock is 
$2,500,000, 


AN EXTRA 15 PER CENT TACKED ON THE DINGLEY LAW, 1897 

“The Dingley rates were made high for trading purposes in 

making treaties of reciprocity. I know, because I was on the com- 
mittee that made them.” (Senator Dolliyer, of Iowa, 1909), 

The Dingley rates oun manufactures averaged 15 per cent above the 
McKinley. The Senate, under pressure, withheld approval of the 
reciprocity treaties which President McKinley earnestly favored, and 
so the interests were another 15 per cent ahead. They still have it, 
as the Fordney rates of 1922 average equal to the Dingley of 1898 

Its financial progress is indicated by the following figures: 


OO ——E 








Plus other 
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$835, 421 #4, 108, 210 

on | 1,667,068 7, 210, 96 

ancscsses 10, 385, 475 21, 157, 635 
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es Net profit Dividend Total 
F Surplus 


1920 . .-- $45, 13 








edie 38, 181 | $3, 70 14 $384, O8 $14, 319, 745 
i ait eee 44, 348, O66 2 582. O44 4 ) | 4.6 
A 46, 873. JOR 2 869, O46 3. Q ¢ ™y? 
_ = a ee : 249 881, O79 2, 189, 637 209. O4 7 07? OK? 
Dee R scene iucicibidedi 22, 284, 71 2, 629, 221 | 1 ) 82, 379 
Ng ha ee ae 15, 671, 151 662, 498 | 3 8, 29 
lul4 a ; 15, 238, 136 2 i | IRN 
1913 : ee 16, 635, 200 O36, 471 | 97K, 333 $7, RAO 
a i cali le tat 7 13, 747, 749 15, 193 185, 000 1, 820 
Itt ---| 11, 122, 643 730, 178 185, 000 1, 509, 558 
See ipitdeebsettientiens eh ae 9, 850, 387 624 ’ 000 1, 10 ) 


! After providing special reserve of $150,000 for depreciation of Milwaukee plant 
in 1913, and $80,596 depreciation reserves in 1914 
After deducting $7,373 adjustments and $100,000 appropriation for retirement o 
preferred stock 


i 


stock in 1910, being $4,108,210, to $21,157,635 


As here shown, the corporation increased its capital applicable to 
in the 10-yeur period 
ending with 1920. It paid meantime excellent dividends 

In 1920, after paying its preferred-stock dividend of 7 per cent and 
10 per cent upon its common stock, it carried to surplus a 
$3,319,229, or 115 per cent of its total common stock. 


Competing companies are understood to be similarly prosperous. 


count 


CRUDE MATERIAL 

The crude material, asbestos, costs the same the world over, 75 pe 
eent of it coming from mines in Canada, in which it is understood 
that American manufacturers are largely interested The erude ma 
terial is 50 per cent of the cost of the product. No tariff consideration 
then should be given to this 50 per cent, and any tariff on the finished 
product is equivalent to twice the amount of this tariff on the dif 
ferentials of labor, overhead, and protit The Fordney protection 
27.7 per cent is therefore 50 per cent on the foreign producer's total 
labor, overhead, and prcifit 

A 10 per cent duty would protect consumers as well as manufac- 
turers Higher rates will increase dividends of companies that in 
ordinary times are prospering greatly. 

The ability of the industry to prosper with little or no protection is 
indicated by exports of 24.4 per cent in the normal pre-war year 1014 
PRODUCTION EXPORTS AND IMPORTS 

In 1919 production was $23,977,557, of which $5.531.9078, or 14.7 
per cent, was exported, with imports only $257,381, or 1.1 per cent of 
domestic production. 

In 1921 exports of asbestos manufactures were $2,606,428, with 
imports only $222,652, exclusive of yarn, $132,737 In other words, 
exports were 11.7 times imports, showing the perfect ability of our 
manufacturers under present conditions to meet world prices at their 
option, and the inability of outsiders to enter our markets under the 
Underwood duty, 17.3 per cent. 


WAGE COST, 15.6 PER CKNT—FORDNEY DUTY, 27.7 PER CENT 

In the face of these facts the Congress enacts a duty of 27.7 per cent 
against a total wage cost averaging 15.6 per cent from the crude mat: 
rial to the finished product. The new duty ts 166 per cent of the 


amount of the factory selling price going to wages 


FOREIGN COSTS 

The English labor in converting asbestos into cloth is about 11.5 
per cent, and into sheeting 14.2 per cent, and tape 21.5 per cent 
This wage per cent is low, partly because a single operator controls 
several of the automatic looms on which the work is done. The dif 
ference in wage cost is less than 20 per cent between the United States 
and England, our only considerable competitor, partly because the in- 
dustry is highly unionized in England English labor on asbe 
works 48 hours per week and American 54 hours. 

While our manufacturers seld abroad at prices competing with the 
world, their domestic prices were greater than export prices by 
substantially the amount of the duty, 17.5 per cent, plus the profits 
that importers added on the 2.5 per cent that they brought in. 


tos 


COST OF FORDNEY DUTIES 

The protection given the manufacturers in 1919 was $4,000,000 
costing consumers at retail not less than $8,000,000, which they 
actually paid fer the most part Against this $8,000,000 the Govern 
ment collected in revenue only $50,000 in 1919, and $100,000 in 
1920, being $1.25 for each $100 that the consumers were made liable 
for by act of Congress. The Fordney law substantially eliminates 
these petty Government receipts by shutting out imports and increases 
the tax upon the consumer from this $8,000,000 to $11,000,000. 
What will the manufacturers’ profits be then? 

The PRESSURE or SELFISH INTERESTS 

The American people and the Republican Party have been com 
mitted since 1908 to the principle of the “difference in the cost of 
production here and abroad,” with a fair addition for contingencies, 
ax the measure of a protective duty Congress pledges itself to this 
and then utterly defaults under pressure of the overprotected in- 
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cost 15.1 per cent 





Our wage costs being only one-seventh of the factory selline pri 
there is no reason to believe that the relatively wnderfed, dishear 
slow labor of Europe, whatever its daily wage, ean produce be! 
American w 


Ww 


El CIENCY, WAGES, AND TARIFF I 5 


An English report shows that in America from three to f ur 





more t power fs used per operative than in England. This n 
astly more output per mar f our labor gets twice as much pe 
v the wage cost only one-seventh of the selling price, a tariff of | 
tt 10 per cent would offset the « renee per unit produced, « 
labor w not more productive here The Fordney rate is 48 t 
cent 
Other elements of difference in cost would be*offset mostly by 
he peed it hanical genius 


BRASS AND BRONZE MANUFACTURES 


These are made mostly, possibly 90 per cent, upon semlautor 
and aut fic machine Often a single operative learns in a few d 

feed | ds into the rear end of from 3 to 15 machines, and pik 
of metal drop out of the other end, with a half dozen or more difficu 
opt t I 1 outside and inside. A man getting 40 to 70 cer 
per hour thus produces, per minute, two very difficult pieces, 24 inci 
in diameter and 4 inch in length. Of small pieces, an inch or 
length, he produces two per second. Figure the wage per piece and « 
mate the protection required The Senate bill would requiré 
foreign manufacturer to pay 45 per cent on the copper that is in 
which the foreign manufacturer bought in the United States, on } 
overhead, and his profit. The Underwood duty was 20.7 per cer 
which equals our total wage percentage. 


UNDERWOOD DUTY, 20.7 PER CENT-——-FORDNBY DUTY, 45 PER CENT—wscr 
20.4 PBR CENT 

The wage cost in the United States was 15.5 per cent of the factory 
selling price in 1914 Wages plus superintendence were 19.8 per cent. 
The Payne duty was 48.2 per cent, or two and one-half times the 
American percentage of wages plus superintendence, The Fordney 
duty, 45 per cent, is two and one-fourth timves the total American wa 
percentage. 

When Congress, at the request of an industry, considers raising 
prices on the ground that the industry needs financial assistance from 
the public through taxes, it is necessary to investigate profits. 

The American Brass Ce., says a2 financial authority, largely contr: 
the output of brass in this country and is the largest consumer of 
copper in the United States, It has no funded debt, its capital stock 
(par $100) outstanding is $15,000,000, increased from $12,500,000 In 
1917 by a steck dividend of 20 per cent. 

Its profits for the 10 years ending December 31, 1921, are reported 
as follows: 



































| | | 
| Net earn- st ae } Surplus for; Previous Total 
ings Dividends | oo surplus surplus 
' } | } 
BOOB. .ctdhenndatind _ | $1,050,000 | $1, 224, 738 | $5, 956, 861 7, 181, 509 
|” Se: | 1,917,605 | 1,050,000 | 867,605 | 7,181, 599 8, 049, 204 
1914..................| 1.450347 | ~’ 900,000! 580,347 | 8.049.204 | 8. 599, 551 
ee _..-..-----! 6,128,454 | 1,950,000 | 4,178,454 B, 590, 551 12, 778, 05 
a a | 10,901,670 | 3, 750,000 | 7, 241, 670 | 12, 778, 005 2, 019, 675 
Se 7,109,177 | 6,675,000 | 434,177 | 20,019, 675 20, 453, 842 
Re cee -_..-| 3,992,220 | 3, 060, 000 | 2%, 453, 852 | 21, 446, 072 
1919 : ode | 2,856,140 | 1,800,000 21, 446, 072 22, 302, 212 
Devinn ndntiepaguent 3, 354, 564 1, 800, 600 1, 554, 564 | 22, 602,213 24, 056, 777 
iS Sa idistnsiehamnion = 1, 581, 855 | ' 2, 500, 000 | 13, O81, 85: 24, 056, 77 2, 974, 776 
Net tangi- 
Net work- | Plus other | ble assets 
| ing capital | assets applicable 
| to stock 
Di ye Ab by ied = ak 
satiecleieeaniaaads pctiiiebeeennd _------=}$10, 117, O89 '$13, 114, 510 | $23, 231, 599 
sada  shguhipenetemnmetmanniaeaal 9, 957, 203 | 14, 642, 288 24, 599 l 
Scouts iNinddiucbiddaidsacdiswdaloted: MORI GGRGe 39, 567, Uss 


j 





This shows dividends of $24,475,000 in 10 years, including the deficit 
in 1921 covering postwar defiations. In addition, surplus account 
increased $13,703,177. Total profits for this period, $38,268,177, on a 
capital and surplus in 1912 of $19,181,599, being 20 per cent per 
annum. Does this company need special public contributions by order 


| 
i 
© emi ~< — 
| 1 Deficit. 
| 


of Cong Should “bonus” be voted it, as Congress has done, 
before e § ers’ bonus bill? 
The e cited earning capacity of the company is indicated by its 


> 


j 
| parchas in February, 1922, by the Anaconda Copper Mining Co., an 
| enormously great and profitable organization, for $150 in cash, plus 
$150 in Anaconda stock, now at a premium, for each shave of American 
Brass. 


A competitor of the American Brass had a capital and surplus in 
1910 of $7,494,835, which it increased to $23,808,267 in 1920, paying 
meantime dividends of $20,350,020—a profit of $44,156,187 in 10 
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: s, mostly, to be sure, in war years, but good profits in poor years The former 



































duty was 30 per t t ’ n tton t or nearly 
1921, evidently a “clean-up” year, it reported a deficit of $9387,- | tw tl present wage cost of 17.3 If the is ita or 
taxes and charges This left a profit, including the clean-up } more of lace on the imported rset t luty ‘ 60 per nt. 
$45,218,424 for 11 years on a capital of $7,494,855 . No lwxuries allowed, women! nts 
PRODUCTION, FOREIGN COMPETITION The Ford y duty is 77 re n < l ilf 
Yhe ability of our industry to meet foreign competition sand its times the wage cost 
the domestic market under the present tariff of 20.7 per It shuts out imports It npels w nt 1 nu 
s shown by the following table: | facti ny | ‘ 1 y d l trag sa 
R © nd bron-> manwt irer ' eS ret 
ohiak ‘ ican { 
‘ ! I QD EY T 
' | Per cent Th fot duty invited t » 4 ‘ I 
| } } of im- Exports, } $07 o ) 1e pt » at ’ } . : 
Pomestic | finterts, | thelr ex] 
Ye I tion Exports ‘mports | oroduc- | by num- | I new 1 ° mat 4 a a rp ¢ Oo : 
| tion t of os iD iT ont + 1 tw war ) 
AVY KE I 
| rhis x 1 ! { 
_ $123, 580, ¢ $4, 758 $1, 126, 556 Li 4.2 | the . 
— . vo wv, US : ‘ aYl, oS 1 0). 2 $10,000; i L920, $4,000 bye ) ‘ i 
‘ > On4. (\ 2 14. 8 | Ww) ‘ 777.000.0000 1 
° S s, 5 103, VSS 2 v 
| #1 
l y prodt 0 " sie , ; 
ore the war, exports were far less than now, ind i ports " ; 
s ports have been only from one to wo | * . ; : . . _ _— 
hs 1 ent of domestic production, Virt y I ai ows ; 
‘ 1. Exports have been from 9 to 30 times more th fur Po mY Rare pm Cue Cus , , 
The silk tariff 3 r ‘ writts i 1 r 
hing would be re truly ‘rofiteering on the part of C a a8 pressu ‘ the Cheney famil who ite what is s i to be 
ie industry than to increase the present rate. Industries like | £eSt 5! mills on earth at 1M nest : as i, Conn, 
t t earn the n ] 1¢ so far as reasonable | Just so Lippett, of Rhode I l, has domir 1 the ) i t 
said Chairman McCumber (CONGRESSIONAL Recorb, July 1) cor } and oti minufacturers their sever neuuit In New England t! 
ing wheat, “ Under ordinary conditions our tariff has given a | ' esent cot ile i ' PCRS aM i 
to the farmer of a little less than one-half the tariff.” “ When Chere has ways een & handy iu trom Connecticut on the 7% 
crops were short these benefits measured up to the full amour and Means Committee of the House and in the Senate 4 ve 
the tariff.” “ We want better prices.” Can anyone doubt the pur- | oilies ys to the SHE and © . kploiting m of 
of this rate increase for brass manufacturers? | necticut 
COST OF FORDNBY DUTY PARIFE RIGGING 
he cost of “protection” as thus falsely figured in the Fordney Some day a profit and lo a nt may l ‘ nO » SvwW 
vy gives manufacturers of brass and copper goods $177.000,000 to th > | I ken f pockelbuok 1 Aine rica 
d to their prices if they can The cost to the consumer will be | dollars, and hundreds of millions of dollars tt Ann , os 
vice this at retail, and sometimes much more than twice, say $354,- } necticut produ to th ! tC hail ol i ut rik 
00, two-thirds of it absolutely unwarranted under the principle | Teach the pockets of her manuta o = the richest 1a America 
otecti Millious of ordinary consumers in Conus have lost u m 
(his taxes every iuhabitant, for it first or second hand—its adds | this exploitation than their few wealthy manufacturers have pi ted 
the cost of every manufactured product, of plumbing, waterworks, But what care these handy men for the uniniuential millions, even in 
hinery generally, and most of the conveniences of life. their own Stat 
CORSETS AND THR TARIFF “To lay with one hand the power of t ‘ ronment n the 
. property of the citizen and with th othe to estow it Ipen 
A former excessive tax of $23,000,000 is raised to $29,000,000, cost- | Sil hile , , odiiianae os 
: e | favored individuals to ald priva enterprise and build up priv 
ing American women up to $58,000,000, if they will endure it. Possi fortunes is none the less robbery cause it is done under the 
venue, $10,000. forms of law and is called taxation. (Supreme Court of the 
PRODUCTION, IMPORTS, AND EXPORTS } United States, Marshall case.) 
Imports of corsets, pre-war, 1914, were $52,711, only one-tenth of 1 | It is reported that when, shortly after the p ge of the Payne bil 
cent of domestic production, which was $40,550,702. | the leader of the silk manufucturers heard the bill denounced he 
Exports in 1914 were $2,220,739, or 5.5 per cent of production claimed : 
rts were forty-two times greater than imports. | “The Payne tariff bad! Why, it’s the best I ever wrote.” 
In 1919, with a production of $75,541,959, we imported $37,422, or ter this statement j e ul I irries, howev 
five one-hundredths of 1 per cent. We exported $2,880,858, or 3.8 per | fundamental truth of a New Testament parable. 
t of production. Exports were seventy-seven times greater than Now, under the pressure and leadership of ( ind with the 
rts, vigorous opposition of me silk manufacturers i Connecticut and 
In 1920 exports were $3,583,767, or 4.7 per cent of 1919 production. | elsewhere, tl Payne paragraph is practically 1 i tt pending 
Imports were $9,408, or one one-hundredth of 1 per cent. Exports were ill, ith a slight in in rat 
ree hundred and eighty times imports K RATES 
In 1921 exports, $1,695,555, were sixty-two times imports, which | The Underwood rates averaged 42.6 per cent on woven fabrics, | 3, 
$27,511, or one four-hundredths of 1 per cent of (census) 1919 | embroideries, and other manufactures The ra i he Forduey law 
production. Had the higher prices of 1920 held, these 1921 exports | average 57.2 per cent. 
vould have been charged out at $2,508,828. Under the former rate the silk mills were p« i to add te ” 
IMPORTS IMPOSSIBLE | prices, if they could, $206,000,000 above the p of their 1 com 
Women dress humanely pow. Corsets are fitted to the person. She | petitors. 
no lenger encased in a form-made steel compress. lbistance alone is | COST OF PRESENT R ES 
cient protection, as says an American corset manufacturer, unless I the Fordney \ e invited 7 ),000, most 
European competitors send filters here. Ue bas 5,000 saleswomen to be picked frem the pockets of the women of the United States Che 
Europe. unfortunate women will Lave to give up ‘ we Fordacy 1 ad 
s corset tax is because women haven't known and haven't voted, litional $140,000,000 above present costs, one-half of this going to the 
WAGES AND TARIFP | manufaciuzers and the ether ha Ry » jobbers, who A And 
Underwood duty, 30 per cent to 60 per cent. Pordney duty, average | mn tail rs, who pipws yu yee — 
77 per cent. s 17.3 per cent. | rhis stat X . the unrighteous - f tue | sed : - 
Che total wages in the corset industry in pre-war 1914 were only | ¥*5¢ Upon | owing facts 
19.7 per cent of factory selling prices and in 1919 still less, 17.8 per | THE “ DIVFERENCE IN COST FER > ABROAD ” 
cent. Our production methods are the best in the world Prominent and successful silk manufacturers, upon thorough ’ 
The Payne duty, 1908-1914, was 50 per cent, or over two and one vestigation, declare that the difference in tle at oO reodu m he 
half times the wage cost Was this for the girl wage carners, as honest ule of protection) etween th country and Switserland ts 15 per 
protection requires, or was all above 19.7 per it for the manufac ent This, therefore, 15 per cent, would be a ds ite and extremely 
turers? ‘ close pl ive rate; one which, however, no protectionist would ap 
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should l rs f das to cover all 
‘ i e itistaction, 
A i many domestic silk 
\ t in this country 
nb guantity I tion nd 1 r ! devices Also 
| ! dly the cheapest 
hd ( ' rs ! ll in any country 
id at a if i to ft trade In China 
bay ‘ kk it primitive hand 
tn i i } 
{ l i rketable product 
at 170 I 
na i t h costs of produ 
Ml, Tor lustanes \ (these manutacturers 
' t rate of dut ipproximately 25 per 
! would amy otect domestic manu 
| competition f Switzerland Switzer 
] 1} th vest pro tion costs of any country making com 
! ent w id he 1 e tl differen in t of production, 
! l ! rl Linde od rate 42.6 per cent Th 
” per nt « ‘ en fabrics 
to ( I IAKKE1 ON OM RLF ao00DSs 
| tl riner rat silk manufacturers had a virtual monopoly 
‘ ! ket bs through a great department store 
‘ t rt nele yard of foreign-made silk is commonly sold in 
t! ount kcept novelties in design or quality, and an extra cheap 
ik f 1 Japan, known as habutai, used mostly for linings, and made 
of second quality silk too weak for our looms we choose to run them. 
Shall our women of small means be estopped from the use of this 
silk? = It not a question of protection, because we do not make it. 
From China come the Shantung light-brown silks, worn in summer 
t people of moderate means 
In 1919 we imported less than 1 per cent of the silk ribbons con- 
fumed, 38 per cent of our velvets and plushes, and 7.2 per cent of 
our broad silks, including the habutais and Shantungs, and 5.9 per 
cent of our total production of silks of all kinds, including knit goods 
A consolidation has Just been effected of domestic silk ribbon manu 
facturers making more than 2,060,000 yards annully and including the 
erent producer in the world 
Imports from France have been steadily declining. They are now 
mostly very sheer fabrics, which are not profitable for our looms, 
novelties and art fabrics, which are needed for the stimulation of our 
industry as well as for the satisfaction of those who can afford them, 
Importations from Switzerland have almost ceased Silks formerly 
imported, such as taffetas, satins, umbrella silks, and tie silks, have 
for a long time been successfully produced here 
WAGES 
We get some idea of the patriotism and altruism of these manu- 
facturers from the further fact that when under the Payne law they 
had the highest protection then conceivable, 50.5 per cent, the industry 
paid in Rhode Island (and presumably elsewhere) only $7 to $8 wages 
per week of long hours, with 92.8 per cent of its operatives foreign 
bor ind doubtless many of the remaining 7.2 per cent children of the 
foreign-born operatives Labor then got 18.5 per cent of the factory 
Felling price of the product Labor, plus superintendence, got 22.7 per 
eon The tariff, 50.5 per cent, was over two and one-half times 
waces plus superintendence, 
MATERIAL ONE-HALF OF COST 
While percentages vary, generally speaking. the cost of the silk 
it is re than half of the cost of the final product Certain 
crepes are SO per cent silk, 10 per cent overhead, and 10 per cent 
J 
As the raw silk coming from the Orient is the same price the world 
ove no protection is required on raw material The duty, therefore, 
is measurable only by differences in labor, overhead, and profit, which 
average only 50 per cent of the total cost. The present duty of 42.6 
pel ent is 85.2 per cent if all cost elements subject to difference. 
The present duty, averaging 57.2 per cent, is 114 per cent of | 
the foreigner’s total laber, overhead, and profit; a 57 per cent tariff 
a st an actual difference in cost of about 15 per cent. 
JAPAN 
Much is said about the low wages of Japanese silk workers. Japanese 
processes are essentially different from ours. Not a yard of the silk 
we commonly use is made in Japan except the inferior habutai before 
mentioned For 50 years those who would frighten us picture Japan 
as adopting our methods some day If in another 50 years she does 
adopt our methods, action can be taken then. 
PRODUCTION, EXPORTS, AND IMPORTS 
The domestic industry's control of our market is evidenced by the 
fact that out of a total production in 1919 of $716,084,858 we im- 


ported only $48,286,344, of which $31,000,000 were the noncomparable, 
noncompeting habutais from Japan, with much 
China. BWxports were $16,467,168. 
throttle hold of our silk industry. 


of the remainder Shan- 


tungs from Such is the present 












- cores Pf 
UNE 90 
In 1920 exports were $15,595,915; imports, $54,763,689, mostly th, 
noncomparable fabrics of China and Japan. We are now export 
good quality silks to free-trade England at satisfactory profits. 
PROFITS 

When the necessities of poverty are pleaded by manufacturers 
manding financial relief through Congress from the women of An 
ica it is fair to investigate the claim. 

During the war and shortly thereafter the silk market was 
tremely speculative, raw material rising to $15 or more per pou 
from 34.50 to 36 per pound, pre-war. Some bankruptcies resulted and 
heavy losses This is aside from tariff considerations, however. 

The Cheney Ce shown in financial statements, increased i ! 
worth from $7,000,000 in 1905 to $14,075,489 in 1916, exclusive « 
dividends, if any. 

Mr. Horace B. Cheney, in pleading his cause before the Ways ar 
Means Committee, February 3, 1922, gave the then net capital 
three times the ir value ($7,000,000) of the stock, or $21,000,004 
“That is just the value.” “Absolutely.” This indicates a_ profit 
$6,924,511 from 1914 to 1921, exclusive of dividends, if any—a total 


of $14,000 000 plus dividends, 1905-1921. 
liberal publi 


Should they require mor 
assistance? 

Nor A LUXURY 

If it the American people are fi 
luxuries and convenience they can enjoy properly and mod 
estly and against congressional interference, 


Silk is not a luxury were, 


whatever 


PUBLIC MISCONCEIVES COSTS 
The public has misconeeived the cost of manufacturing silk.  Al- 
though silk shines and delights, the wage cost of manufacture being 
the substantial factor, as shown by the census of 1919, is substan 


tially the same, 15.7 per cent, as in woolens, 15.6 per cent, and less 
than in cottons, 16.3 per cent. 

The Underwood 
manufacturers with 
say this. 

The 
turers 


duties should have been reduced. Let the silk 
their cost books show how much. Plenty of them 
Then let them reasonably earn their own living. 
Underwood protection, 42.6 per cent, gave the silk manufac- 
congressional to add $214,000,000 to their 
above those of foreign competitors. 
COST OF PROTECTION 

The Vordney duty, averaging 57.2 per cent, lifts this $206,000,000 
to $276,000,000, which would be doubled at retail, making $552, 
000,000 to consumers, half of it lost in gratuities to manufacturers 
and percentage to retailers who strenuously protest against the entire 
scheme, 


permission prices 


TIN SILKS AND A SENATOR’S MORALS 


” 


“11's ‘LOADED ’—A PURE IMPOSITION 
Senator McLean, of Connecticut, exhibiting imported silks from 
China: 

“Here is a pongee. It is ‘loaded’ *® * * It is a pure 
imposition. It is weighted with china clay and rice glue, and 
when you boil it and wash it it is worthless. I do not think 
the American people would suffer greatly if they were not per- 
mitted to buy this stuff at all.” 

American manufacturers take 19 ounces of tin (chloride of) and 13 


ounces of silk and with these make 32 ounces of taffeta silk cloth. 


An American mill is spending approximately $300,000 to change 
from yard to piece weighting. ‘‘ Everything is to be weighted here 
after.” 

Said Cheney Bros. to the Ways and Means Committee, January 6, 
1909: “ Silk is capable of being weighted to almost any extent up to, 
say, 300 to 400 per cent.” 

Our present tariff, averaging 57.2 per cent, shuts out these European 
silks, except novelties bought regardless of price. 


A great New York store is having trouble with its manufacturers. 
It wants to sell less tin at its silk counter. It wants its silks to wear 
better. The chloride of tin is an acid solution. It rots the silk. 

Madam finds her dress in a closet cut as with a knife—too much tin. 
Her pongee remains as good as new. Pongees, we are told, are usually 
not much loaded, and only with china clay or rice starch. 

Is loading with tin “a pure imposition,” as some domestic manu- 


facturers say, or only loading with china clay? 





Neither cleans well. Madam should less often blame the cleaner. 
Often it’s the tin chloride. No silks should be boiled. 
Percentage of chloride of tin weighting in certain silks 
Silk cloth United States Europe 





Yarn-dyed taffetas weighted 


10 to 50 and 100 per cent- 
in the skein. 


10 to 45 and 100 per cent. 


Piece-dyed, broad-loom silks | 10 to 25 per cent......... 10 to 25 and 45 per cent. 
and fine chiffons. | 
Crépe de chine, georgettes, |.----- 0 ai aed 
canton crépes, and crépe 
satins (crépe difficult to | 
weight). | } 
Fancy good-quality crépe 25 per cent maximum -. -| 


meteors and crépons. 


TEE EEE 











eust taffetas, plain, brocaded, and satin-faced crépes and 
i y weighted only in Europe so far. 
| five per ct of all Kuropean silks are now weighted “All 
» silks wil e weighted hereafter,” says an authority. 
SILK INEXPENSIVE—Not A LUXURY 
% HOULD lt INTERFERE WITI! ITS REASONABLE PI HASB 
y k dresse It’s amusing An ampl modest 
ed ‘ f A lad f nt 1 ns is ¥ ng r 
} ‘ — everal tir 3 Ey s go 
— * 40 ts : 
r pre t Ik « h 55 per t Many d t 
4 S +} ‘ — ner ‘ ‘ vy a na that 15 per + 
+} differer r in ; Ku pe, } 
r o or tt ke ¢ mil 1 1 } Am : 
t i few | t ers ho want to n n 
I i ] Mel s he dk vl he 
? } t ) 
7 ¢ ’ ++ +} 1 Or 
l 
i 1 dre 4 l h suffice } y 
4 th I 
} e ¢ oO b ¢ iin silks 
' 
Wi t r : Value silk | V f 
: od S 4a 3 
‘ ants j 
175ounce ] | | 
i ininnihiestin . gross O.Y> $0. 58 $1.75 | $2 
i 2 2.11 lf 
M4 nee 025 Ms  » 
t Y ¢ 2.1 ounce 1. 37 4.11 f 
Crépe hing 1.48 our 2 2 4.12 
| i | eX M4 
Cantor Ary 2 29 nee 1 1 4 53 f ) 
‘ (2.5 ounce 
fHleavy bia luchess |} ‘ 
5 . gross, . 50 2. 40 
\ satin. ; 
{ ounces I 
N ] ‘ r} 0 “ of wr , } . R 
} 5 u ‘ wi \ ; yu ‘ lk - tT} hear ‘ l yt ; i 
I ‘ il} verages $7.50 per pound. There |} 20 per cent loss In 
! yut the natural gum, and 5 per cent waste in spinning and 
v making the cost about 62 cents per ounce in the cloth, or 
oO » $4 in ordinary summer dresses. The silk above is figured 
; ents per oun 
4 woman's winter suit of rough tweed takes 8 yards of 12-ounce 
loth, 54 inches wide. The wool is worth about 85 cents per pound 
i he cloth, or $1.91 for the suit The raw material costs more than 
in most silk dresses. The silk dress costs less to make. Store prices 


substantially the same for silk and wool dresses. 


have become a ‘essary for 


Silks s ne summer as woolens for winte! 
Congress makes it difficult for women to buy silks. 





MORE MORALS 
The Fair Tarif League said in its statement of July 8, 1922, on silks: 
[Search through a great department store shows that not a 


ingle yard of foreign-made silk is commonly sold in this coun- 


try] except novelties in design or quality, and an extra cheap silk 
from Japan, known as habutai. * * * 
“From China come the Shantung light-brown silks, worn in 


summer by people of moderate means.” 
McLBAN Senate, August 1, read only the lines in 
above, and then told how Japanese habutai is imported. 


‘ in the plain type 


lie made his opportunity to criticize my omitting the lines in ulics, 
that covered the point he raised. It’s his way. 
“The league’s statement,” said McLean, “is so full of misstate 


ments And then he falsified it. 


of intelligence 


that it 
Is it strange or not 
the Senate 


is hardly worth considering.” 
to find this sort 
of the United States—and from 


of morals and 


in 


Connecticut ? 
SALT AND THR ForpNEY TArirr Law 
Since protection was first corrupted in practice, high tariff rates 


ha been put upon very simple commodities, like salt and lead, com- 
modities so simple that the public would not that 
giving millions of dollars gratuities deft 
from every pocket in America. 
We have innumerable salt beds, some of them from 300 to 600 miles 
long, 50 to 200 miles wide, 200 to 500 feet and 
cases 1,000 to 2,000 feet thick. One bed, for in , runs from a 
point north of Detroit, nearly to the Hudson River, with a few breaks, 
the whole area dotted with salt 
Water, preferably heated, gravitates through pipes to the salt beds. 
(This is a case where gravity has to be “ protected” at the dictation 


stispect Congress 


was in picked by fingers 


thick, in some 


stance 


wells, 
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{ t t.) I water sat a Ww ? 1 
eV rated in a vacuum at i 68 ‘ e of about 1 
by the use of American coal, which is , t we ex t it in 
Vast quantities » Kurope and « w ine i re g ¢ 
o y ¢ ition of the wa 
I t it 
; r : Bell - 3 
plus me ‘ wer > pe { dl l vas 
So.0 pel or v illy tour } i : 
It w 1 nm re I lt 1 é f 

ing l vould \ Key t 
] s i \ r | i . 

| r f ad i S96 | 
Und eb ) pe ‘ 0, 
io ~ I y 3} ) ly 
a (bose <« } L hie y \ ‘ 

ol s i j } > ; 

} Lo. o 

l 1 $1,4 r 
‘ l r i ¥ 
] ‘ I ” 

[ I re l ‘ ft 
t ( g ‘ \ i > es ine req ‘ 

r : n of tl protit | I t i I 

Lt Lo \ J i > & ( ; 
lo li i hok i y i ] ‘ L ¢ 
com| l ‘ whi we l origin V 
water Li sade no dividend ] I 4 é t j 3 
per nt 1 1916; 123 per e« in 1 i , | t ) 

18 t l 

Its capital stock bas Ww 1m nd a t ke ! 
plus accu ated of $2,569,156. I 192 1 ) rc 
cent, and in 1921, 15.5 er « 

The |! e law o 0 za lt u ; 1000, « x 
ol i $10,000,000 r as ich a { s th Lbulacturers ia 
add to their pr 3 

‘ re 3 

rhe anufacturers have profited ¢ itly under t e list . 
Und vood law 

The Fordney law offers them $11,000,000, » cost consumers $253,000 
000 » ta as 

This method of taxation, this craft asquerad , as prot 
tion, has ti effect of extorting fro every man nl woman a 
sum which belongs |! richt to the p l € Nothing but the 
fact 3 Iful liscret hi | pe ] ne in 
protest and sweeping from power he t ntati 8 vho } ‘ 
made this possible i oe The duti re mysteriously n 
corporated in the price rhe added price adds not cent to the 
value, not a mill to the Government, it fe ver yella the total 
of the profits of the manufacturers (li. 1 Miles (1909). chair 
man tar committee National Assoctation f Manufacturers.) 

Ihe Federal Trade Commission has recent ordered an association 
of salt producers to cease discriminating by concerted action tn favor 
of certain jobbers and dealers and refusing, by mutual agreen t, te 
sell to certain others 

PRODUCTION, DUTY EXPOR A { RTS 

Underwood, free list I y dut 1 2 per t in ga, 
barrels, et l 8.7 ] t i ( ral i (O32 per 
cent Wages 














In 1919 production was $37,51 21 I r and has 
‘ ~ : ‘ ‘ t I ‘ t x eX rted in 1920 
$1,901,593, or 3.7 per cent of luction Imports were $676,499, or 
1.8 pe ent of pre luctio That } with t n ti list ve 
exported at world prices 2.8 times mo t vas 1 Our 
ce umers were protected, while the trust, the Interna nal Salt Co., 
made 14.69 per cent on its capital 

In 1921, when an impoverished world was tr x to buy the least 
it could from us and to sell the m t it iid, we exported $1,415,471 
of salt and tmported only a third of ts 1 at $531,031 And that 
year, 1921, the Salt Trust made ‘ r 1 per cent more than 
in 1920 

ror —— 8 PER CEXT 

Congres ; now taken this t off the fr t, where it had 
to earn its own | KS i did so y 1 15 per « profit pet im, 
and gives it 30.3 per cent protection, being 11 ts per 100 pounds 
in bags, et or 25.3 per cent and 7 cents per 100 pounds in bulk, or 
38.7 per cent. Relief from abroad is to ! : by act (‘vngres 
until the trust increases its price 30 pez ! ) . 0p plus 
ocean freights, for the importer must recover his J sd freight 
plus a profit for doing business 








WAGES 
W n 1919 were 19.6 per cent of tl f yr selling price, or 
kk ‘ hird of the tariff now prop ] The laboring man in 
tl “ will enjoy this prot i onl as he pays as 
‘ per t add to the present st of his salt as 
t t dares I ‘ 
mr PRICH 
rhe t m ifact have always had affinity for selling 
ind pr ‘ In 1866 the Michigan manufac 
1 ‘ ve ] ice there has bes one trust or another 
The price ij vhat 1} ! t make it. with 1 protection ” for con- 
im and no harm t acturers or labor 
f f 
\ p on the free list in the Wilson bill, which 
\ t 1 1807, the manu urers told the Senate 
( I th When salt idmitted free 
° ° ° iggling indust ill | paralyzed or de 
i petition with the cheaper product of foreign 
W i ! ‘ pay to the English 
I | e which j exacts elsewhere 
( this prediction, we both produced and consumed more 
IS » ISNT tha ever before 
1.1 ith GLOVES AND THE PRESENT TARIFF LAY 
I ‘ ove tariff has been written for mars ears under the 
| ex-Cong! man, the sincerity of whose general devo 
1 I Y ra iv be indicated by onviction for smug 
handise variously valued at from $14.000 to $40,000, for 
W hh « ‘ e he wa entenced to x months in nd fined $1,000. 
It lixtasteful to note this, even as it must have been distasteful 
to Pre j t Taft, in 109, to denounce, as re rt the consideration 
vt h man a andal and a disgrace and to declare that 
he, the President, “ wou not become a party to the payment of politi- 
‘ del y placit exorbifant duties on loves 
Incidents of thi rt, everywhere evident, make the tariff a moral 
i even more t n economic, for morals are greater than nroney 
i Payne duties averaged 45.4 per cent Wages were then 21 per 
ce of factory selling prices Underwood duties 13.7 per cent. Ford- 
ney duties 50 per cent to 70 per cent Wages in 1919, 17.4 per cent. 
Hlowever much postwar wages increased, they did not keep pace with 
manul: in prices 
‘Gentlemen, Congress is becoming a bargain counter.” (Sena 
t< Deolliver Loan.) 
rhe Payne duties gave the industry $6,000,000 to add to its prices, 
costing consumers twice this at retail, or $12,000,000 
Under the Payne law (census, 1914) there were 11,354 wage earners 
in the leather-glove industry, with total pay rolls of $4,558,360, or 
only three-fourths of the protection given it is clear who got the 
benetit 
Under the pressure of this ex-Congressman the Fordney law makes 
the duties “not less than 50 nor more than 70 per cent.” They offer 
the industry as much as $18,000,000 as it can add to its prices, to 
cost consumers $36,000,000 at retail. These huge sums to protect a 
total pay roll of only $8,150,740 
The Underwood duties equaled S41 to 46 cents per pair 








The highest duties in any law since 1890 were $1.75 to $5.50 per 
dozen pairs, or 144 to 46 cents per pats 

The Fordney duties of $4.40 to $22.50 per dozen pairs run from 364 
cen to $L.ST per pair hey raise retail pri 44 cents per pair on 
t) heapest gloves and $2 per pair on the most expensive 

Domes production in (census) 1919 was $46,440,511 Imports 
were $6,162,848, or 13.1 per cent of domestic production Substantially 
ill i ts were of kind ot made here 

Che 1 inev duties are nu e than three time the total wage cost. 
And wag nstitute the only con differe1 between foreign 
and d stic cost f production, 

AMERICA’S GENIUS FOR PRODUCTION 

Ameri ‘ make anything There ars 1owever, some things that 

America will not make Its genius Is for quantity production. Ameri 
industrial democracy insist on serving democracy at lars It 

will not make fussy and elegant things for the few It will not nrake 
the type of 1e gloves now imported, although women require consider 

e® quantities 

I foreign glove industry is a “home” or village industry. The 
brushing o1 f the dye y hand on the outside of the skin only, leaving 
the inside white, the dowling or shaving down of the delicate skins 
to an even thickness and elasticity, the manipulation of the skins “to 
the exact size that will stretch to the desired width when drawn on 
the ind the patient retrieving and making of perfect-fitting gloves 
from defective skins require the sort of mental and physical applica 
tion that Americans dislike In certain European towns and villages, 
notably in France, from the seventeenth century the inhabitants have 


‘ lse 
Littauer. 


done nothing 
money t 
of gloves. 


They will continue, despite the vote of our women’s 
Hie’ll buy diamonds but he won't make these kinds 


Oo 
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Meantime America makes another kind of gloves with special tannine 


and dyeing typical of her character, strong, durable, handsome en 

but so heavy, so different from the types imported as to be utts 
unfit, in the estimation of all women, for the finer use of aftern: 
and evening wear as contrasted with street wear, sports, and auto 


bile use. These are made also in Europe but not at much less cost 


These heavier gloves are made from the hair-growing ‘“* Mocha” sh 


of Arabia and the “ Cape” tough-skinned sheep of South Africa. 
The raw skins are on the free list and cost the same the world over. 
For dyeing they are thrown into drums not unlike modern rev: 


washing machines, with about the difference in cost of dyeing he: 
abroad in laundering without here and abroad. 
* Protection to be protection when it carried t 
extent of pampering an industry into slothfulmess and beyond 
whip and spur of competition.” 


as ironing 


ceases is 


(Col. George E, Tichenor, 


ISS2 
later president board of General Appraisers.) 
The of tanning Mocha 





cost skins here to-day is $4.50, and dyei: 
$2.50 per dozen skins, all sizes, making 30 pairs of short gloves s 
ing at the factory for $3.50 per pair. This is 234 cents per pair 
tanning and dyeing, including tanner’s profit. It is 63 per cent 
the selling price of the gloves, 


If cos 
st 


ts abroad, 


uld | 


including 


per cent 


profits, are one-half 


tariff’ protection 


of 


for tanning and dyecir 


domesti: 
thers 


rhe 1 


e 


nderwood 


duty on colored skins was 10 per cent; Fordne 
20 per cent 
The present domestic charge, $4.50, for tanning, is double var 


pre 


With diminished foreign competition, our tanners are now adding t 








present 10 per cent protection. Why give them an additional 10 
cent? 

‘hat these figures are correct is indicated by the present free adn 
sion of tanned leather of all sorts ready for coloring M 
“Capes” are thus imported; Mochas not, because our own tanni 
preferred 
American labo cost, Mocha” and “ Cape leather gloves, wi 

wage scale of July, 1920, with later reductions, one of 10 per cent 

another, recent, averaging 8 per cent 
; . | 
| Sample | Sample | Sample | Sam; 
| No. 100, | No. 200, | No. 300, | No. 4 
| women’s ; women’s men’s mer 
j Mocha C apes Mocha Cape 
_— 

| 

| Dowling or shaving-.-..- eanan sistensiaaen $1 
Dowling or cutting siintn eg dpalninnelgiticlasleiy 2 
Trimming and punching... ............-. | 

| Trimming and embroidery i wie atl -| ! 

Bu £0 7 ) ee 6 2.2 
Trimming and finishing ake 25 } 
Trimming and laying off. _.............- | 25 
Less reductions about 18 per cent ....... a 1.31 }. 21 l 
Manufacturer's price per dozen__.......--! 21.00 2 00 | 2? 

| Per cent labor to factory prices... .. a 28. 20 13. 07 30, | 

Saipan aa ast . 

j 0 a ia tliat a 6. 20 7. 25 6. 70 & 2 

| Less reductions, about 18 per cent. .....-- | 1,12 1.31 1, 21 14 

Total labor cost per dozen. .......-- 5. 08 5.94 5. 49 | t 

| Manufacturer’s price per dozen...... —_ 27. 00 21.00 42. 00 2 

| Per cent labor to factory prices --......- | 18. 51 28. 20 13. 07 0 

| 





COMPARISON, DOMESTIC AND FOREIGN LABOR COSTS 


The Manufacturers say in their brief that Am 
can wages “ have always been from two to two and one-half times tli 
paid abroad for the same work, and to-day the difference 
even greater than in pre-war times.” Let us see, 


Associated Glove 


wages 


Men's cape and mocha leather gloves—Labor costs 


the United States, 1913 


in Germany «a: 





United 


States 


Equiva- 


Marks | ©quly 


at 23.80 

















dollars dollars 
' 
Oubthed DEER . q inicswiewctidvecadonentbodictinitias 3.72 89 | 1. (X 
Cutting Cape ‘ 3 60 | . 86 | 1, 25 
Sewing pique . sO . 67 1. 
Sewing prixseam Scisvnc dc bbbcas wbtdetitacds ‘ 2. 80 . 67 | 1, O8 
I i I cia thane vs ciaienctatiibiinn mciianialatin 30 .O7 
I Ga, a Uke cag a, tine indeed ine go aldgarian . 30 07 2 
Putting on fasteners complete_._............-....--- .*” 12} if 
SOU OG .. ccndtccoteccdadocutgecasnecmsssdsdensoull . 35 | . 08 if 
Nn nn ddnccadiuidenenbsndsecedbendeae ; She deael 3. 43 

a ee eee ee | D Se ascdiecce 

Add for embroidery according to style from 25 cents to $2.75. 
The cost of producing women’s gloves is essentially the same as 
men’s. 

The above table shows American labor 50 per cent higher than 
foreign, instead of 200 per cent to 250 per cent. Labor is little 
in any country. The difference in labor per pair is slight. 
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PRODUCTION AND IMPORTS pairs annually, our manufacturers did 1 ‘ s above show ) 
The production of leather gloves In the United States in (census) make real kid gloves The war en I wed desperately high 
1899 was 2,895,661 dozen pairs. In 1919, 3,666,045, an increase of | prices. What wil! a tariff embargo prod 
°7 per cent. Population increased in this period 39 per cent. The | BOW CAN WE MAEB THEE 
lustry has failed to advance with population under the extreme There are about 1.200 cattere of dreas Mocha ana Ca: fi lee 
protection of the Dingley and Payne laws and later the war embargo U1 & Btates..of whoes 000 learned thats trades o i 
Approximately 73 per cent of production is men’s gloves; 18 per T! atin chews the Gicteste of Amesicns be i aig t 
ent women’s and children’s, and 9 per cent boys’. The domestic in-| },.4 processes in the fine-glove industry. 7 
ustry serves, substantially, men only. | The proposed duties would shut « it some 700.000 « j 
That neither Germany nor any other country is importing to the the extra fine tyn« naw mate ahread. that we en wie 
injury of the American glove industry in the kind of gloves it makes (Pie muanuiictaverd late? inkl: “40 to BO 1 as of 
shown below. embargoed, or about 450,000 pai It te t t « 00 
Imports of men’s gloves of all kinds cutters in this country uld successfully t these skir 
— Our present laws restr t immigrat to 3 pe it Wi W 
_ ‘ | Total From go barehanded or pay 1919 | s for s s 
Calendar Year imports |Germany | still pay, until Provid e drop dit il t s i tl cies 
~ ________ | or changes the disp 1 « wave 1 
Dozens A JOKER FOR THE Ft 
Dol aenaeestehcunes aebdiiedetdatesl None Foreign prices of gloves should dr p some 20 el ore k 
MN) - «ew nnenenewonenn < 740 leaving them still 50 pe t ve pre-wal 
At present prices the Fordney duties . eut the same y 
" 7 sm Payne. For iu i r kids ave red und e | e la $2.5 
These imports against domestic production of over 2,000,000 dozen |} per cent he | yosed rate i not less t 1 50 per cent it be 
irs per annum of men’s gloves. more, up to TO pe ent 
The manufacturers’ brief attributes to these inconsequential imports This 50 per cent lifts real kids 15 per cent If weve 
the unemployment of “ the thousands of operatives who are now out of | gloves drop 20 per cent in pric (leaving them still one-thir: 
work or working part time.’ pre-war, the duties will average 62 per cent, as against the | 
Mr. Littauer gave a better reason when pleading for rates on cotton | rate of 42.5 per cent. 
sueded gloves running up to 143 per cent, later amended on the floor of | Thus the Fordney excessive duties promise to get worse as M“ 
the Senate to 75 per cent. Said he: “ Cotton gloves are driving out the | advances and to offset price reductions that are dus 
leather gloves. The consumption of leather gloves is no more than Scns on Woaun — 
one-half to three-fourths of what it used to be.” The Fordney duties are an irresistible temptation to the manu 
THE CRIME AGAINST MEN—BARE HANDS AND DIRTY facturers to dd millions of dollars to their prices. The proposed 
The Wilson, Dingley, and Payne tariffs virtually embargoed men’s | increase in prices on domestic producti ind on imports is $18,000 
gloves with duties averaging, as said Mr. Littauer, “664 per cent in | 000, to “protect” pay roll of $8,150,784 rhis $18,000,000 to be 
he past.” Importations of men’s suede gloves, comparable to domestic | loubled to consumers at retail, costing the men afd women of the 
Mochas, from 1908 to 1914, averaged only 1 9 dozen per annum. | United States $36,000,000, 
Without healthy competition from abroad, men’s Mochas sell now COTTON GLOVES AND THE TARIFF 
for $4.50 to $5.50, which retailed pre-war for $2 per pair. With the The Senate Finance Committee gave Mr. Littauer and his friends 
same cost for skins the Englishman is buying his to-day for 6 to 8 | 95 per cent on the heavy cotton cloth gloves used in rough wor! 
shillings or $1.20 to $1.60 per pair. 50 per cent on the cheap, unshrunk, knit, “ funeral gloves worn by 
IMPORTS OF COMPETING GLOVES NEGLIGIBLE | pallbearers and by elevator boys and girls, and from 90 per cent to 
The Reynolds report of experts shows a shipment of Czechoslo- | 119 per cent on the handsome sueded knit cotton gloves now re 
vakia men’s gloves at $8.10 per dozen foreign value, selling in the | Placing kid gloves. By later amendment, these sueded duties were 
United States for $16.50 against the American glove at $24. | made “ not to exceed 75 per cent.” 
Only 2,576 dozen pairs came from Czechoslovakia in 1920. The | WHO PAYS THE pUTY 
average foreign price was $18.39. Only 466 dozen pairs came in 1921, Senator Lenxnroor, June 20, last: 
at an average price of $12.37. Czechoslovakia is not hurting us. “Upon an article like this (cotton gloves), used in every home 
The report shows English lambskins, foreign price $17.05, rt in the land, we ought not to tax the American people more than 
here, plus $2.75 duty and $1.20 landing charges, for $27.75 against 75 per cent.” 
domestics at $30. He knows who pays the duty—the consumer—‘ only 75 per cent 
There were imported of men’s gloves from England in 1920 only Said Senator McCumber regarding wheat: 
18,981 dozen pairs, at average price of $26.16; and in 1921 only 9,451 | “We want higher prices. ‘When the erop is short we add all 
dozen pairs, at an average price of $21.75. The English margin of the duty. When crops are heavy, we get half the duty.” 
profit is moderate. Her importations of men’s gloves are negligible as | He knows who pays—the consumer 
against our domestic production of over 2,000,000 dozen pairs annually. We lead the world in knit goods Knitting is the cheapest known 
WAGES 1.74 PER CENT OF FACTORY SELLING PRICES | method of making cloth, Sueding is merely roughing up the surface 
The essential difference in cost here and abroad, as shown, is in labor. of the piece goods on revolving cylinders with needlelike teeth that tear 
We have seen that foreign wages are 70 per cent of wages in this _ euaugn 66 Ge yan to: give — Saar ns eee _— 
counties: is a simple mechanical process, done here essentially as cheaply as any- 
The differ nce in wage cost here and abroad is, therefore, about 6.3 where. ; as i 
per ce¢ nt of the factory selling price, or one-tenth of the Payne, Dingley, | whe sieves —_ _ out of me ; range ¥3 comes egptectheanen oe ae 
and Wilson tariffs. | are then sewn, inside « it. on machines and then reversed rhe nly 
Wages in 1919 were 17.4 per cent of factory selling prices. This mane sabes Suveived fe the sewing om of the buttons way SS pee 
makes the difference in wage cost here and abroad less than 6 per — 
cent, and less than one-tenth of the Fordney duty. | PRESSED AND BLOWN GLASSWARE New Tarirr 54.9 Per CENT 
Let American men wear gloves Let them have clean and warm Said a great manufacturer of pressed glass, “ When Mr. McKinley 
hands for comfort and health. Instead of this, Congress proposes | W@5 framing the McKinley bill he said to me, ‘I know nothing about 
duties higher than ever for men, and to exploit women likewise—to | PT ssed glass; you make the rates and be fair about it.’ I had a 
exploit them all. distributing house in London costing me $10,000 a year I added 
These duties have nothing to do with protection, as real kid gloves | this cost to my European prices and sold my glass freely in Europe. 
of goat origin are not made in the United States in commercial quan I conferred with two or three competitors We agreed that pressed 
tities. Only 5,694 skins for these real kid gloves were imported in | Slass might fairly be on the free list. Mr. McKinley originally put 
1914—enough for 1,000 dozen pairs, against an annual consumption | it there, but it came out in the bill at 60 per cent duty Greed had 
of about 300,000 dozen pairs, mostly from France, and a total of | intervened. 
1,000,000 pairs of gloves of all kinds. Before the war American pressed glass was retailed across the 
Although failing for 30 years and under high tariffs to develop this | street from Belgian factories. We produce in such quantities as to 
fine-glove industry, our manufacturers produce an average of 3,276,572 offset differences in wage cost, if any 
dozen pairs of their sort, being the heavier Mochas and Capes. Pressed glass is a universal necessity. It furnishes the humblest 


Domestic production is now 76.53 per cent of total consumption, in- 
cluding the kinds we do not make. Domestic manufacturers now want 
to shut out the 23.47 per cent of imports, including the kinds we do 
not make. During the war and later, with a shortage of 500,000 dozen | 










table and, as cut glass, is an object of art. 
METHODS AND MATERIALS 
Our methods of production efficient 
used are cheap and nowhere more abundant than in the United States, 


are extremely The materials 
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, ‘ i a pro t of salt and am- 
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i i i « I under tie 
1 14 ‘ 
" i hd | I an nufacturer for 
l 5 ie or $6.25. 
\ ] i icate from an 
r $6.7 Ap I 
i | 1 $18.75 | L100 7 4 in product 
ig ! l n blet . tory there 
$1 } Why ‘ lomest Mluct vholesale $4.94 
f 
hl h ( ts 40 per ¢ th English 
\\ i ir domestle product wi $1.44 1 
I e $i r i 
echosl dia factories charge 234 cents per gross for 24-inch elec- 
t Wh does ¢ domestic product wholesale for $2.49 and 
I lf two or t t es that? Czechosloval s irrency is par, 
f ner rices gener y how are 
i nost highly p cted Industries the cost of ng is higher here 
i diff } in prices \ indicated. 
l e and gi upie don 1 
I ) I \ 1 the zh } s On the above 
g ire é i onl) ron o2 to 45 per to thei Livered Costs, 
4 mia 
If Ame \ fair d ‘ Cc} s, the tariff ust be made upon 
P he need of the industry and not, as in the glass business and 
‘ he ony ’ nsistence of beneficiaries 
I il e comparisons we cap conjecture what will happen to prices 
‘ ! brordn rate of o4.9 per cent substituted for t present aver 
fy it 
WAGES 2 PER CENT 
The census of 1914 published only the average wages for the glass 
industry as a whole, being 85.7 per cent of the factory selling prices, 
VV es, plus superintendence, were 42.2 per cent. The Payne tariff was 
60 per cent, or about twice the total percentage going to labor. 

1919 in the pressed and blown glass industry 37.9 per cent of fae 
tory liing prices went to labor. The Underwood tariff, being 44.9 | 
pe nt, is about one-fifth more than the total American wage per- 
‘ 

industry | in with at ff of 10 per cent in 1789, increasing | 

to per cent in 1804. The new Fordney duty is the highest in its 
history, 54.9 per cent 

PROFITS 

The Tariff Cemmission says that the highest percentage of profit on 

capital invested in the eight blown tableware establishments was 30.48 

per ent, and the average profit was 10.384 per cent. In the 20 

blown and pressed tableware establishments the highest profit was 29.26 | 

per with the average only one-tenth of 1 per cent. In the 18 | 





lighting-goods establishments the highest profit was 40.1 per cent and 
the average 10.25 per cent In lamp-chimney establishments the high- 
est profit was 27.51 per cent and the average 4.86 per cent. 

factories 


Apparently eflicient can profit under lower duties than now, 


| 
| 

while increased duties will make their profits extreme, and make the | 
least competent profitable | 
As said Col. George Tichenor, in 1882, later president Board of Gen- | 
eral App ers, “ Protection ceases to be pretection when it is carried | 
to the ext pampering an industry into slothfulness and beyond | 
the whi, spur of competition,” | 


} 


| 











JUNE 5 
COST OF FORDNEY DUTY 
The Underwood tariff permitted the manufacturers to add $25.00 
000, if they could make consumers pay it, to the prices of their foreiz 
competitors The Fordney duty, 54.9 per cent, invites them to 
$30,000,000, which would cost consumers twice this at retail, or § 
000,000, There are many indications that they would add substantia 
all of it, especially in good times. 
PROTECTION AND COMMON Honesty—How Atuens “ Prorecreo” |} 
ITY IN LEGISLATION 
One who believes in the beneficence of the principle of prote 
honestly applied may well wonder how many Members of Cong ‘ 
m ture who testified before the congressional committees 
1 « i term would ave far a | 
\t ( i Lord B e Modern I 
4 ‘ 7 1 fother for an alleged 
State having k l into a breach of the law I 
bad advi« Which ! f | Whoever | izht fo 
| sel I ecree or prop which tr 
ry law 1 form or in substance,” if cor i, is f | 
put to death 
From We News, Leagne of Women Voters of New York St 
PRU RE ON OR EXPLOITATION 
[By H. I Miles, chairman Fair Tariff League] 
FT tor ff. passed on our natal day, July 4, 1789, was 
1 simp li suld be written on three of the 358 pages used by 
present I in iw to hide its innumerable robberies from the } 
understandi Each Congressman knew what he was voting fo: 
Hamilton's time, and every voter knew what he was voting for N 
one-tenth <¢ the present Members of Congress can know either, 1 
the public. Hamilton’s tariff gave 7 per cent protection on ma 
manufacti irticles, with 10 per cent on some, and more on on 
on bein I 15 per cent Congress now gives from fou: 
ten times higher rates than Hamilton—not to infant industries 
the gr est in¢ s on earth 
If an article costs 80 cents abroad and $1 here, there must be 
of 25 per cent on the 80 cents, or our manufacturer must quit |! 
ness, for we will not let him debase his wages, This is all ther 
te pr ction utely simple, as most honest things are. For 4 
y s the pri ! f protection has been confused in the public n 
and debased s s to yield trusts and price-fixing manufacturers ¢1 
m wealth at the cost of the consumer. Roosevelt and Taft tried 
mend this, and the Republican platform of 1908 secured Mr. Taft 
election by declaring for a righteous tariff revision that would rep 
sent, as Hamilton's did, ‘the difference tn the cost of production here 


and abroad.” But the “Old Guard” learns nothing. Taft 
feated for reelection because the party broke this platform promise in 
the Payne tariff of 1909. 

Now Chairman McCumber, of the Senate Finance Committee, 
the duty sheuld sure the difference between the landing cost of 
the foreign article in the American market and the selling price of th 
manufactured article by the manufacturer in the 
selling price—mind you—without to costs 
Every item of the Fordney law is on this basis, 
tain the price of American manufacturers, whether honest or di: 
honest, fair or extortionate. When Chairman McCumber said 
June 10 in the Senate, he showed a pearl necklace, costing $12.59 in 


was @ 


Says 
men 


American market, 
of production 
Its purpose is to mai 


reference 


this 


Europe (this necklace was, in fact, made in Brooklyn; the factory 
price was $75; most of the McCumber statements of cost to retail a , 
were later proven to be grossly in error), that his committee paid 
$150 for at retail, a cuckoo clock for which they paid the retailer 
2,200 per cent above its foreign cost, and other like articles. 

This is retail profiteering. As Mr, McCumber said, “it is not a 
matter of the tariff,” and yet, as above declared, he makes the whole 
tariff support manufacturers’ prices whatever they are. He even in- 
vites extreme increases in prices. He makes the duty on women's 
fashionable “heather” hose, sold by our manufacturers at lower 
prices than Europe's, 57 per cent. We export silks to free-trade 


England at a profit, duty 55 per cent. 
Ordinary gingham—for aprons and cheap dresses, 31 per cent, although 
none has been imported in 20 years. It is freely exported and its 
principal manufacturer has increased his capital stock from $4,000,000 
in 1898 to $44,500,000, besides declaring $30,000,000 of cash dividends. 

Men have become used to this exploitation. Senators hate it, but 
it. How about women? Will they restore protection to honest 
or submit to increases in living costs of $2,000,000,000 per year 
in this Senate bill above any requirement of true protection? The 
question is nonpartisan—just common honesty. 

(Senator McCumber has just been defeated for renomination in the 
Republican primaries of North Dakota by LYNN J. Frazingr, Progressive 
Republican and Non-Parlisan Leaguer.—Editor.) 


The whole tariff is this way. 





do 
use, 





THE FORDNEY (PRESENT) LAW MORE EXTREME THAN THE PAYNE 


“This bill in its entirety is a more rndical and more extreme 
measure, so far as protection is concerned, than even the Payne 
I had hoped, Mr. President, that protection woutd 


Aldrich law. 
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not run mad, as it had done * * ¢# TI never in allt | I plate-glass pl ' — : 
iw su swarm of men as were around the Finance Committee | tent 10 l ents n 
while they had this bill before t i, and n t} i 2 th t will r i a to n 
work in well.” (Senator Knut Nelson, Re au, Mir : excel s et t 
SIONAL Rees Aug 41, 1922.) é l } ol ’ 
] re GLASS AND THE TARIFI THe SENATE PROFITEERING ON S&S . Kore a sci , sed 
LIGH'1 
T™ wooD DUT ‘ PER CEN } ring i ' erin 
1 TI . h 
\ \ ld 1 hi I fit I t only glas for 1! . : x t 
1 for 1 les, desk nd other fu ir ~ | f 1 , 
es, ship 1 d other purposes. In our Northern St — ’ 
ns nd t make t r my, } ad \ gs in T he Y ave  ¢ ' 1 
FORDNEY DUT Pr u 4 VAGES . in the glas ne t i wi \W 7 Dp i 
The materials used are amor the heapest In the world I I The P ' } 
where more plentiful or cheaper than in the Ur d State s ‘ \ ll l d Price 
which is not unlike beach sand, lime ne, and soda ash w R y 
s made in plants owned by the glass manufacturers, common s I y ) ent t. 
which we have limitless quantiti nd amm dsarser it istry we | os ls ' ! Che ne lor y 
which is a waste product of smelters. rate 23.1 pe el 
MATERIALS Protits in the bus f ! t follow stateme 
These materials are liquefied in pots holding a ton each, ther P h pl ( ( 
poured on an iron table some 15 feet wide by 25 feet long, where a [Incorporated under the \ f Pent Au t 24, 1883] 
heavy roller quickly passes over it, flattening it into sheets of un Orig 1 capital 6 SR00, OOO 
form thickness. After tempering, the rough edges afe cut off, it is | Present capitalization — 
ut to desired size, and ground on a revolving iron table with sand Capital —_ (par $100) c re $36. 927 840 
and water. It is then polished with rouge, water, and felt-covered | __ 
oscillating blocks or disks. I iends paid 
[The use of natural gas gives our industry a decided advantage. | Net profit —" Sury 
Foreign competitors must use coal, which is decidedly less desirable for stock _ after 
for glass making. Coal is, however, as cheap here as elsewhere. Miter tax Preferred Common om 
PRODUCTION | — = — 
Production in 1914 amounted to $14,799,646, of which $35,757, or | 1921___.._--_. ole. $6, 742, 876 tock retired $2, 948, 490 $3, 704, 386 
two-tenths of 1 per cent, was exported, against imports of $693,846, | 1920 8, 595, 916 $18, 000 3, $37, 964 239, 952 
~ . s . ' 1VlY 7,013, 719 18, 000 1, 792, 559 4¥3, 200) 
or 4.7 per cent of domestic production. This 1914 production was | jo), 2' 968. 509 18, 000 1 730, 078 1 220, 451 
an increase of 12.2 per cent in quantity and 85.2 per cent in value | 1917 5, 276, 579 18, 000 2, 022, 716 3, 235, 863 
over 1904 | 1916 aint ani 970, 232 Ls, OOO 1, 571, GOO 4, 381, 232 
: | 1915 1, 659, 238 18, 000 1, 570, 137 101 
Production in 1919 was valued at $34,582,862, of which $4,221,360 | 914 1, 738, 705 18, 000 1, 569, 456 151, 249 
was exported, or 12.2 per cent. Only $3,055 was imported, or 4.7 | 1913 1, 685, 217 18, 000 1, 568, 456 97, 761 
per cent of domestic production. j ivl2 - 1, 669, 322 18, 000 1, 569, 445 81, 807 
EXPORTS AND IMPORTS Total 43, 320, 313 162, 000 19, 681, 301 23, 477, 132 
In 1920 exports were $2,853,666, or 8.3 per cent of 1919 production, | ——————_____ ee = 
against imports of $2,228,672 or 6.4 per cent. } Net tangible 
Exports in 1921 were $1,334,517, or 3.8 per cent of 1919 produc- | * Net working} Plus othe: asset ppl Profit and 
tion, with imports $2,025,823 or 5.9 per cent. We produced in 1921, capital assets equals cable to loss surplus 
in round figures, 70,000,000 square feet of plate glass, and imported | stock 
only 8,000,000 square feet. We meet world competition better now | ———— 
than before the war. 1921 $26, 139,832 | $61, 467,874 | $61, 467,874 | $20, 159, 587 
Import demand has been due to the superior quality of French and 1914 . $, O79, 093 28, 480, 793 28, 480, 793 5, 550, 080 
Belgian glass for mirrors, ete. not to prices. Our manufacturers 1912 oo----- 7,176,441 | = 28, 224, 105 28, 224, 105 , 07, O72 
have made our people pay as nearly as possible the price of the 
superior importation, duty paid. Profits for the 10 years, 1912-21, were $43,520,315, of which $19,- 
843.301 went to dividends, and the emainder, $23,477,132, to surplus 
; WAGES AND PRICES Weeiin re ae $4 mee 031 aati rhe Coad : +e re ae 
Of the factory selling price, in 1919, 31.5 per cent went to wages. yee Pe - : ‘ V 
Wages are not separately shown in the 1914 census. Said an author profited so much as since the war, and under the present relatively low 
ity in 1890, “ prices of pressed glass have steadily fallen in foreign duties. Should these duties be increased as in the Fordney law, at 
t markets from 1835 until now, except during the Franco-Prussian War. puaite eee a soERER 
American manufacturers, however, have kept domestic prices up to the | The control of prices and deliveries have coun 30 severe that im- 
importing point,” and “ consumers have been obliged to pay enormous porters have hesitated to wive information Prices were 80 high in 
profits on watered stocks, while wages are lower than those paid to 1920 that the authorities of a great city considered the advisability of 
laborers anywhere in the United States for work equally difficult ana | “2% baper tentpera ity in the inside partitions of a big new school 
exhaustive, and requiring equal skill. Labor then got from $1.25 to building, hoping for lower prices later. 
$2.60, with master teasers and boss layers $3, for a day's work of COST OF FORDNEY DUTIFS 
from 10 to 12 hours, in the plants of the Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co. The protection given the industry, under the Payne law, was $5,000 
at Tarentum and Creighton, Pa. At Ford City some wages were 40 | 000, costing consumers $10,000,000 Under the Under od law, £4.006 
per cent less. The company then paid 31 per cent dividends, and other | 000, costing consumers $8,000,000 rhe Fordney law Ter t in 
companies made 25 per cent and over. dustry $7,000,000, to cost consumers $14,000,000 
In the Dingley days, the manufacturers got rates running from 50 Note—March 1923. Certain sizes of plate glass have advanced 10 
to 100 per cent, whereupon they doubled many of their prices against | per cent and others 22 per cent since enactment of Fordney law 
domestic consumers, and warned customers not to buy abroad even Instead of such rates as this being’ something to the credit 
those sizes which could be brought in to advantage because of our of the Republican Party, they will tend to damn the Repub! n 
price increases. About a third of this increase went to labor, and the Party if they are put into the bill (Hon Invine L. Lexroc 
balance to the stockholders. United States Senate, July 13, 1922.) 
TRUST PRACTICES Why not let common folk enjoy plate glass which, fairly bought, is 
Said a merchant, who was thus ordered not to buy abroad, “ It took | an economy? Only through plate glass can the household see the ou 
me several days to comply. I saw I would lose my business otherwise, | side world straight. 
so I promised not to import.” He said the trust later advised cus- | Obscured, wire, and other building glass is plate glass rough finished. 
tomers to order ahead liberally, as prices were going up. They so | It is a simple necessity in skylights, sidewalks, for fire protection, ete. 
ordered, and then prices were reduced 35 per cent. | Cheaper materials are used and less labor. Production ji 1914, 
These practices were not new. About 1889 a combination was | $4,528,467. Production in 1919, $8,673,392. Exports are not sepa- 
formed at Pittsburgh between the manufacturers and jobbers and | rately shown in the census. Imports in 1920, $370,271, or 4.5 per cent 
shortly after prices advanced 33 per cent. of 1919 production. Imports in 1921, $351,083, or 4 per cent of pro- 
duction, Wages in 1919, 22.3 per cent. The Payne rate averaged 


Says the National Furniture Co. (July 17, 1922): 
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29.7 1 cent The Underwood rate was 16.6 per cent, which the the cheapest preduction on earth, profits based upon the most 
Is y law increases to 22 per cent, thereby giving the industry | quated and expensive methods of an unimportant few. 
$! 0 cost consumers $3,200,000. } PFFICTENCY AND COSTS 
AMERICAN FARM BUREAU FEDERA x The hand blower makes a cylinder of single-strength glass about * 

1 rtensive analysis shows in its weekly news tter of January | feet in length and from 12 to 15 inches in diameter. The best 1 
11 } bat the farmers lose ten dollars to one of gain from the hine draws, hoists, and blows cylinders of glass nearly 39 feet in 
] t length and about 22 inches in dianreter, yielding n than eight ti 

! 3 much glass the cylinder made by hand. The machine cy! 

Gt ) $426, G00, O00 le in le than the small hand-blown cylinder. The machi 
. L25, VOY, 000 | Hower erat from three to five machines at a time. Allowin 
- } y O01. Of O00 1 and number of machines, the machine blower produces al t 
forty times nrore than the hand blower. The method of flattening < 
1 124, St") ¢ it ind ring these cylinders to the consumer is the me 
J “ : 0 ) . ; ; 
‘ 1 case 
fr ricultural eB, DUO, WY OW GASS, UNDERWOOD DUTY 9.6 PER CENT ; FORDNEY DUTY 28 PER CE 
" { fa ' 1 0 Six ent of the total production in 1916-17, of 9,000,000 box: 
‘j ‘ hed ilo, 0OY, OVO i le in 27 fact by machines, Forty per cent was mad 1 
» ft I the hand 1 hod. The 57 hand-blowing factories det 
sicidincone ) 1d pri ° rh handblowers needn't nrodernize their eq , 
McKinley prot tive Tt b . ace mer b se a induls t Congress helps them to profits y he 
' acer Pp — M l Ss run third of the year and get profits on the f 
ME CIN y KI v Pordney seems not t Know, that th ty time their own cost for blowing. Congress, howey 
reve is to make rate Ly n trebles the former rate of 9.6 per cent, making it 28 per cent, 
t e rates | i ike Lu th i ) per it of e total wages. 
WAGES 87 PER CENT 
| | ey Pr it-elect _ ‘ atv : : i ae : ‘ 
. ges (census) 1919 are 37 per cent of factory selling prices. We 
, » oe : } vell question whether wages will be more than 15 or 20 per 
; when the Federal court puts these manufacturers upon the basis 
egitimate production and public service. 
roe we . ae 3 RELATION OF BUSINESS AND TARIFFS TO PUBLIC SERVICD 
: Said President Wilson: “As I take it, private business is public serv- 
, . ; ul : : e McKi 1 r te p it. These manufacture rs and others have yet to 
ll i the iti of private business, and the tariff also, to pub 
, ' : : service Congress might also learn. 
" ; MATERIALS 
_ wow t Por : EY 17 Ma ia 1 1 in the production of glass are among the cheapest in 
I a ‘ { 7 od . = = Congress of the | the world ilica sand, which looks like beach sand, and is han- 
Ps eae : Fa : = - E lled in tl same way; soda ash, which has been made here for years 
Un , t has been almost definite and powerful : — heuper than elsewhere; and crushed limestone. These materials were 
ee i os rigging a eee merly fused in clay pots. now in continuous automatic tanks not 
as | I ut { ! nd or untior now 1 i lictment in nlike pig iron 
the | eal irt of southern New York charged \ eee Soda ash is a product of salt, of which we have limitless deposit 
Clee -ane itz08 a a repetition in sv ce of ke prosecu- | onq@ ammonia, which is a by-product of our coke ovens. 
u Pee k to 2500 These ingredients are used in the proportion of about 73 per 
I rand jury finds that these a al ifacturers and or UNIONS | con 18 per cent soda ash, and 13 per cent lime. 
“did arbitrarily fix, exact, and maintain unifo ” and ex- So long as our natural gas holds out our glassmakers have a grea 
c e p curtail, control, and reduce productio i suppress advantage over foreign competitors. Our coal is the cheapest in the 
n mmon agreement and understanding nded, re- | world. 
a= and carried out throughout the last tree year | Who would protect sand, salt, limestone, and coal, limitations of pro 
CONGRESS AND THE TRUSTS | duction, idleness, high costs, and prices? Answer: Congress. 

The report on tl glass industry by the United States Tariff It would seem that an industry running under criminal agreements 
Con sion in 1921 infermed Congress and the publi at a single | only six months in the year, with proportionate excessive overhead and 
Amer n producer of window glass, the largest in the world, was so | other charges (and even then shutting out importations), can stand 
efficiently organized and equipped that it exported 80 per cent of all against f: n competition and even increase its exports, which now 
expo ot vindow lass in 1916, the total mounting to over re many times more than imports. 
$3,000,000 PRODUCTION, EXPORTS, AND IMPORTS 

i irtails production, says the commission, and with other machine The production of window glass in-1914 was $17,495,956, presumab!; 
fact Gavit the domestic market with the 55 small hand-blowing | under present practices; for charges, in court and out, of bad practices 
cla ictories who produce 40 per cent of the window class run back to 1866. 

i cr te war, says the commission, and notwithstanding the We exported in the fiscal year 1914, under the Payne tarif® of 39.6 
grea advantages of machine production, there were pra lly no per cent, $311,339, or 1.8 per cent of production, against imports of 
domesti sales of machine glass in foreign countries, because of 21234 584. 

a derstandings limiting the trade to our domestic mar These imports indicate, as might be expected, that the tariff was 
Ket intime remaining idle for tw ae oe t year. | added te domestic prices, thereby permitting on these slight importa 
in See tions a profit above freight and duty. 
i pal machin l company in 1916 in its annual In 1919 production was $42,789,634, of which we exported $6,492,608 
rey being 5.2 per cent of production, and imported $134,584, being three 
! the company was securing w t w co lered a | tenths of 1 per cent of production. 
portion of t going usin would be far mere In 1920 we exported $4,097,133, or 9.6 per cent of 1919 production, 
, ail its opera nus to the extent we did rather than and imported $567,471, or 1.3 per cent of domestic production. 
{ perate the caj ity and possibly precipitate a price In 1921 we exported $455,086, or two-tenths of 1 per cent, against 
n t midst of the greatest export business w have ever imports of $2,612,146, or 6.1 per cent, 
Says the Tariff Commission of foreign competition: 
MITING OUTPUT The E pean glass industry has suffered considerably as 4 

Seid I T Commission result of the war. The French and Belgian window and plate-glas 

] { iveness of } np] ma e neti { Jomes industry was lecated along the border between the two countries 

f I t s practically 1 1 by the policy of and suffered greatly during the German occupation. One plant is 

I ng outpt to suit the requirements of und production. new operating in France, and the Belgian producers are bending 

’ e production is marketed under conditions t encourage every effort toward a resumption of productive activity, It will be 
tinuation of antiquated methods Profits of machine pro- | some time before either nation will be in a position to supply its 

io a based on the costs of preduction of handmade class, pre-war surplus for export, because, aside from the dex reased pro 

ing prices being practically the same.” duction capacity, the home market is stripped of the finished prod 

[hus does this trust deprive consumers here and abroad of the uct, and the demand is increased by the large quantities necessary 
frui ff American geniags and of low costs and take uato itself for for reconstruction purposes.” 
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report of the 71 experts emploved by the Senate Finance Com 
shows tt domestic prices e kept “ex yelv ” high In 
OW Ve ell tly hicl than domest prices, in order 
t SI l mars of 18 to 17 per cent for hand 
I ( l ' z£ ] é i 
I { I Lh oO i I 
‘ < ] i i vA ) 
t t i r « 
i 
ol t! i 7 
¥ ¥ , “ 
: : 
; : { ( ' 
f sup rT meg , S¢ , nn? cot) 
1888 n the vy jay that the miwstr was «x ! ‘ 
' d ; ep ‘det ‘ 
tl t i Ss i I nowal ' t The # g pri 
trie ? ere acl ed be n tl st of i r 
n incres of port I esti t h he ta ; 
{ I I t Conere nr es dut as f 
it } domesti ‘ j x ‘ »ipty 
t a ( f xs Row Ju 10), i dant show 
e the differs be twee he importing pt d the ws 
of the cor ple Ameri article b t 4 ican ' i 
( prices, ™ vo no ot proeuec..or prices hones r dis 
n t Congressme! The t 4 
t eir prices rer and higher, and Congress maintains them 
| representative of the File Trust } r ler fror ~ i 
ont was asked, “ Ilou u i sell abroad’ Anew “ 
l the world Why do vou want rot tior “To keey 
1 tic prices Congt raisit ts aunty fron 5h to 44 per cent 
I sin W y-GY MANtr ( I 
gh WITHIN WHI 
\boul Se per cent ol he window-glass factories of the United States 
re acquired in 1899, upon its incorporation, by the American W 
w Glass Co., strictly a holding company, and itself in tura, owned 
the American Window Glass Machine C w hi has no preperty 
f cousequence except exclusive righi in the United States to pat 
ts on wachines for window-zias making, and the eomimon sat ‘ 
of this American Window Glass ‘ 
[The American Window Glass Co finanein] record is here given 
AMBRICAN WINDOW GLASS CO 
Lncorpor under ti laws « Pent ivan Au t 2, 1889, ac- 
ring 20 gla ce ihies imprising about SS per « € < the w low 
i155 prodtiction © the . ited tla > 
Compan is contrelied y American Willow Giass Machine Cs 
resent capitaiiwatron 
l ne ] t - $4 au 
ferred k71 cent cumulative «4 $104 4, OOO, OO 
Commo? tock (par $100 1 0. O00 
Of the com tock, $12,9990,9° i wned by t ‘ n Window 
‘ M hit { 
Year ended 9 7 se Dividend ourpius Rovalties 
tans preferred 4 1¢ paki 
| * 
may “4 
: 2, 828, 384 1 tT 
rae Sth tt 2 8h6, 
50 nénedaiecenpocguemecqrenéna -| i, 217, 
l | l l 4/ 
ke 752 034 
ates al U m i & 
Total, net sitios ------| 10, 382, 968 174,875 | 12,777, 364 12, 871, 901 
— ereniasienes aa ee = — - 


‘ Deducted from other assets 4 Deficit. 














In lieu of dividends upon common stock the company pays rovalti 
to its owner, the American Window Machi Glass (« [t paid, hew 
ever, in 1920, a common-stock dividend of $1,429,923, in additien to 
royalties of $2,071,581. 
See pan SE RRRONSIEEN ET _ en 
e : Net 
Net Plus other Less bi ; Profit and 
working bor i aoe ‘ 
capital | equal liabilitie yer : surplus 
$6076, N02 '$28, 026, 000 $947 000 $27,780,000 | $ 047 
-| 2,667,952 | 20, 704, I7F 245,000 | 20, 538, 176 i © 298 
..i 1,806,577 | 21, BM, OSs 2, , 000 | 17, 304, 088 4, OF4 s 
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4 Al ecet ccrus cle 
I re MUDLS A mence shee not 
Th prernny only asset re ft: tent hte in the T 1 4 
I Lmerican Windew Gia a mmor t ' 
v re ed on the t t £6 9090 N00 and $12.999 10 (p 
s] ! As of th t id h, $9,734 bert 
$105,200, and its profit l-los urpln ted to $115,0 
‘ OF Oo I 
I I n wind gl L ‘ I I I 
‘ t n d i 191 ) 000,000 ag cou rs § { 
In 1919, 9 pe nt, it am to $3 YOO, mestiy throw 
y the 1 rers, a ling to above itement t rand 
nd the 7 T Commission Ti cost « mer $7,600,100 
Ford \ Vv ! the mar urers 2 per nt of $9,000.06 
co Sun S ome $18 000 K Lb li t ft ‘ ~* ti i) ‘ 
err nt l d in rey u h tomh re nothi 
Ni Af 2 I es window gla have advanced si 
€ I ix l from © to 10 per cen 
ne ‘ ld be | t I 
r oth n ' ter tnt ‘ P 
I yrotection whe ‘ 1 to ft t ‘ | 
industry ir slothfulness and beyond the whip ar 
petition.” (Col. George FE. 7 ‘nor, 1882, 1 t 
General Appraisers.) 
GLA BorTrTrut JA , AND OTHI NOLLA WAR 
Underwood duty, 39.5 per cent; Fordney duty, 51.2 per cent 
80.2 pel ent 
Alexander Hamilton, in America’s first protectivi riff, gay 
cent duty to manufacturers of all glassware. his rate was st 
increased in the five following tariffs up te 20 per cent in 1784 
re ed 49.8 per cent in the Day law, then dropped to 395 Pp 
in the Underwood law, and now the Fordney rates avy 51.2 14 
When the duties were from l( o 380 pe l th ja 
etc., were blown by human lung and ft lu 
AMERICAN EFFICIENCY—FORKIGN COMPPTITION 
Now, an Ameri made mact pro l-dr bot 
rate of 165 pe te, or 50,400 pint betfles in 24 d 
in this latter production about 54 skilled wor rm 1 
needed 1) r ‘ ‘ +} 
e 60 7 d 7 
n hines a 
3 I ( ul slot T ill 
at €or ; f ’ ; | rior 
oved hod lepend t 
“Our hand-bl ers say the eommrisesion t me 
ny on that h arise: r from f I ‘ ° 
In adiuetir themselves to the domest ompeti n of me 
ing, hand bi rs have me P 7 { th r 
ame fror trroad ' coutinue ind production i 
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five times what Hamilton gave the industry in 1789 This will amount 
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The nea f natural gas gives American mannfacturers a great ad- | A representative of the so-called File Trust in taking an order fr 
vantage over foreign producers who must use coal ich less desirable | Europe recently, was asked, “ How can you sell abroad against G 
In gla production Coal is cheap here, however, as anywhere man competition?” Answer: “ We can undersel!l the world.” Th 
Pruel about one-third of the cost of production why do you want protection?” To keep up domestic prices 
Freights alone would embargo imports except to Atlantic ports and UNDERWOOD DUTY 25 PER CENT—FORDNBY 44 PDR CENT 
near-by markets This geographic protection within the country has ~ i " 
ca a t plant to be widely distributed over some 2U0 States fhe Underwood duty was 25 per cent Recent export quotations 
: |; 20 per cent below domestic prices, That is, an Englishman, rene) 
DUCT EXPORTS, AND IMPORTS } man, or Chinaman procures from a New England factory for 80 
ttle industry used to be small—$5,670,433 in 1880. It be- | what the domestic user, by order of Congress, is required to pay 
cam Trea ipon the extension of the canning industry and the use or, the addition being precisely the amount of the present tariff 
of soft drink Production in 1914, $51,958,728, of which 1.4 per | Congress has now authorized file manufacturers te add 44 per cent 
ent was exported, with imports 4.6 per cent of production. Imports | new rate, against domestic users, instead of their former addition 
of illed bottles have eldom exceeded $300,000 year. They | 95 per cent, and the manufacturers at once add another 15 pe 
oe $84,575 in 1915, and bk than $20,000 annually since 1917 to } to their domestic prices, 
019 
Production, in 1919, $94,007,682, of which $5,283,655 was exported, | PRODUCTION, EXPORTS, [MPORTS 
bein ) per cent of production, with imports $565,163, or six-tenths | Production in 1919 was $17,616,563, of which 29.4 per cent w 
nt | exported, being $5,181,792 against imports of three-tenths of L » 
In 1920, exports were $9,998,407, or 10.6 per nt of 1919 produc cent, or $49,855 
tion, Imports were $1,413,754, or 1.6 per cent | In 1920 exports were $5,550,619, or $1.5 per cent of 1919 prod 
In 1921, exports were $4,726,332, or 5 per cent of 1919 (Census) tion, with imports $100,471, or six-tenths of 1 per cent of domes! 
production, against imports of $1,721,569, or 1.8 ‘ent of produc- production For these two years exports were 78 times greater than 
tion imports 
Summary table United States Tariff Commission In 1921, a bad year generally, exports were 14.4 per cent of 
_| duction and imports six one-hundredths of 1 per cent 
B ireh T There had to be a special reason for the importation of files 
—- i aes — iia ———s per cent higher prices than our trust floods foreign markets with. In 
vem consump-| exports | For con {duty oremrate | ports are of extra fine qualities and odds and ends which our makers 
tion ! sumption per cent do not make, for dentists, jewelers, etc. There is no competition, fo 
- | —}; ——___— - imports are not comparable, 
1913 _..| $211,729 | $808,327 | $211,729 $92,013 43. 46 Congress might as well write a check on the Federal Treasury to t! 
i914 217,995 | 711,353 | 217, 995 7 32.67 | File Trust as to increase its duties. The handy men from New En 
re a7 ‘ Ai = a | ; ae = = land on the Ways and Means and Finance Committees must see th 
19 19, 235 |2. 435, 610 10, 235 5 770 20 00 Investigation indicates a single ownership of substantially all i! 
1v18 a 5, 444 h, 844 1, 753 30.00 | factories, many of which, however, operate under separate names; als 
1919 * ; 14° 180 5, 283, 6 14 180 4253 30. 00 price agreements or at least closely related prices. 
| _ i aa al WAGES 30.2 PER CENT 
' The figures below include only empty bottles, vials, jars, ete | Ordinary files are made with marvelous speed, accuracy, and low co 
* Calendar year | by semiautomatic machinery America should feel proud of this in 
Our ability to meet the competition of the world in the neutral | dustry, as typical of her genius and efficiency. Here, as in many in 
markets of the world is apparent from our export figures, and our | qustries, America demonstrates that high wages are cheap wages 
greater ability since the war than before | In 1914 wages were 38 per cent of the factory selling price, or about 
COST OF FORDNBY DUTY two-thirds of the Payne duty, of 56.1 per cent In 1919 wages wer 
The protection given the bottle and hollow-ware industry in the | 30.2 per cent, or slightly more than the former duty of 25 per cent 
Payne law was $17,000,000 in the fiscal year, 1914, costing consumers | Congress now makes the duty 44 per cent, or 147 per cent of the tota 
$24,000,000 Under the Underwoed duty of 39.5 per cent, it was, in | Wage cost ther cost factors are substantially the same here ani 
1919, $27,000,000, costing consumers $54.000,000, | abroad. 
Congress now levies a duty of 51.2 per cent, or almest double the | THY TRUST 
total per cent—30.2—of the factory selling price that goes to labor and The Nicholson File Co., which controls file production, is as secre 
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to $35,000,000 to the 
it 


industry, if used, as it appears to be 
the consumer $70,000,000 if so used 


used 


now. 


cost 


will 


THE FARMER 
high or low 


HAS MUCH TO LOSE 


“So far as a schedule may be conc 


the farmer 
lose by high tariffs on the things which 


rned, 
probably has much more to 
than he could ever 
commodities, Our 


he buys 


hope to gain by any tariff on his own 
economists have all reported convincingly on 
that point. There may possibly be some exceptions to it.”’ 
dent J. R. Howard, American Farm Bureau 
Mr, CLARK (Ways and Means Committee) 
whole business is that the you will make your 
getting a little here and a little there from a 
people, so that there is not enough for one of them 
and testify against about the 
rake-of amounts to a fortune.’ 
“ WITNESS, ‘ Yes; little 
24, 


(Presi- 
Federation, 1922.) 

‘The truth about 
money 
great many 
to come here 
total of the 


the way 


by 


is 


you it, and general 


every helps.” Tariff hearing, Novem- 


ber 1908.)' 
FILes 
For years the File Trust 
United and the tariff? for profit 
used its machinery and its pay rolls 


some 25 has used the 


of 
as it 


the 
bas 


Concress 


States making as definitely 


When the Payne committee was taking testimony on files, an invoice 


was presented showing export prices 40 per cent below domestic prices. 


This was common practice for years. Notwithstanding this, the Payne 


Congress, in 1909, definitely and knowingly continued the practice 
with a duty of 56.1 per cent. 

The export price, 60 per cent of the American price, plus the Payne 
duty, equaled 96.6 per cent against the American price $1. This 


shows that the trust's superiority in production enabled it to add to its 
foreign prices 3.4 cent plus the duty 


for 


per American prices, 

“We New Englanders know that the Dingley tariff was made 
by New England for New England, and that when it goes we will 
never get another as good.” (Hon. Charles Littlefield, M. C., 


Maine, 1909.) 


tive as to its profits as its tariff practices. 
Philadelphia, Paterson, Anderson, 
tario, and elsewhere, under other names. 

It has no funded debt. Its capital stock (par $100) is $10,000,000 
It declared annual dividends from 1888 to 1901 averaging 6 peg cent ; 


has plants itn 


dence, Ind., and Port Uope, On 


in 1902, 10 per cent; 1903-5, 8 per cent; 1905, 12 per cent; 1907, 14 
per cent; 1908, 10 per cent; 1909-14, 16 per cent; 1915-16, 20 per 
cent; 1917, 16 per cent, and 24 per cent extra; 1918, 16 per cent 
and 10 per cent extra; 1919, 16 per cent and extras; 1920, 8 per cent 
and extras. 

An extra cash dividend of 50 per cent was paid out of surplus on 
October 11, 1904; also a stock dividend of 100 per cent in May, 1920 


No balance sheets or income accounts are available 


COST OF FORDNEY DUTIES 

The Underwood duty gave the file people $4,000,000, to be doubled 
to consumers at retail. The Fordney duty offers them $6,000,000, 
a cost to consumers at retail of approximately $12,000,000, or as much 
of this as file manufacturers dare add to their prices. 

Notrsr.—October 10, 1922, a few days after the enactment of the 
Fordney law the File Trust increased its domestic prices 15 per cen 
or three-fourths of the Fordney increase tn its duties 


THE 


if 


‘FLEXIBLE PROVISIONS " OF THe FORDNEY (PRESENT) LAW 


THE PRESIDENT’S POWER TO RAISE OR TO LOWER RATES 50 PER CENT 
The Federal Constitution requires that all revenue laws shall origi 
nate in the House of Representatives. This was provided after much 
consideration in the Constitutional Convention, in accordance with 
the experience of centuries in which the struggle for popular govern 
ment was largely an endeavor to wrest the power of taxation from «a 
sovereign executive and to vest it in a popular assembly chosen yj 
the people. 
“J should be the last.to advocate a commission with any powe! 
fix rates, if that were constitutional, as it would not 
(January 18, 1909), now Chief Justice U 


be.’ 


S 


to 


President Taft 
Supreme Court, 











\ll the machinations by which e Fordney Way nil Means ¢ 
ee Wa isled roueht to bear on party conventions and 
the President’ ele on of the personnel of his Tariff Commi ! 
rhe Pr t l little time to tariffs and none continu 
I P ent with a third of the Goverr t on his 
uliders here re over 400 Members of the Tlouse of Re 
ve from whom a small committee, assisted, like the President 
he Tariff Commission, may well give all its time, if need be, to the 
iff. If all its time there would be left 400 Members for ot 
sks Such a committee y complete devotion could marvel 
advance America’s economic and social welfar It wo en) 
respect for the Constitution and the Congress The Senate might 
have such a committee The President would do his share, as h 
ort n passing on tariff bills as they came to him 
It is doubtful if even C s realizes how inexperienced in tarifl 
making are the members of the Ways and Mear Cor ittee 1 
whom this task is committed. The average Congressman knows l 





most nothing either of manufacturing or of tariffs 

Mr. McKinley was the only one with any previous experience of the 
majority members who framed the McKinley bill.° Of the majority 

embers who framed the Wilson bill, only Mr. Wilson and two other 
had had previot experience and then only as minority members, 
little considered, of the McKinley committee. 

Only Mr. Dingley and three attorneys of the Dingley committes 
had had previous experience. Of the Payne committee, only Mes 
Payne and Daizell, two attorneys, had previous experience The Ford 
ney majority members consisted of 8 lawyers, 1. banker, 3 farmers, and 





commercial men. All were inexperienced except Mr. For« : 
umberman, and Mr. Longworth, a lawyer Six of them had never 
efore sat in a tariff-making Congress. 

Special committees (subcommittees of the present Ways and Mcans 
and Finance Committees) might be earefully chosen with special refer 
ence to their industrial experience and long service. 

The Fordney law requires that rates made by the President shall, 
in his judgment, equal the difference in costs of production here and 
abroad. This is the essential restriction, if any, upon the President. 

Costs vary greatly between different factories in the United Stat 


s well as between domestic and foreign factories 


The President can 
name almost any rate an advisor suggests and find some costs to sup 
ort that rate. 

With full respect for the hich honor of our successive President it 


I 





is impossible for any President, without lifelong and special industrial 





experience, with some 4,000 rates involved, to do other than follow 
n the main, and with little of exact knowledge the recommendations 
of the majority of the six Tariff Commission advisors appointed by 
himself or his predecessor 

Their appointment, too, must be largely upon faith The two 
ecent appointees were from the group responsible for tl original 
Fordney bill, repudiated upon exhaustive investigation by he Re 

i the country. 


The constitutionality of this provision will probably be determined 


publican Senate 





oon by the courts. 


Its enactnrent is a confession by the legislators who voted for it that 


Congress, in their Judgment, can not perform this function as required 
by the Constitution Its character and resistance is not equal to the 
pressure of privateering interests 

Congress passes the buck Will a Congress that won't or can't 
make a fair tariff, legislate properly in other matters? 

To what extent, and how riously, the present and icceeding 
Presidents will exerci this new power is a matter of conjecture, On 
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This is history 
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I ° ppropriation 

Renewed | lie in d th nn 1 
tific, nonpartisan Tariff Cor sict whore lif h 
to the beginning of the presen revision. been likey 
the withdrawal « its appropriations ite wert 
and illuminati that it ean’t be killed So its ener 
ind cor ‘ [ 

Apparentiy for fear « its life the com “ie | 
at times It eds the overwhelming suppert 
opinion 

Now the pl ma t food old On SOT 
commission for campaign and other purpeses when 
had for many years what they say hey now want 
advocate drink water for ‘ Phey } 

The commission corresponds to those in all eth 
nation I loft h agai Dp at 

For Mmstanucs the cout asion now tba tbat 
cal j . f e Tik nd 
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of cash dividends 
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to vt live The bund nrust “ get” the commission, or the com- This fs an old prophecy. Sometime it will come true. Only the 
facts will kill the bund is a “scientific tariff" possible... “It takes two” to make a scientis 
I) 1 Want the independent truth-finding commission, or will you | tariff, (1) the scientific commission that we have, and (2) a (.» 
! m bund “reform” {t after the bund’s ideas, naming four addi gress of like mind which we have yet to get. Let not pretty word 
t members of its own sort? from uncertain lips deceive anyone. 
the decision of this issue means billions to the bund 
ins to the publf the same billions Also the elimination of “ACT CREATING 4 TAtirr COMMISSION 
‘ ext u Government, perverting elections, and weakening the “Approved, September 8, 1916, * © ¢ 
rintions of societ 


riTLye Vil.——TARIFF COMMISSION 
nean vovernment by money and greed or governnrent by intelli “Src. 700. * * * of six members * * e appointed 


the President (for terms of 12 years) * * © with th 


WHAT THE BILL DO vice and consent of the Senate © © * members of dif 
It destroys the commission, as in itself a power and authority; ent political parties shall alternate as nearly as may be pra 
transfers its personnel and staff to the Department of Commerce; and ticable. * * ®* ‘The President shall designate annually 
its present “ powers, privileges, and duties ” upon the Secretary of chairman and vice chairman. * * © No member shall ¢ 
Commerce, a shifting political appointment. Zage actively in any other business, function, or employme: 
hereafter the plunderbund would concentrate on the naming of the Any member may be removed by the President for inefticie 
retary of Commerce and on the then powerless, still-called comms neglect of duty, or malfeasance in office. 
Liveryone could then “ pass the buck.” | “Sec, 701. * * * each commissioner shall -receive a sa! 
Why risk it? Is there any reason? Why put unnecessary additional | of $7,500 * * © secretary $5,000 * * * = gshall have 
1 ipon the Secretary? thority to employ and fix the compensations of such special ex 
ity It suthorizes the Secretary of Commerce to appoint “ ad. | perts, examiners, clerks, and other employees as necessary. * * * 
to the commission from each interest affected. There is no “Sec. 702. That it shall be the duty of sald commission to in 
<tion of advisors from the supreme interest, the public Whose | vestigate the administration and fiscal and industrial effe 
ommission is this to be? of the customs laws of this country * * * the relations } 
rhe present commission gets any advice it wants when it wants it, | tween the rates of duty on raw materials and finished or par 
ind none by official order. In this it is like every other similar | finished products * * * effects of duties * * © wage 
wy, National and State Its speciality is facts, not advice. >. * * revenues, 
Four new members “for life ''—total, 10 Why? Experts do | “Sec, 703, That the commission shall put at the disposal 
the essential werk Four in all have been thought enough, and 6 | the President of the United States, the Committee on Ways 
maximus No court has 10 members Only the Federal Suprenx Means of the House of Representatives, and the Committee 
Court has as many as 9 State supreme courts usually 5 Finance of the Senate, wheneyer requested, all information 
its command * * * shall make such investigations and | 
rf rif FUND WANT TO PERPETUATE ITSELF FOR A GENERATION? | : : . 
| ports as may be requested by the President or by either of s 
Why “for life’? Two members were recently appointed from the | commitees or by either branch of the Congress, and shall rep 
worst and most extreme tariff-exploiting organizations on earth, where to Congress on the first Monday of December of each year, * * * 
tor long years they did their utmost to promote the kind of tariffs | “Spec, 706. * * * = ghall have access to any document, boo 
how universally condemned, or papers relating to any matter pertaining to such investigati 
the tariff activities of one of them is understood to have been | * * * may administer oaths and affirmations, examine w 
lie! discredited " by a board of general appraisers | nesses, take testimony, and receive evidence. * *® * and an 
Ww! risk four other such appointments? Is there any reason? failure to obey such order of the court may be punished by su 
Who will be Secretary of Commerce two years hence, and six? court as a contempt thereof. * © ¢ 
with power to make and unmake prices of all commodities, wages, “The connhission May order testimony to be taken by dep 
lomestic and international trade? | tion * * * peduced to writing °° © © and *°* ¢* ®* 
rhe talk of a scientific tariff is old Was Frelinghuysen asleep? | subscribed by the deponent. * * * 
Che scientific Tariff Commission came in 1916 under the leadership 4 “Sec. 707. * * © any other departments * * °* of 
Roosevelt and Taft. The accomplishment of its purpose, a_ scientific Government * * ®* shall cooperate fully with the comn 


tariff, is defeated solely by this plunderbund that relentlessly uses its | sion * * * and shall furnish to the commission inforn 


ustitutional power to defeat the commission's findings tion in their possession and shall detail, from time to time, su 


All other great nations except free-trade England have had these com officials and employees to said commission 
missions for a generation with utmost satisfaction. Their Freling “Sec. 708. It shall be unlawful * * * to divulge, or to 
huysens are different. That's all. Theirs use facts honestly without make known in any manner whatever not provided for by law 
twisting or intervening friendships to any person, the trade secrets or processes of any perso: 
All we need is Congressmen who will use our scientific commission's firm, copartnuership, corporation, or association embraced in 
scientitic and indisputable findings and modify only such as may not examination or investigation conducted by said commissi: 
’ entific and correct * * ®* punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000, or by i 
If an agent is dishonest, his employer doesn't send his work out prisonment not exceeding one year, or both. * * * 
to be done by others He changes agents “Sec. 709. That there is hereby appropriated, for the purpo- 
Whichever party wins next election its elected personnel will not of defraying the expense * © * and maintenance of the commi 
be predominantly plunderbund sion * * * $300,000 for the fiseal year ending June * * * 
Relation of customs tariff rates to proeductior wages, trade extension, and cost of liring 4 atudy in 1922 of recent tariffa and the wn 


Fordney law 


L 2 3 4 
Domest ic production, manu Domestic exports, value | Imports for consumption, value 
facturers sales prices | 
Industries ~ el | ae ATS seen oe contain 
1914 i919 1914! 1919 1920 ? 1921 * } tot! 1vi9 1920 192] ' 
Cottor ifactures (not includ- | | 
« carpets, handkerchiefs, and | j | j 
wearing apparel | ! | 
Woven goods (including plain | | | | | 
id faney cloths and pile fab- | . é — 
luding tapestries $488, 728,054 $1, 487, 723, 000 |$28 844, 627 '$151,997,817 | $238, 153,557 $71, 573, 875 ‘$16, 538,804 $19, 594, 187 $52, 152, 257 $38, 458, 877 
Other manufactures (known 
is “cotton small wares”) 4...) 199,366,004 | 678, 446,028 | 11,622,701 | 64,993,339 | 81,133,582 | 25,605,174 | 10,942,058 | 12,033, 142 33, 569,913 | 10, 429, 408 
La el salle ancl Me 13, 206, 785 29, 396, 853 | 232, 457 1, 731, 675 1, 629, 409 611, 506 | 33, 882,126 14, 085, 099 21, 485, 425 17, 790, 200 
(144, 695, 704)! (88, 834, 548) 


Cota laa _.| 701, 300,933 | 2, 1905, 565, 881 | 40, 699,785 (218, 722, 831 320, 916, 548 97, 790,555 61, 362,988 | 45,712,608 | 107, 207, 505 66, 678, 486 


rhe Payne law was operative only July 1-Oct. 3 of this fiscal year 1914. As there is no other census of production since 1999, we use the Payne rates to the i9i4 
census as indicative of pre-war Payne conditions 
On the basis of 1919 production, the latest census available 
* There are mostly finished products, like braids, pillowcases, thread, and belting. - 
Che shrinkage in exports and imports in 1921 were much less in quantity than indicated in the money values used in these tables. These totals below in parentheses 
for each industry for 1921 show what the exports and imports would have amounted to in dollars if the 1919 prices had held through 121. 
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Relation of customs tariff rates to production, wages, trade ertension, and ef f Vinds 4 tual yy ‘ . ‘ 
foradney law—Continued 
1 2 } | 
| production, n 1 } 
fa turers’ ales price Dom i 
Industries ite | 
ivl4 1919 lylt lvl? Lu ? ; a » 
k manufaetures ot including 
ndker hiefs and wearing ap | 
Woven fabrics $157, 285, 554 $435, 935, 000 1} {$10,225,376 | $8,775, 079 $3, 337, 744 Is ) $30 ton : ’ 
Laces, embroideries, ets 2, 387, 621 ¥, 417, 0OO phe 07, 60. a 4, 24 ) ») 
Ail other manufactures *.... 94, 308, OR2 243, 117, 523 |} {} 6, 241, 782 », S20, AM 2 722. 360 ) r by ‘ 
| 
% OAS, 862 ) 
Total = si cca ttiaiadicineis ete 254, O11, 257 688, 469, 523 2, 307, 16, 467, 158 l 9 4) i 158 5 OM { 
Wool manufactures, including felt | 
goods (except carpets and wear- | j 
ng apparel } j 
Felt goods — : ‘ 13, 692, 765 39, 229, 40 |} { R24 ‘44 ) 
Woven fabrics : 270, 721, 509 730, 743, 000 xy |) 20, 624, 26 NT 4, 208, O20 | 2% 1 x70 ‘er ‘ 
i >, - . 
Lac ~---==} 108, 762,870 334, 691, 072 || i; oo r os mae 
All other manufactures * f , , } | 7, 005, 98 8 OXI. 8 > 308, 328 x ‘ 7 x60 
1 775. 008 4 ’ 
rotal idea 303, 177, 144 | 1, 104, 663, 612 1, iN, 109 | 27, §2y, 25y 33, 507, R34 6, 606, 3 2 9. 608 » won 4 ) m te ; 
(iv », JA ; 
Hosiery and knit goods a 258, 912, 908 713, 2, 046, S22 £5, 784, 576 61, 373, 47 13, 24 2 428 ) » a0 
Shirts, men’s—cotton or flax 95, 815, O13 205, c 
Collars and cuffs 005, 728 
Cotton L 18, 530, 840 17. 564, 949 771. 219 S18. 142 { 5 i) ) oO a) 
Linen, etc. ... —— J 2. SOS, R28)! f i") } aN4 mm 
| ; 
Corsets, cotton, flax, silk ce 40, 50), 702 75, 541, 959 2. 220, 739 2, SRO, 858 3, 583, 767 1, 69 5 | 2 Til 7. 42 ) 4 ) , 
| (52, 255 4 ' 
Gloves, leather oan 21, 614, 109 46, 940, 511 62%, 693 | » 930 ) a9 R48 i ) ’ 
lothing (not including knit 
underwear) 
Men’s (including buttonhole 
making) ideals $55,848,713 1, 164, 075, 682 |) ® 148.129 47 040 ‘ : ' | ; y 
Women’s_... 75,068 SM | 1. ME 1s ee | ae 14,052,625 | 6, 760, 44 od 1, "AS ' 
2, 742, GAT ’ 
Total - ee 032, 737,067 2,372, 618,810 | 8,148,122 35, 847, 940 $1, 651, 861 14,052,625 1 6, 760,44 10,2 7 i. ROO 64 
Furs 
Dressed on the skin 2, 875, 036 20, 384, 569 s, 209, 608 , 26 0,9 i, 0 ) 
Hats, fur-felt $7, 349, 744 82, 745, 308 ; s . one ‘ } } j 
. ‘ > S70, 824 rast >, O13, S88 1. Wi. aN i 
Garments and other manufac | . p 2, 464, 726 », 755, 48 ‘ 5 
tures hn akin | 43, 632, 693 73, 137, 739 } } ‘ 
i . : } 
(2, 858, 10 1,840, 710 
Total ae a 83, 857, 473 276, 267, 616 870, 824 7, 474, 373 6, 613, 688 1. 93 a) 764, 424 » Re ; OR 4, 
(i mm” ‘ } ) « 
Buttons. ........ a De seat 20, 711, 979 41, 840, 459 | 64, 372 $, 206, O87 | t, 846, 830 1.033.573 | 2122 461] 1.9 RRO ‘ 
} 376, 458 | | (162, 4 ’ 
(Umbrellas, parasols, et \ 13, 813, 353 25, 308, 826 29, 903 1. 137 | 746, 401 4 ana | 19, 30 $2, O88 ?, 2 x, 7% 
Canes, sticks for j } : . 0, G28 | 25, 446 WG ‘ ” 
| SM, 37U)1 | | 18s, 9 
‘Trunks and valises -............. 26, 471, 527 63, 932, 266 | M5, S31 + 742, 382 1, 887, 027 B54, 4 ms, 250 | 1, 8 a4, OND 819 
Rubber goods | 
Belting and hose. ......... 23, 560, 880 $4, 210, 540 2, 372, S87 6, 100, 460 8, 308, 401 4, 106, 937 | ! 
Boots and shoes -..........- 53, 822, 123 116, 917, 434 1, 113, 495 ), 266, O80 10, 750, 489 3, 306, O41 | 
Tires \ a . a . |f 4,068 10, 481, S86 53, 074, O15 16, 313, 414 hh Os. 146 “4 
. i 223. 610, 7 GR7, ORS, 045 rns Po | oe ’ . = . , 
All other rubber goods jf 243, 610, 784 9088, O49 1) 3 453. 10, 368, 279 11, 597, 201 6, 300, 663 |) 154, er 024 ” Oo 
} | 1, 331,48 
0 Lee 300, 993, 796 | 1, 138, 216,019 | 11, 008, 493 2, 216, 724 | 4, S20, 106 >| 1, 404, 601 MA. Ut we rt4 
Earthen stone and china ware | | 
Brick and tile, terra-cotta and } 
fire-clay products 136, 915, 644 210, O85, 972 2, 378, 773 5, 625, O38 | 5, GOS, Lik 5, 44 ; 42, 8 5, 40 14, 4 mo 
Farthen and crockery ware 
(including stoneware) 8, 191, 606 7, 904, 533 ' 413, 261 1,711, 7% > O20. 652 1, 49.8 { 2 802, 224 1. 262. 589 | 
Chinaware (including deco $4,456 
rating) ; . 29, 961, 960 63, 903, 840 166, 35 . S61 R16, S17 | 4 om 88. 020 - ‘ 406 
Crucibles and all other... ....-. 4, 402, 129 0, 181, 263 1, 304, 572 721, 600 951, 991 i, 454 0,04 4 0) 
), 292, 124 430, 419 
Total... a 176, 471, 339 201, 165, 608 4, 353, 241 th, 582, 24 +, 307, 623 6, 279, 04 10, 770, 407 r? “) 4. SON 2. is 
Glassware | 
Window glass... a eid 17, 495, 956 42, 780, 634 311, 339 6, 492, 608 4, O97, 133 £55, 086 271. O17 | a4 4 4 "i 
Plate glass, unsilvered 14, 799, 646 34, 582, 862 $, 767 +, 221, 360 2, $53, 666 1, $34, 517 104, 846 ; ; 2, 228 25, 828 
Obscured, wire, and other building 
glass . ‘. ae 4, 528, 467 &, 673, 392 . eve es es Coccecceccoe . 178, 240 , 411 10, 27 1, 8 
Pressed and blown ities 30, 279, : DE Vaccine dita one 200, 969 262, 391 231, 735 199, O61 ‘ ! 1, 197, 8090 1, 489, 686 
Bottles and hollow ware dl 51, 958, 728 94, 007, 682 711, 353 », 552, 780 4, YOR, 407 4, 72H, 332 2, 401, 12 OA, 16 1, 413, 7% 1,721, “9 
All other (including mirrors, 
optical goods, glass cutting, 
— _acceue| 48,846,167 | 105,720,317 \, 536, 233 », 860, 923 14, 220, 616 &, 15, 207 . O21, 914 21. 400 1. 527. 008 8} 
s4u 2 7), 424) 
ERE ee Saamot. 167, 908, 254 364, 875, 974 4, 594, 697 | 26, 337, 640 31, 441, 213 15, 262, 967 H5, 8 1, 650, 97 7 4 , 897, 089 
} 601, 419) , 169, 704 
Linseed oil... Z aiid 44, 882, 538 120, 638, 100 134,40 | 2, 606, 885 1, 239, 633 | 406, 460 ' “4 14, 72 {He ’ 4, 015, 959 
} (2,094, 402 ’ 
ee a ae fos a 14, O70, 333 37, 513, 821 ‘42, 733 1, 306, 625 1, W1, 593 1, 415, 471 456, 426 | 242, 74 76, 499 , 03 
(72, 246, 70%) MA 
Sugar, refined........... otantntioce| ieee 730, 086, 706 1, 339, ORS |114, 737, 401 04, 877, 045 48, 826, 890 |108, 606, 047 [391, 866, 047 WIT, 334. 345 265 


‘These are mostly finished products, .ike braids, pillowcases, threads, and belting 


LXV 685 











E 


LOS64 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUS 





I am ta ’ wates ta “od ré trade extenston, and cest of living—A study in 1982 ef recent tariff? and the ec 
kordmey lawe—Centinued ¥ 
5 | 4 
Domestic ex} value } Impor 1 1 
; — _ 
‘ j 1914 191g 1920 1921 |} 1914 | 4919 192% 


| | 
si | $147,288 $196, 363 | $08, 619 | $78 
| 
4 $171, 578, 58 $19 1 ) Ves arg on7 |[$5, 988, 979 $2, 948, 799 $2, 438, 626 | 418, 485.) 1, 546,081 | 7,228,528 | 5. a3 
Lagu 7, 4i3 Lay’ 6A 2, 165, 2a2 4, 586, 251 1, 375, 646 | 60, 207 | 17, S15. | 26, 811 | 
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rot 179, 009, 544 213, Y6R, SOK 2, 610, 207 8, 106, 371 6, 535, OFF 3, 814, 272 625, 95 1, 760, 200 | 8, If l 6, 2 
} (kt, 719, 597)} j | 6554 
() ‘ 12, 8 ‘ ti, 840 | 21, 380, 801 9, 647, G48 1, 162, 165 | 738, 308 | 332, 176 | 488, 89 4 
| 2, G95, 163)} | } (400 
‘ . 27, 08 3, 67 5, 202, 227 2,024,508 | 1,877, 329 | 129, 215 1, 222, 108 | 31 
\ a 6 | (3, 045, S& 
Paint { nish 628, i if), St a 18. | 25, 508, 42% 28, 600, GOS 12, 132, $50 2, 358, 557 | 1, 216, 274 | 3, 182,067 | 2.364 
} (3, 8O4, SOR } j } & 
Asbeste ufactured 2, 81 78 y G87, 0 , 531, 978 4, 431, 132 2, 606, 426 308, 150 | 257, 381 | 618, 450 | 3 
| (121, 216, 416 (21 
652, 5 1,4 , UNO, > } ds, St) 151, 688, 150 266, 480, 551 81, 922, 457 1, 354, O45 | 304, 093 GAS, 403 
| (9, 857, S81 | 
Glucoss r 6, $31, 62k 134, 548, 14 4, 565, 92% | 15,130,944 } 10, 087, 830 6, 662, 306 | 9, 073, | 3, O40 5 
| | 8, 879, 480) | ‘ 
tarch 5, 78%, 781. | 51, 708 S25, 230 5, 562, 165 $%, 945,524 | 6, OO1, 674 | 440, 425 250, 615 HS, 649 | 34 
(2, 872, 656) | ; 9% 
Toys an ‘ &, 748 45, 656, 8 KOU, 12 2, 869, 529 4,189,592 | 1,941,443 | 9,090,900 | 2,835, 526 | 9, 687,536 7,7 
| (11, 478 
an rag 60), 128, IS 123, 253, 8 4,769,769 | 2,907, 556 9, 665,683} 8,91 
_ - —— — - ~ - — 
\(530, 196, #14 | \(639, 2 
otal O12, 319, OF 4, 713, 914 134, 142, 139 j812, 264, 356 (1, 057, 370, 0 364, 367, 326 (298, 626,110 [543,726,815 |1, 271, 043, 644 | 406, 
| | | | 
We of «1 oms tariff rates to productic ¢ trade extension, and cost of livine { study in 1922 of recent tariffs and. the 
Fordney law—Continued 
l | 7 | . | 9 10 11 
| 
Jer » ages er cen | Tarif 
Per cent of W age Averare ad Va- Per t | Tat T pri 
to domestic eens vaier Chew tariff rat to manufa 
manufacturers’ | p a I to wages per (in milli 
| selling price | . | cent dollas 
Per cer exports bp ; Domestic wages 
to product t ion : ” 
Industries | 1014 
} M, 4 
Ele 
1914" 1979 |1920 219222 19142 194 yUpgo72 1914 1919 } = & < 
rer ' ‘ t | i | 
Pe 
nd we | | 
' } | 
} 
\ ' 1 ' 
4 | | 
' fat | } } 
uding tay } | 
¥ i ' 16.0 4.8 4 ! 2.¢ | 
( t £$148,954,518) $362, 637,155) 21. 6 
\ | 
& 9.6) 12.6) 3.8 5.5 1.8 4.9 15 | 
18 } 5} 9 1966.7 48.0) 73 60 3, 468, O81 6, 086, 557) 26.3) 
S 10.0) 14.6 4 & 7 2 4.9) 3.0) 152, 422, 509 368, 723,712), 21. 7} 560 
6 5 hanu o— —s aa | | j 
, ee . | | 
weu I ArQi | | 
"“ hy 9 08 1023 6 ( 6 0) SS ee A ee eee 
( t O91 of oo] 1 af 177.8) 53.1) 74.6] 65.7% 47, 108,463; 108,226,330} 18.5) 227) 15.714 626F 60.0) 87.0 .-..f 2 |. . 
All othe ao Se RM i768 80 43) Oe TT OE WE issn sack ocd 
Pot ; 09 21) 231 09120 7.0) 8.0! 6.2) 47,108,469! 108,226,330! 18.51 227) 15.7] 5.5! 42.61 B2ab erst 2M 85} 20 2 
| oor 7s oe & aa ae | 
w bi sani | | | j ' | 
‘a ae 
ept « | | 
pets and wearing appare! } } 
Felt i c seieesliieeesih 080.07; 02 6.1) 2,080,243 4,873,490; 15.3) 222) 12.4) 95 5 33.0) 60. 97..... | nameniiiaianeabanert i 
Woven fabrics a 28 35 O06 76 LO 2é 23) | 952) 36.0; 72.9) ese ‘ 
Lac \ 75, 953, 444 168,.108, 681i; 20.0} 22.9 5. 8){ 83.2) 60.0) 87, oo j.-2---)------ Seeds a 1 
AL other manuiactares ¢ j2uy 24 O7) 4 0. 7 2.9% 6 4 | } } } ‘| 91. 1 19. 2| 65. 1. Sanabbasnd 23 oopun i) 
pemenormaienneasnenlismntimnedteemanemts hase inet indienne ppenemseseents Tas vie = a = peepee = 
Potal 0425 30 ag 65 Os aE 78, 042,687) 172,982,171) 19.8) 228! 15.7 95.0! 31.6 68.2} 4s0/ 201) 192] 265) 57 
Frosiery and knit goods 10} 64 &6 19} 23) O2 OS 1.2) 50,758,151) 125,190,820) 23.0) 27. 4 17.6} 72.0; 36.9) 66.6} 313) 210) 108) 192 
Shirts, men's ton or flax | = wedi vare : TY, 148, 697) 25,833, 855; 20.0' 247) 12.6 DOO 30 37! 250} 278 32} 53 
} | 
Cal urd cults j | f j 
} | } | | | | 
( oitor \ - -| « > > } | = 49 7% 219 908 gen i. 6 30. 0) 27. wn or Q9! » 7) 
> 7} 07] : : 3 94 30,729) 24.2) 29.6) l ca a ¢ 22! 92 1] 10 
Nama fe. 1.6 1.7) 07 @ } G2 3) A3, 4,494, - 7, 430, / 4, | 6) 15.614 go 1, 30.0) 25.3) | 1 7 | 
a o a 
Corsets, cotton, flax, silk | 5.5) 28) 47,22) G1) 6.05) 0.01, O04, 7,926,721) 13,082,242) 19. 7) 30.2) 17. 3| 50-60) 60; 77.0) 279) 260) 23| 39 
Gloves, leather . 1.3) 1. 2] 0.08} 43. 3/13.1 [30.1 [27.9 | 4,558, 360] 8,150,784) 21.0) 27.5) 17.4) 45.4) 13.7, SOP 2167 = 7H 7 | x 


The Payne law was operative only July 1-Oct. 3 of this fiscal year 1914. As there is no other census of production since 1909, we use the Payne rates to the 1914 census 
as ind tive f pore war Payne conditions 
* On the basis of 1919 production, the latest census available 


* These are mostly finished products like braids, pillowcases, thread, and belting. 





















































— on snammemnennatnintaesemesana — en “ 
; tine af etome tariff rates to production, wages, -trade ertension, and coat of living—A study in } t tariffs , t? 
I ; 
Fordney law—Continued 
“ 
1 ) 5 | 7 3 ) 
Per cent of wages 
to domes oh Pc : i 
| manufacturers’ | anne : ‘ 
Per t rports Per it of imports —_—— 
er cent of exrpor er cer i 
NDomastt ’ 
to production to production von uC wages ne 
In : 1914 BS jot) & . 
—— % = “ 
£ < = > “ -_= ‘ ‘iW 
- aan ae women San * aaa inret ——e : San lcis “ 3 
am SN elie teal See as oil s 29s; S&S | BE labs] 8 
1914} 1919 1920/1921 1914, 1919/ 1920) 192 1914 | iy = > 4 2 : 3 = > 
auees - one -— ee YE ~ ——— — —— a = 
s 
sit ' | I | 
‘ ’ i | | j 
at ! 
9 1 1.8 0.6 .7°'0.4'09 O.7 | $87 333; $198,336,590' 19.0) 24.9 7.0) 
72, 573, 642] 195, 205,834) 19 25.0 . , : 
i ae la i LY 1 1.8 0.6 0.7 0.4);09!07 179, 727, 97 $95, 652, 424 ly 2 | } ) oi 
Dressed on the skin } } 114, 8)15.3 |15.1 | 7.4 122, 966 7, O98, 2865 2 41.6 4.8 20.0 0 
H ur-felt { 7 ‘ (0.6 | 12,070,812 19, 642, 53 | 37 4 
> ) 2 { f , ’ e - ‘ - - 
Garment i th f! ™ “—" AGES LC HO j, 334, 661 24,149,212) 14 9 13.9% 380 WD 5 
nan ul j | | 
WON. cr icnineninaiiniacd 1.o 2 2.4' 0.7 6.9) 2 2. 6 ‘ 19, 328, 439 50,890,020 23.9 2.0 Ae ma SF ) j } 4 
Button bs 17.9 92 2S 10.2) 3.8 4 3.7 3, 424, 399 3. 772. 5090 1.0 4.9 2 9 ) 7) » 
nb 3, parasols, etc 1227) 29 10 1602) a8 O 2, 167, 4 139,662) 15.7 23.2 2.4/ 49.9 33.0 4 ” ’ 
ks for | 1 4.0 
Crunks and valise 19 1.2 y Lo 1 ) 6; 0.6 5, 540, 157 12, 463, 76 0.9 22 19 4 1.3) 3 i . 
ibber goods 
Belting and hose.......- 10.1' 17.8 24 G8 bins = iat 2, 902, 19 3, OT 9) «612.3 rf ) 
Roots and shoes__...... 0.3, 44 & Bs : ta », O86, 454 ) ARB. T22 5 2) 9 j i 2 
rires La 1 . “2 > f ) 
a | | . ) 1 011 0 2 , ? \ 
All other rubber goods...\f * 4) *! A oH dt sa seednes iis \ » 1 2 j ; 
EN a 3.7 4.6 7.4 27) 0.51 0 0s! 0.1, 0.09 44, 147, Wwe v3, 7H ) ‘ ") af ) 4 ‘ ns 4 
Farthen, stone, and china 
ware | 
Brick and tile, fterra- 
cotta and fire-clay pro- 
iucts 17) 1.7) 27) L7} O20.00) @2) 01 dS, 22, 374 Ts. mo) 6 18 f 18 44 
Farthen and } 
ware (including stone | 
ware) 5.0} 21.4 25.3) 19. 4) 4H. 2) 53.6) 4.9 3, 461, 100 2, 7% w 42 | ( 34 ’ is. 
China ware (including 729 I sng ; 
lecorating) 0.6 38 l 0. | 64 93) IL 12, 5UK, 701 25, Vl i 47.1 | : } 40. 6) 1¢ |! ) 
Crucibles and all other 31.2 7.91 104 9.5 3 4 5 1.0 5 1 227, 499 > 283 ) 2 »} i 4 9 ") ' 
SO eitecamabas 25, 23 ~2 22 Ll} 2H 38) 42) 72, 228, 674 09, 745, 7 9 48 $ 4.2; 47.0) 61 ‘ 2 
Glassware 
Window glass 1.8 15.2 1.6 0.2) 15 .3 1.3) GI [ », 823, OSS 7.0 4.6 6 % 
Plate glass, unsilvered 2) 12.2) 83 3.3) 4.700.008) 6.4) 5.9 ), WO, 269 | } 31.5 ib i409 
Ubscured, wire and | | 
other building glass. .j.....)_.- ee 3.9 O8<2 43) 4.01 } 1,923 ea | 2») 3 » 7) 14.81 2 
Pressed and blown 0.3) 3.3 0.3) 0.3) O5} 1.5) 1.915 50,943, 406/( 29, 939, 831 42.24 37.91 66.0) 44.9) 349 ) 
Bottles and hollowware 14 5.9106 5.0) 46 OG 1.5 1S 28, 3 I | ) .% 39 
All other (including | 
mirrors, optical goods, | | | | | | 
glass cutting, etc.) } 7.2 9.3 134) 30, 62) O58} 1.4 HI 23, 930, 128!) { 22.6 45.3) 30.3) 45 ) 
os . 4 a Mere ame epee 
EE 1277.2 86 42: 45 OF 2O 27 SO, 943, 06 110, 388, 893 3 42.2 w.4 ‘8.5 s4 ; } 
Linseed oil 0.3, 2.2) 1O 0. 0.2 25 54 i. 3 1, 127, 169 $, OF 2, 269 2 1.6 2 7.1 99.4 n) “4 } - ; 
Salt | a8 327 .H & $2 0.6 1.8 1.4 $6, 041, 204 7, 353, 420 21. 6 a. Iv. 6 32 F re uw. 3 B2 ) 
Sugar, refined............... | 0.6} 154.7, 13.0) 6. 37. 5) 63. 6132. 3) 34.5 7, 823, 377 22, 710, 464 2.7 sf 3 7L.O 7.4 5.6 2. 630 4 ~s j 
7 “ sate Y 
Lead | | 
MIG + .cnteteitbeksoouan anndledccclencséleccdalescosionuce bo sconlenemtiinesietnetesdl cadenaciéees 4 
Bullion and pigs and } 
bars (smelting and re- | f - 
eon ee Li gf 30 15) L2.....07 136/27 5, 134, 274 1,179,615) 3 4.4) 4.7| 102.2) 25.0) 69.0 | 
Manufactures.__........ j \12. 5! 20.8) 3.0 0.8 01 0.2 | 0.07 406, 514) , 096, O41 5 10.7 6.3) Al 2.2; 41.0 re) 
— -— -|— —— ———| --—-- —-— ————___—_ _ —- _ 
Total ‘ weocee-] 14 328 B21 18903 )08 138/29 6, 540, 888! 10, 276, 556 7 j £8 99:4 23.9 46.0 2.468 jon 4 ‘ ‘ 
hocolate and cocoa .----| 0915.3) £4 O88 20102 |04/;03 2, 035, 598} 7 .§ 6.6) 22.9 9.0 17.5 0) 4 i , 
Oilcloth and linoleum....... 2.8 7.6} 3.0 7.3 0.2 1.5 | 0.5 $, 213, 315 26 16.2 3 32.4) 35, $42 . j 
. | - 
Paints and varnishes__.....-. 4.9 3.4 361604 0.9) 0.7 10, 180, 288 .Y 16 w.9 IL4 2 446 \ ; 4 
Asbestos, manufactured. __. 24.4) 14.7) 18.5) 10.9142 /1.1 | 2.6/1.5 $83, 736 ~9e 17.2, 2.0 15.¢ ie 7 t 
Automobiles and parts of.._| 5.2 9 8.7) 2.7' &2 0.01 | 0. 03) 0.06 1901, 926, 874 491,121,372) 16.1 2720 16.0 45.0 34.0 2 “i ’ ") ”) 610 
Glucose and corn sugar | 124) 11.3] 7 ». & 0. 92.0. 002 i 2, 326, 565 7, 930, 987 6.3 9 8 5.9 41.48 14.9 wo. 0 6 ) 
Starch | 11.6, 30.1) 17.3) 11.6 2810.5 | 1.6/0.6 1, 223, 000 4,031,526) 7.7) 118 S| 52.2 12 4 ; 6 ; 
loys and games____. 5.9 6.3! 9.2 4.31661 6.2 (21.2 114.7 3, 498, 866 11, 247,277) 25.4 32.7! 25.91 35.0 0, 70 . ‘ } ? 
Carpets and rugs (other 
than rag) | 69/23 | 7.8) 7.2) 14,715,615 24, 216, 121; 21.3; 254.44 19.6) & 47.8 3.1 Z 44 t w “4 
| — =_ _ ——- - — ~ ---— _ - a - _ 
POR ch oo cS essi 2.7) 6.5 7.2 25° 6013.7 | 8.6) 3.4 | 921, 146, 320) 2,345, 304,870) 18.4 15.9 | te , HOW ) 
| { 
FORBIGN TRADS automatic ar semiautomatic machinery Is immeasurably increasing ita 
The United States is an expanding nation From a handful of | industrial production Its annual increase in manufacturing capacit 
settlers on the Atlantic seaboard it first peopled a continent Then | is twice as great as its increase in population It is not unusual fo 
it acquired the Philippines. Then by its special affiliations it developed a single operative to-day to produce as much as 500 men produced 
in Cuba a trade of $500,000,900 annually With the war and since, | 100 years ago or 50 men 10 years ago 
it has entered all the markets of the world It must continue to ex- | There are only four great manufocturing nations ia the world: Bug 
i 4 
pand, Its increase in population and, even more, its genius in devising ‘ land, Fraace, Germany, and the United States. Outside of thes ret 
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TOR66 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE JUNE 5 
na ne are 1,500,000,000 human souls looking to these four for the | haul in proportion to its track mileage, the greatest density of to: 
f i I ee acquired vast | nage in proportion to its freight train mileage, the gré - 
w pow d e tl international trade, paying load, and the lowest ‘ton-mile cost’ of any road on the « 
\ held alec ican continent reporting to the Interstate Commerce Con 
j f wW killed a m) ed 20,000.000 Buropeans and | Nine ships can be docked at the same time Twenty-five t 
keft their’ countries broken for years to com We are in unexampled | tons of all classes of freight can be handled every 10 hours . * *@ 
et th and ror The w in ot ds « ds, and we need to grow | A 6,000-ton ship can be cleared in 14 hours and in the sam 
ir ! ni nad weal ir e gt e of mankind through our | from the moment the hatches are opened the ore can be at tl 
i ty } naces at Pittsburgh. A new steam shovel was completed last v 
Save D r Ea In the Middle Ages tl irch was the agency | by which a train of 35 to 40 cars will be loaded with ore 
, ; Now indust is the agency of civilization Our | hours. A 40-ton car of coal can be unloaded and partly trim: 
gervi ould world wide We need protection of a moderate sort, | the ship in 36 seconds.” 
' considerable endeavor in any quarter to do away wit | These feats were in the infancy of the industry. To-day, says J. « 
it I j it, } e to make it an impediment to happy a | Butler, a veteran of the industry, the great car dumpers will lift 
el rela ul to the more equal division of wealth among our- containing 110 tons of coal, dump its load, and repeat at the rate « 
It . dishonest and unt onable, disliked by | 80 cars per bour, with no manual labor beyond pressing a button. 
; her ‘ “Now we have vessels loading as high as 12,000 tons at 
WA i oF PROFIT IN FPOREI TRADE upper ports in one or two hours with one or two men on the 
n was arI have a great stake in foreign trade In the and unloading their cargo directly into 50-ton cars in about 
t rs next preceding the World War we exported $1,051,500;,000 same time, with practicaily no manual labor. 
more than we imported American labor made a net gain of $331,- “Now we handle this vast tonnage entirely by m 
000 1 the wages carried by this excess of exports over imports. Steam shovels mine the ore; it flows by gravity into great vesse! 
I he » yea next after the war we exported $4,672,000,000 huge unloaders transfer it to railroad cars, and car dun 
than we imported, with a in of $1,210,000,000 to American empty it under ore bridges—all the work being done by power 
of ; of export at a speed little short of miraculous.” 
I needs these fay le trade es. L must not be made THE COST OF THE PROPERTIES 
“ for rates that are several times higher than the total going And what did these properties cost? Said Mr. Oliver, in 1897 
t uct ire comm in the Fordney law. ‘I propose at a risk of using our credit to the extent of $50 
l e itself « the tariff It »w lets i purchasing 000, or possibly $1,000,000, to secure these properties.” 
r ‘ nt by ex ive ra The employer should Says an authority associated with the United States Steel Corp: 
! fig and all the talking Li will iw in increas tion in 1903: 
the wealth of all the world ! helps to mak ts “On the organization of the United States Steel Co., the ¢ 
ine negie, Oliver Co. owned two-thirds of the known Northwe 
it is facts that are wanted; facts, facts t Lord Bryce supply of Bessemer ore—roughly 500,000,000 tons, which 
STEEL AND TRON INDI Schwab has since valued at $500,000,000.” 
ih i adalat: GaaitiN tes iemanahbad: di: iss Seiaeiiniiae. alienate Says this authority, supposedly with Mr. Frick’s approval, cor 
. : ; ing the railroad just mentioned: 
enrnet Hence the difference in the cost of au n here nd | & : s ¢ : : 
bs abhiaciiniialel : ac sia | It cost nothing beyond initial bonds, which the volume 
Pas pe ener te tae ale a — aie traffic furnished by the Carnegie Steel Co., itself, made good 
: These statements show that special congressional grants or t 
: a pecial privileg um the Gover | powers need not be given this or any other steel company, becaus: 
en: h ure not based upon consideration of the general wel- the cost to them of their properties. 
{ ( rles J Hurche 1908, now Secr y of State, =n . : . 
; The State of Minnesota retained its own mineral lands in 
" AND IRON TD Ss GIVEN IN THB I DNPY TARIFF LAW | Superior region for its educational institutions instead of selling t! 
( AROVE HONEST PROTECTI( cos UMERS $1,600, for a song. Consequently, the University of Minnesota is estin 
GCO00,000, Pé IRLH REVENUE $6,890,950 to own $100,000,000 of ore properties at a valuation far belo'y M 
Mr. Carne in 1909, quoted the Steel Corperation’s latest Schwab's estimate above. 
re show an average profit of $15.50 n THR COST OF PRODUCTION 
‘No judge,’ said Mr. Carnegie, ‘is eve ted to sit upon With these facilities “by 1897 the cost of steel rails on ears at t 
a case in which he is interested, and you will make the greatest Braddock Mill was only $12 a gross ton ”’—2,240 pounds. Said M 
mistake in the world if you give too much weight to their testi- | gchwab, May 15, 1899, in a letter to Mr. Frick: 
mony ~ * . I don't judge by ficures, but results, ° © * ‘I know positively that England can not produce pig iron 
Phere are more ways of figuring cost than ere are of killing actual cost for less than $11.50 per ton, even allowing no profit 
tt y a matter of bookkeepir > a raw materials, and can not put pig iron into a rail with t! 
ee of producin iils at Gary won’t be half much as in Eng most efficient work for less than $7.50 [additional] per t 
land, notwithstanding the cheaper cost of labor abroad.’ ” This would make rails at net cost to them of $19. We can sell 
TH rEEL AND IRON INDUSTRY AND THE PRESENT TARIFF LAW at this price and ship abroad so as to net us $16 at works for 
fhe United States has the largest, richest, and most conveniently foreign business, nearly as good as home business has been. What 
to 1 de} of iron ore, copper, lead, and zine in the world, and is true of rails is equally true of other steel products. As a ri 
coal f th reduction, being the five principal minerals, sult of this we are going to control the steel business of tt 
In the Alabama district, fron ore and coal ar close proximity, world. 
virtually elit j transportation -costs in the semblage. “You know we can make rails for less than $12 per ton, ) 
In the North the world’s eatest iron ore deposits are on the ing a nice margin on foreign business. Sesides this the foreign 
et of Lake Superior, whence they are carried } water at marvel- costs are going to increase year by year because they have not t 
ously little « nse meet coal in the reduction fur es near Chicago raw materials, while ours is going to decrease.” 
(the fr ht t per ton is 17 cents from Superi to Chicago), and WE HAVE THE TRADE OF THE WORLD 
} } mnad sew here 
’ . ae eee are Said Mr. Carnegie in 1919: 
MARVELOUS EFFICIENCY “We have to supply the world—note last week's British ad 
Said Ten W. Oliver in a letter to Mr. Frick, July 27, 1897, when vices * * © coke near $3.75 per ton and scarce. Impos 
11 v i ring some 60 per cent of the known deposits of the sible to increase supply of either coke or ore. 
] S r I n ‘We are mining it sent for less than “ Since we reach Atlantic ports at $1 per ton we have the trade 
b ts per n for labor.” Light men in 10 hours with one steam of the world.” 
sh ! l d loaded into cars 5,800 tons of in 10 hours and These predictions came true. For some 20 years England has ! de 
164,000 te one month, Thr m shove mined “from its | no attempt to get American business. Her costs will not perinit. 
nat 1 bed 915,000 tor of ore duri the ’ i 1900, working | Only Belgium sends an occasional driblet to us, usually as ballast 
lay sh ! Five tons of ore are lifted by the steam shovel (like | to the Pacific coast. In 1920 our imports of pig iron were 1.6 per 
gal rravel) at each stroke, and five full-w lifts will fill a cent of 1919 (census) production, and three-tenths of 1 per cent In 
car A »-t car can be filled in two and one-half minutes, which is 1921, with pig iron on the free list; of cast-iron pipe, imports were 
at the rate of 600 tons an hour four one-thousandths of 1 per cent in 1921, against exports of 14.3 
rhe most nt and cheapest rafl transportation on earth is that | per cent; likewise on wrought-iron pipe. Imports of structural iron 
of 1 Pittsburgh, Bessemer & Lake Er owned by the United States | averaged $217,000 in 1920 and 1921, against exports averaging 
Steel Co., whose vice president, M1 Odell, said of it in IS97, | $22,500, 000 This under the former duty of 10 per cent, which Is 
se I st rate per ton-mile, the highest average length of revenue | now increased to 25 per cent. 














CONGRESSIONAT RECORD—TIOUSE 


PRICE FIXING AND WATERED STOCKS 
I s con ynly known that the half zen great steel corpé ns 
imtry are a family group in essential respects. Us ly t 
ad ni S ) I nd as hig s the traf il 
| ! t iM 1.000 w pitalized in 1901 in tl 
is s ‘ t $400,000,000 in bonds and | 
l ] ~ { pont , , i d I eft rre | t k, oo ] 
selling a little later » is 
r iron tl! id I ly sol a w wm ths befo tu ne 
lidat for 30 ts | 190 | is was held by these 
z itions for 3 $1.60 per 100 pounds, and 
t is sum added p ts by the exacti of Pitts- | 
ht f ight i ill 4 buy or instance, at se door 
t l etitor lk l prod mr $6 freig er ar- | 
! 1 | i ‘ $57 per d, is | 
l to d I 1 pending 
| } I ( t e St 1 ¢ Y q ly 
1 it tu 1 profits th have gi k rred 
\ ind 4a mulated inst ns k $1,518,- | 
1 41 ' } I 1 of S ] ~ | 
} ‘ { moatller ym ies rrodu sly | 
j 
t £ I t! ’ or to foreicr } itor | 
XING AND j j f 
id Andrew (4 gi in the American Manufa rel Jul 25, | 
S4 | 
“We are creatu f the tariff nd if ever t steel mannu- | 
facturers here attempt to control or have any general w rstand 
ing among them, the tariff would not exist one session of Con- | 
gress. The theory of protection is that home competition will | 
von reduce the price of the product so it will yield only the usual 
profit. Any understanding among us would simply mpt to 
defeat this. There bas never been nor never will be such an under 
stunding.” 

Said Mr. Phipps in 1889 to Mr. Carnegi 

“JT am gratified that we are not to go out of business, and 
especially to make room for a trust, which is by no means a 
creditable thing. As you say, the tariff? would be repealed on 
rails and rightly so.” 

This was sound philosophy; the books of the Carnegie Steel Co. fot 
1889, however, show price agreements and pool settlements in large 
amounts, with protection running merrily on and Congress indifferent 
lor years following the consolidation American prices were European 
prices plus the duty and sometimes plus also freight to New York In 
these same years the American producers were exporting freely at Euro 
pean pric es, AS they have done In recent years in enormous and unprece 
dented volume. 


Justice Day, of the Supreme Court, in dissenting opinion 

March 1, 1920, held that the United States Steel Corporation— 
“for many years after its formation had exerted its power to con 
trol and maintain prices by pools, associations, trade meetings, and 
dinners, and that in with its competitors it had an 
ability to fix prices and restrain the free flow of commerce upon a 
seale heretofore unapproached in the history of corporate organiza- 
tions in this country.” 

It is the imperative duty of Congress, guardian of the public interest, 
to give no penny of duty not required upon definite proof. 

The new Fordney law, however, puts duties upon all kinds of iron 
and steel preducts, for which no slightest excuse can be found in the 
theory of protection, as our costs are the lowest in the world as steel 
producers commonly allow. 


his of 


combination 


PROFITS 

No protection is needed on account of the financial condition of these 
steel companies, because they are the richest and most powerful of all 
the business organizations upon earth. 

Organized with $400,000,000 of tangible property, covered by bonds, 
ete., and about $1,000,000,000 of watered stock, the net tangible assets 
of the United States Steel Corporation on Dx 31, 1921, amounted 
to $1,318,864,513, applicable to common stock. The aggregate net profits 
available for dividends in the 10 years 1912-1921 were $1,097,177,135. 

Other steel companies have prospered correspondingly. The Bethlehem 
Steel Co.’s pre-war profits were approximately $4,250,000 annually. The 
average annual profits of 1916-1918 were approximately $29,000,000. 
The pre-war profits of the Cambria Steel were approximately 
$3,800,000. In the two years 1916 and 1917 Cambria Steel made more 
than $50,000,000 of profit on a capital stock of $45,000,000. Crucible 
Steel and Republic Steel followed similar methods of capitalization, 
production, and sales prices as the other corporations, and to similar 
advantage. 

United States Steel im 1916 earned, net, $271,531,720. In 1917 it 
made $349,651,016 after allowing $233,465,435 for Federal war taxes, 
etc In 1918 it made $229,201,511 after paying for Federal taxes 
$274,277,835. 
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Pichteen tee? ompantes tn t! wer rea 107 1914 ay A 
i net me of $74,750,000 per 

The 18 companies and the Midvale ¢ wl w ‘ ‘ 
ne the w Lveraged tn 1916-1918 prof f t ! 

ne-half ft s their pr wa profit Their t) +? r 
' led r $] ( ) 

I } ry « ’ } } 

- } ntroll by tw tl ina ‘ 
is to ! ? } ‘ e t r 

rit } ‘ ‘ 1 of it 

ley ith ‘ i the power of ft} ( ‘ 
r of ft ’ wit} +? } ; ’ tow , 
[ kd pr ite ¢! ! ! 
vate fertunes } one e less 1 er it jon 1 
the forms ¢ law and is allied Axa n Supe ( t 
t! United States M hall « ‘ 
I I 

t rwood Fordney a ! t w “ 

Wwe ) 1 in 1914. #212.000 0 f pl t 
the f 2 t « th ! ) vd 

t ft Paver : : t ¢ Te han 
the ft lw ‘ t of product W ace pl entar nd 
inten f ! 1 pe t 

In 1919 w l on th ‘ list the | v ] f 
$794,(4),000 with a wage cost of 93 per cent We exported in 1919 
$12,313,000, and imported $6,565,000 because our producers ' ' 
imports by charging all the traffic would bear They were m 
enormou profits These imports, however vere only eight-tenths of 
1 per cent of domestic production In 1920 we exported $10,000,000 
and imported $12,802,000 being one-sixth of 1 per cent of 1919 pro 
duectior I Lieut still on the free list, we imported only $2.01 000, 
or three-t hs of 1 per cent. 

cost oF } I ‘'y ; 

The Ford law v gives 2.2 per « pr tion” t linary 
pig iren, with 49.3 | ent on ple that ri nal nese and 40 
per cent carryil silicon, which alloys are neces to us for high 
quality of steel 

The entire wage cost of cor n is only 9.3 per « t of the 
sellir price These duties, if used by the producers will add 
$41,000,000 to their prices, which m will be, at least, doubled to 
consul i » far as they enter into the production of highly finished 
products like machinery and cutlery and by amortization charges on 
heavier materials 

Says Senats I ERWOO 

‘Il am in the business myself I represent a great iron and steel 
district. I would not willingly harm a people that I represented, 
but neither would I willingly betray a people I represented by tax 
ing them unjustly for special interests I know this iron and steel 
schedule and I know that it is a fraud and a shame upon the people 
of this country. I know that it Is not even in the interest of the 
industry in the end *- * * It can compete anywhere in the 
world. We are the master fron makers of the world.” 

Regarding the farmer, he says: 

“ Where the fallacy of this argument comes is that under the 


guise of doing something to help the farmers in some particular 
item, their support is asked for a bill which, 
seems that dollar the farmers may derive from 
they will pay $100 in taxes for the benefit of somebody else.” 

Senator Unpgrwoop thinks the pig-iron producers are com pet 
such extent that 
This, 
portunity. 

Moreover, period of prosperity the competition has 
from the Consumers of pig iron, manufacturers o 
implements, stoves, and all other steel 
of outbidding 
nselves Manufacturers 
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are producers We exported in 
war, 10.4 per cent of our domestic production. In 1919 
16.1 per cent, or $57,000,000 worth U nde the former 
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27 per cent protection is now given. Our t is t in 
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of our workers, and our unsurpassed mechanical devices. With the 
former duty of 13 per cent we imported in 1919 only one-half of 1 per 
‘ \W uch marvelous judgment do our steel producers lift their 
price to the top of the tariff wall and hold them there with just 
er h imports trickling in to show that they can’t make prices any 
higher. 

COST OF FORDNEY DUTY 

The Fordney duty of 27 per cent will add $75,000,000 to manu 
facturers’ prices, v h will be doubled in amount in the agricultural 

plements, automobiles, household utensils, and like articles, and 
amortized it irser products, a final cost of $150,000,000. Twenty 
yeal experience pws that the duty will be added to domestic prices. 

STEEL RAILs 

Underwood, free Fordney, 5.8 per cent, Wage cost, 21.4 per cent. 

The situation here duplicates ir stecl, except that exports are still 
greate heing $10,000,000, or 19 per cent, on a production of $54, 
009.918 in 1914, and 42 per cent, or $39,000,000 of domestic produc 
tion $02,849,481 in 1919, 39 per cent of that production in 1920, 

d 198 er cent in 1921, with importations running a fraction of 
1 per cent And yet these commodities were on the free list. Im- 
ports were virtually embargoed, not by tariff but by our lower cost of ) 
} luction rhe wage cost is 21 per cent only [The Fordney duty 
of 5 per cent makes a present to’this industry of $5,000,000 to be 
dou 1 in amount against the consuming public, totaling $10,000,000. 

STRUCTURAL IRON WORK 
UNDPRWOOD DUTY, 10 PER CENT—FORDNEY, PER CENT FARRICATED, AND 
PER CENT UNFABRICATED—WAGES, 2( PER CENT 

If one iniquity exceeds another, here is a clinrax The producers 
themselves say they beat the world Exports in 1920, $38,000,000, 
Imports under the former 10 per cent duty, $284,000, or six one-hun 
dredths of 1 per cent Exports in 1921, $26,824,000, with imports 
$149,000, or three one-hundredths of 1 per cent of domestic production, 
It was not in vain that a representative of the steel industry haunted 
t m of the Finance Committee Think of it! Congress dared to 
i ease the existing 10 per cent duty under which imports were impos 
sible to 25 per cent on the fabricated materials is deltinite tender 
of the people’s nroney to a special and selfish interest as was ever made 
I medieval despot, except that in this case the collection is to be 
made in such Ways as m be by the grantes rhe wage cost is only 
20.3 per cent Exports in 1921, with 10 per cent duty, were one hun 
dred and i ty times grea than imports 

COST OF FORDNEY DUTY 

If collected, the grantee secures $18,000,000 and the public pays 
$26,000,000 in amortization charges, freights, ete nnd rents upon its 
store and skyscrapers The dwellers in hovels pay rent on sky 
scrapers, for in them is conducted to-day the principal enterprises of 
the world ‘To him that hath shall be given, and to him that hath 
not shall be taken even that he hath.’ 

All through this law some low rates are named apparently to deceive 
the public, being conditioned upon impossibilities lieve, for instance, 
unfabricated structural steel is admitted at 4 per cent instead of 25 
per cent for fabricated. With a price difference of $20 per ton, it has 
been found in the past impossible to import mill lengths unfabricated, 
because on arrival they would have to go for fabrication to an Amert- 
ean mill, with great wastage in cutting up and handling and an addi- 
tioyg! freight charge to point of erection. 

The entire wage cost of converting ore into structural iron was In 


1914, pre-war, 21 per cent of the mill price of product 
plus salaries was 28.6 per cent, 
The duty 


of conversion, 


The wage cost 
In 1919 the wage cost was 20.3 per 
cent, now on fabricated is 125 per cent of the entire wage 


CAST-IRON Pips INDICTED FOR CONSPIRACY 

UNDERWOOD, 1 

This of by Federal grand 
juries But Congress doesn’t mind a little thing like this. 

The indictment (December 28, 1921, United States Court of Southern 

New York) they manufactured cast-iron 

soil pipe and fittings extensively used in the construction of apartment 


PERK CENT FORDNEY, 20 PER CENT WAGES, 29.3 


is one many industries recently indicted 


says a universal necessity, “ 


houses, hotels, dwellings, and office buildings, manufacturing plants, 


and structures of similar character.” 
They “have fixed and maintained arbitrary, uniform, and excessive 
prices.” 


‘Each of said corporate defendants has had full information as to 
of t . ° s in the stock ach” of the others, 
as to tonnage "’ “due on orders placed with all 


amount nnage of « 
the 


defendants.” 


and amount of 
corporate 

In 1921 this Cast-Iron Pipe Trust, 
five hundred and seventy-five was imported of cast- 
j pipe. This the uniform, and ex- 


iron 
cessive prices "’ in the American market that would have made imports 


if so it is, 
than 


“ arbitrary, 


exported three thousand 
times 
of 


more 
in face alleged 
great in volume if possible. 

In 1920 it exported $9,753,000, or 19.3 per cent of (census) produc- 
tion Imports were $41,074, or eight one-hundredths of 1 per cent of 
production, 


PER CENT | 
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Seven months’ notice of this and to-day Congress, by a tariff of 20 


per cent, makes a gift of $8,000,000 to this trust, as the indictment 
defines it, this $8,000,000 to become $16,000,000 to consumers at retail 
eae isn’t wanted for revenue for only $8,000 of duties will be 
WROUGHT PIPB 

Underwood duty, 20 per cent. 

Fordney, 27 per cent. 

Wages, 19.2 per cent 
Forty-three million dollars, or 13.4 per cent, of 1919 production wag 
in 1920 and $49,000,000, or 15 per cent, exported in 1921, 
Only two one-hundredths of 1 per cent, or $53,862, Imported in 1921 
and $66,816 in 1921 under the former duty of 20 per cent, which should 
eliminated. Honest protection has put agricultural implements, 
shoes, sewing machines, and cash registers on the free list because they 
produced cheaper here than The Fordney law offers 
27 per cent, or $70,000,000, to the makers of wrought pipe, if they can 
collect it. The wage is 18.2 per cent of mill price of product, 
The Congress now requires the Government to prevent importations ex 
cept on this basis of a duty of 150 per cent above the mill’s entire w 


cost of production. Is this in the wage earner’s behalf? 


be 


are elsew here, 


cost 


TINPLATE 
15 per cent. 
Fordney, 8 per cent. 
Wages, per cent. 
Production in 1914, $68 000,000, 


into these 


AND TERNEPLATBD 
Underwood, 


5.9 
The wage cost of converting billets 


plates was only 5.8 per cent, yet the Payne duty was 35.1 px 


cent. Thus was the wage earner “ protected.” He got one-sixth of th: 
duty supposedly given for his especial benefit. The manufacturer got 
the rest Wages plus superintendence were only 6.9 per cent. Wass 
in 1919, 5.9 per cent. Exports were 5.5 per cent of domestic production 
and prices kept so high that 2.2 per cent came over the tariff wall, 
though we are exporting freely at the foreign price. 

In 1920 we exported $40,545,000, or 41.6 per cent, of our entiré 


domestic production, while importing $127,168, or one-tenth of 1. per 
cent of domestic production. In 1921 we exported $17,425,000, dom: 
tic production, while importing $127,168, or one-tenth of 1 


of domestic p! oduction. 


per cel 
In 1921 we exported $17,425,000, or 17.9 ; 


cent of 1919 production, and imported $126,000, or one-tenth of 1 p 
cent. This under the Underwood tariff of 15 per cent, which the Con 
gress now reduces to 8 per cent, or 1 cent per pound. The Fordney 
rate is 155 per cent of the wage cost. 
COST OF FORDNEY DUTY 

It gives $7,000,000 to the manufacturers at a cost of much mor 
than twice this to consumers, because the products must go through 
so many hands, including the tinplate men, the stamping works, whok 
saler, and retailer, Cost to consumers, nrore than $15,000,000. 


HARDWARE 
Undérwood, 20 per cent; Fordney duty, 40 per cent; wages on locks, 


21.1 per cent; builders, 32.1 per cent; other, 27.2 per cent. 


Locks, builders’ hardware, and all other, except saddlery. Produc- 
tion 1914, $73,000,000, with exports $6,000,000. Production in 1919, 
$154,.525,000, and exports $11,691,000, or 4.9 per cent of production. 


Exports in 1920, $17,000,000, or 11.3 per cent of production. Exports 
in 1921, $7,969,000, or 5.2 per cent of production; 1921 exports would 
be approximately 40 per cent more in price than here indicated, except 
for price reductions in 1921. Imports not of enough importance to be 
separately listed by the Government agencies. 

Wages in 1914 were 30.8 per cent of the factory selling price. 
Wages, plus superintendence, averaged 40.8 per cent, yet the Payne 


duty was 45 per cent. In 1919 wages on locks were 31.1 per cent; 
builders, 32.1 per cent; all other, 27.2 per cent. The Fordney duty 


is 40 per cent, although the industry prospered and exported freely 
under the former duty of 20 per cent. The duty gives $44,000,000 
to manufacturers, to be doubled against consumers, $88,000,000. 


ELECTRICAL MACHINERY, APPARATUS, AND SUPPLIES 
Underwood duty, 26.8 per cent; Fordney, 41 per cent; wages, 23.‘ 
per cent. 

Production, pre-war 1914, $355,170,194, with exports $23,060,844. 
The wages were only 22 per cent of the selling price of the product. 
With this 22 per cent of labor in 1914, being the principal difference 
in cost here and abroad, the Payne tariff averaged 37.3 per cent, and 
virtually embargoed imports which far as classified were four- 
tenths of 1 per cent. Our workers and our methods are so much 
speedier than abroad that any difference in wage cost per unit is ques- 
tionable. 

The industry is in few hands and completely dominated by the world- 
powerful General Electric and Westinghouse companies. It must be 
manifest that any tariff on these products will be added substantially in 
full by the manufacturers. It would be difficult to conceive any busi- 
ness reason that would prevent these great corporations from using any 
permit from the Congress of the United States to maintain or to raise 
prices. In the manufacture of electric bulbs the domination of two 


so 


companies is so great that the Census Bureau can not divulge cost 
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fi * without vielating the law agatmst pwhliehing private tnforma s 
tint Indictments for price fixing are now demanded acainst elect T X i or . ‘ 
ifacturers by t Lockwood con ttee of New Vork 
PROPUCTION, EXPORTS, AND [IMPORTS l t 1 
919 the tetal domestic production was $997,968,119—a ronnd red ms ¢ neled ware, minus the enar t 
! dollar Exports were $89,089,711, or 9 per cent, while imports, | 54" OOO in 1919 
the former tariff which averaged 26.8 per cent, were, so far as ihe t wage cost of production in 1914 wae 22 
itied, fou one-hundredths of 1 per cent, We had then a virtual tory Selling price Wage pl silaries were 31 t eT 19 
‘ rgzo fostering price maintenance by act of Gomgress under the | W8fes wete 23.4 per o¢ ‘ acte 5 < pr Und 
duty of 26.8 per cent. This situation hekis today, for experts =U per nt 
20 we $102.000,000, or 20 per cent of 1919 production, while OST OF PROTECTION 
ified imperts were eight ene-bundredths of 1 per cent In 1921 l I ( y law increases the tari 100 7 
were S95.S17.8S5, and imperts $732,357. or ses 1 One-huo ent ind about tw ‘ the Wace ‘ a. 7 “ I 
lredths of 1 per cemt of production Can there be clearer proof that nédustry to iTze $34.000,0060 ove fore pr » I 
ie duty should have been decreased er eliminated, as on agricu! (ural twice that, or $68,000.000 i t S < 
muchinery, shoes (and sewing machines until now), which are on the . Y WAR } ' j ND 
free list because made as cheaply in the United States as anywhere 
Underwood duty, 20 per ce Fordney, 40 4 ent; wa; 
COST OF FORPNBY DUTY n 
The Congress, however, now nearly doubles the duty by making it 41 W d the 1 im thes« “lucts “luction m 1919. $4.9 : 
per cent average, against a wage cost of 25.9 per cent. This invites the | , eX] s 19.9 me ‘ p rodu n 6 I n 190% ' 
industry te charge domestic caustomers $323,000,000 abov he prices of :1.6 p ut in 1921 Volu of i ‘ et given Che * Underwood 
their foreign competitors, which prices these producers meet threuchout luty was 20 pe ot: the Ford: law. 40 nt 
the world on their exports of $100,000,000 per annum This $523 Why ne duce the Underwood duty to an industry that sells one- 
V00.000 will reach consumers as $646,000,000. third of its preduct at international prices its entire wage cost is 
Wire, WireworK, INCLUDING Wrre Rope, Erc. 0.0) per cent of its sellmg price. In p war, 1914, it was 21.9 per cent. 
Tnderwood : Wire, 15 per cent; wirework, 19 per cent iverage, 16.8 it is generally believed that price wnderstandings rule in this in 
per cent. Fordney: Wire, 28 per cent; wirework, 39 per cent; average cuatry Buyers have been refused merchandise for cash im the usual 
32 Tr cent. Wages: 18.6 per cent on wire; 17.1 per cent on wit vay and required to buy through accredited dealers at the lhatters’ 
products. ndard riee Late October 19, 1922, manufacturers im 
Preduction in 1914, $190,747 of which we exported $15,232,000, | dicted by Federal grand jury fer criminal practi price Uxing, etc.) 
or 8 per cent. Production in 1919, $444,697,689, of which we export “i NAILS, WIR® 
$51,216,000 of wire and $10,403,000 of wirework ; total, $61,600,000 Underwood, f Fordney, 16 per cent: wag 14.8 pet t 
18.9 per cent under the former duty of 15 per cent on wire and 19 pr We ve led 1 world in 1 shesed , wtion, Thier 
cent on witrework. These duties virtually embargoed imports, which se wet a great part of t lemands of free-trade 
were one-tenth of 1 per cent. With what nicety did our manufactw "S| England at prices so much below domestic prices that the American 
hold their prices at the top of the tariff wall, as mdicated by this | »oquct y ht in Er nd and r rted into this country ate 
driblet of imports. With what master! strength did they meet world sPeat saving as agaiust domestic prices Production in 1914, $24,708 
prices in all quarters with $61,613,000 of exports. In 1920 exports | gos ghe pre-war Payne duty was 10 per cent, yet we exported 6.9 
were virtually the same as in 1919, totaling $61,834,000, with import per cent with imports only six one-hundredths of 1 per cent 
four one-hundredths of 1 per cent of production, or $1,509,000 In 1919 production was $44,426,860, of which we exported 19.4 per 
In 19°21. with foreten markets depre seed exports totaled $19,000,000 ent Although nails were then, as now, on the free bist, we huperted 
with imports $1,433,000, or three-tenths of 1 per cent ' six-temths of 1 per cen In 1920 exports increase: » $11,880,298, 
Wares in wire mills in 1914 were 13.5 per cent of the m ' pri of 21.4 per cent of 1919 production, with imports 8 per cent ef pre 
ti yroduct and 16.1 per cent on wire product In 1919 th yer iuction j 1921 exports ll to $3,172:054, partly eunted dec. te 
15.6 r cent on wire and 17.1 per cent on wire product decline of 32 per nt in price with imports $44,038, or eight oe 
Instead of iowertng the present duties of 15 per nt on wire and 19 | pundredths of 1 per “nat Thus was our market controlled, with nails 
Dp ent on wirework and thereby assuring to th American pu ike agricultural machinery and shees, on the free List a sions dee , 
approximately the international price of these prodnets, the Fordn however, gives a duty of 16 per cent, being 60 per cent more than the 
law almost doubles the duty on wire, making it 28 per cent and more ry er . : moee then @puble 
than doubles it on wirework, making it 39 per cent, the Fordmey duties in <lel the Payas wie 
being twice the wage percentages and absolutely unjustifiable on 


OUST OF FORDNEY DUTY 
unds of protection. 





The Fordney duty offers $9,000;000 to an industry that dominates 
COST OF FORDNEY DUTY all markets, te be doubled to consumers at retail, making $16,000,000 
The Fordney rates are a congressional permit to the manufacturers fhe wage cost in the mills in 1914 was 9.1 per cent of the milf sell 
to add $122,000,000 to their prices at the mills, which sum would be | ing price, and in 1919, 14.8 per cent The Forvdney daty exceeds the 
greatly Increased to consumers, making the total cost $244,000,000 tetal wage per cent ef production 
STAMPED AND ENAMELED Wart, Not ELSEWHERE SPRCWwiED Screws, Woon 
ENAMELED WARE | Tn@erwood dut 25 per cent; Fo y du 25 p en wages, 
7 231 er nt 
Underweod duty, 25 per cent; Fordney, 81 per cent; wages, 25.7 per ot. DP n 
cent Production in 1914, $6,216,940, rising in 1919 to $15,459,582, with 
The enameled ware industry was relatively small in 1914, pre-war, | ©XPorts $2,738,000, or 17.7 per cent, and tmports $507, or three one 
with small exports and imports. It has become great under the pres hardredths ef 1 per cent. In 1820 imports were two one-hund@redathe of 
ent duty of 25 per cent, exporting freely, with imports virtually | 1 per cent, and in 1921 one one-hundredth of 1 per cent. Wages in 1914 
embargoed |} amd 1919 were 31.5 per cent of mill selling prices. Wages plus superin 
arg fs ! 
Production in 1919, $37,636,584, with exports $4,073,455, or 10.8 per tendence were 40.1 per cent. 
cent, and imports only $65,828. or two-tenths ef 1 per cent. Exports in Imports fiscal year 1914 were $590, or nine one-hundredth of 1 per 
1920 $5,054,000, or 13 per cent, agaimst imports of §: 328, or 1 per | cemt of domestic production Some returning traveler must have brought 
cent of 1919 production In 1921 exports fell, in dollars, to $1,835,233, | in a pocketful. The duty then averaged 66.1 per cent. Exports then 
Careful estimates of price decline indicate that if the prices of former | and for long years befere were made at one-half the domestic price. 


we 


years had held, the 1921 exports would have brought $2,735,000. Inr- | Dy act of Congress the American dellnr in the purchase of screws was 
perts in 1921, $368,467, or 1 per cent of production. These imports | made to ge no further than the Englishman's 2-shilling piece, worth 
would have brought $460,000 at the prices current In T9T9. 5® cents at the same New Pngland factory Said a screw manufac- 

The foregoing international trade was wander the former tariff of | turer, “I don't like this, but so long as Congress trvites it, how could 
25 per cent, which Congress proposes to doable, making it 51 per cent. | we belp it ’” Prices were “ rigged to a nicety.” In 1920 exports were 
A great manufacturer is reported as saying recently fhat he had noth- | $1,968,496, or 12.7 per cent of 1919 preduction, with imports $2,595, 
ing to fear from competition under any tariff. The total wages in | or twe one-hundredths ef 1 per cent. Wages were 31.5 per cent. Last 


manufacture in 1914 were 26:2 per cent of the factory selling price. year, 1921, exports 26.9 per cent, or $1,065,995, and imparts $2,595, 

Wifges plus superintendence were 30 per cent. In 1919 wages were | or one one-hundredth of 1 per cent 

25.7 per cent, or almost precisely the Underwood tariff rate. It is interesting to note that these post-war imports were ued the 
The Fordney rate, namely, 31 per cent, will permit the industry ‘to Underwood tariff of 25 per cent and that to-day we may renusonabdly 

charge distributers $9,000,000, which would be easily doubled against | beTieve that export are lower than domestic prices, not by the old 50 

consumers, $18,006,000. | per cent, but by tile recent duty of 25 per cent, which the Pordney 
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1914, and 25.7 per cent in 1919, or 4 per cent less than the present 
rate of duty. In 1914 wages plus superintendence were 38 per cent 
of the factory selling price. 


SEWING MACHINES AND PARTS OF 


Underwood: Free list. Fordney duty: Under $75 value, 15 per 
cent; over $75 value, 30 per cent; wages, 44.2 per cent. 

It should be a source of national pride that with the highest waves 
in the world, we make sewing machines as cheaply as anywhere on 
earth. In this fact is the justification and fruition of protection 


high wages and low costs. It is said that one American company makes 
SU per cent of all the sewing machines made in the world. It fills its 
orders from the Orient, which are great in volume, from its factory in 
New Jersey because it is a little cheaper to do so than from its great 
and equally well equipped factory in free-trade England. It is for 
these reasons that sewing machines were on the free list with agricul 


‘ 


tural implements, shoes, steel rails, and some other highly finished 
products It is for this reason, and this only, that certain other 
highly finished products, like the majority of cotton goods, table cut 
lery, and cheap hosiery should be on the free list. 
Protection was never meant to be a perpetual burden upon the Amer 
ican people. It is an economic falsehood to say that in many cases 
} our 





| 


wo f to the advantage of the screw ufacturers In the 
t $3,000,000, ich will be doubled iil to consumers, 
$6 0004 
FILes 
[ ! 4] dut 25 pe cel Fordne dut 44 pe cent; wages, 
I { 
© I ‘ and kine ma in the I ted States so cheaply 
t ntial n J I Che former duty was 20 per 
I which i just hie ! to-day in the prices of our file 
\ to d l h low I to foreign users. 
W 1914 } f factory price of | t Wages plus 
perint 14 Y ent Wages in 1919 .2 per cent 
Congre i t! file j ss to the extent of this 44 per cent 
( ind precise he man at the lunch counter is charge 
} th } ticket Th transactic is definite to a penny. 
( i the f business to-day to the extent of $3,000, 
OOO at it a t t onsumers of $6,000,000 The Fordney 
iw ‘ early doubles t bsidy by making the rate 44 per cent 
1 of “ nt 
(Later, Octolb 10. d stie price vivanced 15 per cent.) 
Production in 1919, $17,616,563, of which 29.4 per cent was ex 
ported, against imports of three-tenths of 1 per cent, these imports 
being differ t in kind from domestic production, mostly extra fine, for | 
e of jew I nicuring, and the like Exports in 1920, $5,550,619, 
ol 1.5 per cent nd in 1921, $2,542,153, or 14.4 per cent, which in vol 
ume uuld be much greater than these figures of money value indicate, 
becnu of price reductions in 1921, Imports for each of these years, 
ix-tenths of 1 per cent. A recent investigation indicated a single 
ownership of most of the file companies of the United States and a 
tendency to identical prices in all quarters. 
A representative of the File Trust, taking an order for Spain August 
1, 1922, was asked, “ Ilow can you sell abroad? “We can undersell 
the world Then why do you want protection? “To maintain 
domestic prices,” 
CASH REGISTERS 
Underwood, free list; Fordney duty, 25 per cent; wages, 29.1 per 
cent 
Duty 30 per cent under the Payne law On the free list since 1914, 
with less percentage of imports under the free list than previously; | 
with no imports of any account under either law. Wages 29.17 per 
cent Proposed duty 25 per cent Production in 1919, $31,000,000, of 
which 14.1 per cent was exported and two one-thousandths of 1 per 
cent imported Somebody brought in a cash register Exports in 
1920, $5,942,000, or 19.2 per cent, with imports $324, or one one- 
thousandth of 1 per cent of production. Imports were $4,045 or 
one one-hundredth of 1 per cent in 1921, with exports $2,849,303, 
or 9.2 per cent All this under the free list. The Fordney law 
gives 25 per cent against a wage cost of 29.1 per cent. If added to 
prices, this duty will give this industry which is under a single con- 
trol, $6,000,000, 
It may be said that this duty is put on for revenue purposes. If so, 
the Governnrnt takes a chance on increasing the consumers’ price 
$6,000,000 that the Government may, itself, collect 25 per cent on 


imports which totaled $597 in 1919, $324 in 1920, and $4,045 in 1921, 

Such a “revenue” argument was made in support of the proposed 
duties of 5 per cent on ordinary pig iron rising to 40 per cent on sili- 
In 1921, duties pig iron would have netted the 
Government about $500,000, with the risk, which would be a certainty 


con pig these on 


in good times, of profiting domestic manufacturers to the extent 
of $41,000,000, with twice that expense to the general public, or 
$82,000,000, 

ADDING AND CALCULATING MACHINES 


Underwood, 15 per cent 

Production in 1914, including cash registers, was 
the year, 1914, partly under the Payne rate 
which 150 per cent of the total wages, 
registers, 21.38 per cent at international prices. Production in 
$52,606,142, and exports $3,863,217, or 6.7 per cent of pro- 
duction In 1920 exports were about doubled, being 12.9 per cent of 
1919 productions. Imports not segregated. These postwar years were 
under the Underwood duty of 15 per cent, which has now been doubled, 
20 per cent, thereby inviting the industry, which is a necessity now 
in our business life, to add $12,000,000 to its factory prices, which 
would be doubled against consumers. It is submitted that a well- 
established industry that exports freely at international prices a prod- 
uct made mostiy by semiautomatic machinery should be required to 
submit proof, including factory and other costs, before get- 
ting an increase in duty. 


: Fordney, 30 per cent; wages, 25.7 per cent. 
$30,519,537. In 
of 30 per cent, 
we exported, including 


fiscal 
was 
cash 


1vly 


absolute 


COST OF FORDNEY DUTY 
Several domestic producers have recently consolidated. What they 
can do is evident. The Fordney duty invites them to add $13,000,000 
to their foreign prices, costing consumers approxifhatelv $26,000,000. 
The per cent of wages to factory selling price was 20 per cent in 


rate of wages requires this, because the per cent of the product 
going to wages is often as little here as anywhere in the world, and 
duties the benefit the employer only. ‘This is the judgment of 
ma leaders who are posted in the premises. 

cent of labor in the production of sewing machines was 
1914, pre-war. Labor plus superintendence was 50.1 
In 1919 labor got 44.2 per cent of the faciory selling price. 

In 1914 exports of sewing machines were $11,494,081, or 53.7 per 
cent of the entire American production. This proved our ability to 
meet world prices. It public scandal that in pre-war years 
under the Payne duty of 30 per cent domestic prices were much high: 
than export prices, the entire duty being apparently used against the 
American consumer, The Congress now makes the rate 15 per cent on 
sewing machines, valued at $75 or less, and 30 per cent on more ex 
pensive machines, which rates, on the basis of recent imports, will 
average 20 per cent. 

Although exporting 53.7 per cent of production in 1914, imports were 
only 2.7 per cent, consisting mostly, if not entirely, of special designs 
not produced here, 

In 1919 production was $43,649,919, of which amount there was ex 
ported $12,774,124, or 25.5 per cent of production. Although on the 
free list in 1919, imports were only $225,541, or one-half of 1 per 
cent. This low per cent of imports has continued to date showing our 
unrivaled supremacy and the increased cost and relative inferiority of 


European production consequent upon Europe’s permanent hurt from 
the war. 


Still under free trade, in 
per cent of 1919 production, 
tenths of 1 per cent. 


reftore, 
ny 
The per 
41.4 per cent 
per cent, 


in 


was a 


1920 exports were $15,581,843, or 35.7 
against imports of $346,519, or seven- 
In 1921 exports were $7,306,074, or 16.7 per cent, 
this shrinkage being presumably largely in prices only. Imports in 1921 
were nine-tenths of 1 per cent. 

COST OF PRODUCTION 


The proposed duties invite our sewing machine companies to add 
$11,000,000 to domestic factory prices above the prices at which they 
sell a large proportion of their product abroad. It taxes especially 
the poor. To say that the proposed tax is for revenue purposes is to 
admit that Congress seeks a revenue of $120,000 at the risk of in- 
creasing factory prices $11,000,000, which would be trebled to con- 
sumers, under current methods of retailing sewing machines. 

PROFITS 

Whether the American manufacturer needs the financial assistance 
of the Senate of the United States, and what will be done with the 
money, is indicated in part by the following statement of the earnings 
of the company which makes substantially all of our sewing machines, 
having a few competitors, also prosperous. 


The capital stock of this company in 1912 was $60,000,000. It had 
no bonded debt. The following dividends are recorded: 
TELe, 18. OOF CORE Gh Di etter tccmeeeacnne $7, 800, 000 
to) ae eee Sl Se eee 9, 600, 000 
3014, 123 Dee CeRt GR BOO Meee ecwnscswcwsewtanssdeus 7, 200, 000 
BeaG, Owe: Gat Bib Be Se i trctanpntnnctbbcnd 4, 800, 000 
1916, 9 per cast em $60.000,000.... ~~ cencrncowcnteesckence 5, 400, 000 
AGT, 21 pet Cle Ce ee icccgmncdinonsmenodin 6, G00, 000 
1918, 10 per cent on $60,000,000___...--____-___-_____- 6, 000, 000 
1919, 7 per cent 000 O00,600.000.. 2 oitccndis sociedad 4, 200, 000 
1608, stock. GivitienG- GO. B60. COR... nanietsennesskuccmsioniin 30, 000, 000 


In fact, for the first time in history the principle of protection has 
been publicly and definitely dishonored by its sponsors in the Senate. 
Honest protection keeps prices low by making duties equal only “ the 
difference’ in the cost of production here and abroad. Sewing ma- 
chines cost no more, therefore they should be on the free list, as they 
were. 

Chairman McCumber, however, 


declared (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 


June 10, 1922): ‘“* The duty should measure the difference between the 
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SADDLERY HIARDWARE 


Underwood duty, 20 per cent; Fordney duty, 42.5 per cent; wages, 


28.6 per cent. 

Production in 1919, $14,136,556. Exports and imports not enumer- 
ated separately in Government statistics. Wages in 1914 were 30.9 
per cent and in 1919 28.6 per cent. Wages plus superintendence in 


1914, 39.7 per cent. The Fordney duty, 42.5 per cent, offers the indus 
try $5,000,000 to be doubled against consumers. 


STEAM LOCOMOTIVES 


Underwood 15 
per cent, 

We lead the 
foreign business 


ean make. 


duty, 15 per cent; Fordney, per cent; 24.8 


wages, 


world. A 
at both 


Under 


recent German report tells of our getting 
lower prices and better deliveries than Ger- 
the Payne law, 30 per cent duty, we ex- 
ported 8.5 per cent of our domestic production, with substantially no 
imports. Under the present duty of 15 per cent, production in 1919 


was $156,269,730, of which we exported $30,275,728, or 19.4 per cent. 


many 





Imports were entirely negligible, being two one-hundredths of 1 per 
ent, or about $40,000. Somebody brought in a few parts 

In 1920 exports rose to $63,629,847, or 34.3 per cent, with imports 
four one-hundredths of 1 per cent. Exports were eight 
fifty-seven times greater than imports. 
prices, we exported $33,696,331, or 21.6 per cent of 1919 production, 
with imports still further decreasing to $20,050, being less than half 
the price of one ordinary railway locomotive and one one-hundredth of 
1 per cent of our 1919 census production. 

Does not honest protection, which safeguards consumers as carefully 
as producers, call for free trade in locomotives imstead of continuing 
the Underwood duty per cent as given by the Fordney 
He who would put a duty on everything without regard to relative 
cost of production reads himself out of the ranks of protectionists by 
its every definition. 


hundred and 
In 1921, presumably at lower 


or 15 law? 


No nation compares with us in skill and mechanical ingenuity in the 


preduction of locomotives. In 1914 the wage costs in the factories 
was 25.6 per cent of the selling price of the product, or less than the 
Payne duty of 30 per cent. Wages plus superintendence were only 32 


per cent. In 1919 wages were 24.8 per cent as against the Fordney 
duty of 15 per cent, 
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COST OF FORI DUTY 

The Fordney duty invites our ! lers to add about 
$20,000,000 to domestic prices above their f at which a 
fourth to a third of their prod is lei rh . nd 
notuing so easy as a price understand 

STEAM I Or" CA I ( 

Underwood du re er Fordney d l pe 
22.7 | ent 

In the ] \ r 1914 ed pe ent r 
do t Y t ’ nst one nth 7 ‘ W 
a h p of t world \ 1G i I i 
reported long ago, in the I ! iQ | luet it the 
of Berlin could buy the huge engine f her t vaterworks in M 
wanker Wis., with all I s trans] 1 ! tall 
better advantage than from ar Get ! 

Production in 1919 S1o1rs 0 f v) \ eX 1 } 
eent against imports of tl tl 1 I In 1920 w x] i 
$4,009,225, or 3.9 per cent of 1919 produ th imports S148.878 
or one-tenth of 1 per cent of proc In tl ! 1991 
we exported $1,944,155, or 1.9 per cent, with imports $5.73 
one-thousandths of 1 per ent In tl 1 year por Ww ort 
times greate than mpor | f vy WA t product t l 
1919 was 22.7 per nt of the facts ell pr The Ford law 
continues the duty of 15 per cent 

WATER WHEELS, TUkBINES, TracTror ENGINE ET« 

These are made under the same conditions as steam engines Many 
of the census enumerations cover all these things in a single group 

Production in 1919, $188,444,153 Factory wage coats, 22.7 per cent 
of the selling price of product Former duty, 15 per cent; Fordney 
duty, 50 per cent. 

INTERNAL-COMRUSTION GAS ENGINES 

Underwood duty, 15 per cent; Fordne 1) per ¢ t; wages, 22.7 per 
cent. 

Production in 1919, $174,377.872. We exported 12.4 per cent of the 
product of 1914, which was $72,121,112 Postwar exports and Imports 
are not separately shown. Conditions are substantially the same as in 
steam engines, described above. The Fordney law doubles the Under- 
wood duty of 15 per cent, making it 30 per cent, against a wage cost of 


22.7 per cent. Whatever part of this is unnecessary it militates against 
every farmer, automobile user, many small manufacturers, and all other 
citizens indirectly 

PUMPS, STEAM AND OTHER 


Production 


1919, of power pumps, $55,745,502, and all other pumps, 
$31,656,438 Exports in 1919, $9,067,458, or 10.6 per cent of produe 
tion. This increased in 1920 to $13,684,468, or 16 per cent In 1921, 


exports, $11.9066,469, or 14 per cent of 1919 production. Allowing for 


price reductions, 1921 exports were not less than 1920. Imports not 
available 

Labor got 23.3 per cent of the factory selling price of the product 
in 1914 on power pumps and 21.9 per cent on other pumps, yet the 
Payne rate was 30 per cent In 1919 the wage per cent was 25.6 
per cent on power pumps and 18.9 per cent on other pumps The 
former duty was 15 per cent on both kinds, which the Fordney law 
doubles—30 per cent—against a wage cost in 1919 of 15.9 per cent. 

WASHING MACHINES AND WRINGERS 

Former duty, 15 per cent; Fordney duty, 30 per cent; wages, 15.9 
per cent, 

Production in 1914, $7,599,802, rising in 1919 to $40,771,285. 
Under the Vayne duty of 30 per cent in the fiscal year 1914 we ex- 
ported 14.8 per cent of production. In the postwar years, under the 
present duty of 15 per cent, exports were In 1919, 2.9 per cent; in 
1920, 5 per cent; in 1921, 3.2 per cent. 

The Fordney law gives 30 per cent, or twice the former duty of 
15 per cent, and twice the wage cost, which was 15.9 per cent in 1919, 
Exports are not enumerated in the official figures. 

WINDMILLS 

Former duty, 15 per cent; Fordney duty, 30 per cent; wages, 21.6 
per cent. 

The modern windmill is an American invention. Our supremacy !s 
unrivaled. Production in 1919, $9,952,585. Exports in 1919, 11 per 
cent of production; in 1920, 22.7 per cent; in 1921, 17.7 per cent. 
Imports not known Ilias anyone ever seen in the United Stat an 
imported windmill of modern design in operation? Our exports dot all 
the earth’s semiarid regions Factory wage costs in 1914, 22.8 per 
cent of its selling price wages plus superintendence, 32 per cent; 
wages in 1919, 21.6 per cent; Underwood duty, 15 per cent; Ford: 
duty, 30 per cent The Fordney duty, if used, will make domestic 
prices at the factory 2bout 30 per cent more than export pri being 
an additional $3,000,000, doubled to consumers at retail, $6,000,000. 




















Dr PS AND Hon | 
f v¢ Fordney law e so high that only insanity 
ot ! turer to whom they are granted te add 
t I rm not ex ( ress, the trustee of 
t ¢ t a4 trust if it either invites or 
I required by an 
f ly of the cost 
of tl ! he I of foreign costs 
I ( o get any costs 

ot ' ’ 
BZ Nowin I s to come into this 
0 ow 0 lown and prevent 
‘ t l ; ein mad 1 producers in our 
‘ reipn ou i to prevent combina- 
t ( L Re mp, July 26, 1922.) 

a 4 i _ bh busi I ‘ Iie lives by it. 
If ti ot of ¢ esas wanted domestic costs they would get 
the 1 i impl signify the fact and g 

” i t ot ever l ri I tor protection 
f i woul ‘ I Those who don't facts as a basis 
of ) l wil facts 
Chair im Mord f the Ways and Means Committee, ** What 
’ ie purpose ¢ ring x the foreign value 
t rh United State I f Commission, 
i ‘ ) nee nd invest itior 
Whenever any a le that is manu ure here is continu 
aly importes ny considerable quantity the tendency of the 
tarilf is to make the price of the domestic prodnet, as well as fhe 
imyw d art equal to the foreign price plus the duty.” 
t n! lof a p i the Tnited States 
‘ piu eight 1 bh ih harge plus 
] : } { , bu t I of ovet 
TOM) articl ir r ry (is) 7 port of I s * T «¢ per emp ved 
! ‘ e | Committe » Te] ( estic 
pri hows that in ters inva bly sell for in reasonably 
get in the American ket, and that in eve he price of the 
domestic article detert he price of the f rhe nporter often 
f higher than dom I es | i hi preferred 

he make our price } her than nec sar l uch a law as the 
I inev 4 fo tax o1 co I *s $100, and i me case $1,000,000 
for ench $1 that it will be possible to collect at the customhous 

In t. ordinary articles of general consumpt ld in our stores 
1 mr th 1 e and abroad,’ eost American consumers about 
do e the }j ce they eost foreign consumers and ordimary fancy 
irti til ndbegs, beads, and even eyeglasses that ury 50 per 
pent and highe duties retail here at about five times the foreign 
munufactur prices, so rapidly do percentag pyramid through many 
su sive st s to the consun 

I not ‘ ns appraiser handling innumerable 
petty imports, and knowing, for instance, that an article of this sort 
retails for &5 to clear it offhand at $1 as a fair foreign manufacturers’ 
price This is on the basis of a foreign factory price of, say $1, to 
which would be added 10 per cent landing charges plus duty of, say 
60 per cent, making the cost to the importer, landed, $1.70. To this 
he would be entitled to 50 per cent additional for costs of doing 
1 sine in uch rticles making $2.35 to the retailer and $5 to the 
consu r rhis is for modest luxuries, so called fargins would be 
greater on some things and much less on articles of general service. 
I any case the importer rightly figures his margins on his landed 
costs, duty paid The duty is as much a part of the cost as the 
foreign pric What part of his final cost goes to a foreign manu- 
facturer and what part to ocean freight and to duties is immaterial 
to him It is, however, for Congress to heed the fact that duties are 
pyramided and each duty is doubled and often treblied in the ordi- 
nary course of normal business against the consumer. Duties like 
prices should be as low as circumstances warrant In every case. 

This five-fold increase in prices of fancy articles is regarded as 
legitimate by impartial public servants who have figured percentages 
carefully. The increase, however, is a burden upon American HMfe. 
It not chargeable to retailers or others, for at this rate no one 
gets un excessive profit These things can be bought, however, at 
retail in Europe usually for one-half the American price, A 50 per 
cent tariff alone often adds from 100 per cent to 200 per cent to the 
foreign factory price by the time the article reaches the consumer. 
When these tacts are known protectionists will make certain that 
carelessness and partiality in tariff? making does not aggravate this 


burden of high prices. 
A CONGRESSIONAL GteT—$351,000,000 TO MAKers or HBAVY Sreen 
PRopUCTS 
The duties given in the Fordney law embargoes importations. 
They carelessly offer to the makers of heavy steel preducts—pig tron, 


cast and wrought iren pipe, structural iron, tinplate and terneplate, 
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bar 


steel, st 


eel rails, wire and wire work—8351,000,000, which ey 
will be doubled to consumers, making about $702,000.000 to be p 
partly in the direct cost of highly finished products like automo 
and machinery, and the balance in amortization charges 
IMportTs EMBARGOED—REVENUES NEGLIGIBLE 
Imports would be negligible on these basic steel products with no 
revenue accruing worth collecting If, however, the quantities 
ported in 1921 can be imagined as coming in under these high dutix 
and consequently as selling here, as would be necessary, at foreien 
prices plus duty and landing charges, this would be conclusive proof 
that the entire $702,000,000 tariff benefit had been added to domes 
prices. On this basis the revenue from imports of heavy steel products 
here considered would total $1,287,043. The Government would eet 
this, the people would lose $996,000,000 per year so long as these co 
tions prevailed The Government would collect $1 for each § 
made tl public liable for. 
To Users or Licgur Stee, Propucts, $1,580,000,000 
To the above $702,000,000 of protection on heavy steel produ 
would be added a possible $1,580.000,000 on only 21 of the many high! 


fmished steel products upon which the Government would collect on 











$5,603,907, or $1 against each $282 it made the public liable for 
Cost of protection and revenue derived under proposed rates—Busis 
1919 production 
1 | 2 3 4 
| | 
‘ariff allow- . j 
Article } a to se Cost to | Revenue to 
——— | oe , constmet Governme 
ufacturars | 
—— sesneeaniecenti enieiacieninagiaicnibaienlinilisiltinieniil a 
Bolts, nuts, washers, and rivets $11, 000, 000 | $22, 000, O00 | $ 
Electrical machinery —............. 323, 000, V00 646, 000, GOO | 329, 
Stamped and enameled wa oa 45, 000, QNO 90, 000, 000 TS 
Sewing machines 11, 00, 000 , 060, 000 19 
Adding and calculating machine 13, 000, 000 26, 000, 000 ( 
Cash registers... aS “a 6, 000, UO 2, 000, 000 | ] 
Screw sa 3, 000, 000 6, 000, 000 
Nails, wire 9, 000, 000 | TS, 800, 000 7 
Hardware, saddlery : 5, 000, 000 | 10, 000, 000 | ( 
Hardware, locks, builders, oth 52, 000, 000 } 104, 000, 000 | ( 
Files 6, 000, 000 | 12, 009, 000 47 
Cutlery and edge tools .....- ~ 75, 000, 000 150, 000, 000 | 870, 
Steam locomotives > 4 20, 000, 600 40, 000, 000 4 3, OOS 
Other steam engines _. ji i ) | Shi) 
Gas engines J i 121, 000, 000 | 242, 000, 000 (*) 
Water wheels, motors, etc j | ( 
Machine tools - ri 55, 000, 000 | 110, 000, 000 | sf) 
Pumps, power — 14, 000, 000 28, 000, 000 | (*) 
Pumps, other than power &, 000, 000 16, 000, 000 e( 
Washing mrachines...._..___.____ | 10, 600, 000 | 2, 800, 000 | @) 
Windmill a , OOO, OOO 6, 000, 000 | (4) 
Total (21 highly finished | 
steel products) .....- | 790, 000,000 | 1, 580, 000, a00 | 5, 403, 9 
Heavy steel products | 
Pig iron aceite | 41, 000, 000 82, 000, 000 508, 7 
( t or wrought iron pipe..... } 84, 000, 000 | 168, 080, 000 | 18, 4 
Structural m et ve -| 17, 000, 000 | 34, 000, 000 | », oi 
‘I ite and terneplate.._.--.} 7, 000, 000 14, 000, 000 0 
I a ae 76, 000, 000 150, 000, 600 206, 2 
Steel rails ; 5, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 84, 12 
Wire and wirework _.......... | 122, 000, 000 244, 000, 000 458, 449 
Total 7 heavy steel preduets 351, 000, 000 702, 000, 000 | 1, 287, 04 
Grand total 7 heavy and 21 | | 
light preducts___.__. 1, 114, 600, 000 2, 282, 000,000 | 950 
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1 Not shown 


The Government 
public liable for 


will get $1 of revenue (col. 4) for each $330 it makes the 


A round billion ome hundred million of dollars ($1,114,000,000— 
col. 1), mostly unwarranted, to steel men, and a burden of two and a 
quarter ‘billions of dollars wpon consumers (col. 2, p. 21), or as much 
of this amount as manufacturers can exact. 

Here is a potential, and mostly unnecessary, addition to the Ameri- 
can cost of living on heavy steel products plus only 20 of the greater 
number of highly finished steel products, of two and a ‘half Dillion 
dollars ($2,282,000,000—col. 8, p. 21). 

We invite the criticism that these figures are preposterous. The 
Fordney law is preposterous. Consequently its effect upon American 
life can only be preposterous. Its evil proposals can never be fully 
availed of by its beneficiaries. It gives these beneficiaries, however, 
the supporting arm of the Government for price rigging and price 
maintenance, with the consumers’ recourse only to the Department 
of Justice against unlawful practices to which the Dill incites its 
beneficiaries. 

It prohibits importation in prosperous times, when manufacturers 
can Charge what they want because of the exeessive consumption de- 
mand. It starts protection, like the swine of old, “ Down a steep 
place into the sea’’—a sea of disrespect and corruption, 
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1 
Domest 
Metal products inufacturet 
1914 
t ' nd ste »]: 2 
Blast furnaces— | 
Pie GBs oc ccccccsccsccccsccsseces $312, 761, 617 
Other product slag, gas, et 4, 892, 366 
IIR Unis tcascatanacings Sutin ane 317, 653, O83 
1 ORE. 2 a btaiiiehiat onan diene 71, 352, 396 
Steel rail 4,000, 918 
rin plate and terneplate tt 68, 342, 962 
Structural ironwork.......- 216, 853 
Pipe 
Cast iron is ae OF. AO. 36 
Wrought iron Oe eae O&, 772 
DEiid: a cdveddgusbecominuene 125, 431, 920 
Wire and wirework : “ 190, 747, 732 
Bolts, nuts, W her d rivets 3, OSS, 700 
Cutlery and edge tool 
Fable cutlery £06, 000 
Razors, plain and safety 4, 912, 000 
Knives (except table 1 085. 000 
All other cutlery 4, S38, 000 
Edge tool ee aes 6, 100, 000 
Total 25, 541, 000 
sheoe OS, 157 
Hardware- 
Locks —_ . 9, 271, 000 
Builders’ hardware Saline 24, 280, 000 
All other (except saddlery) ....-.-- 30. 768, 607 


ING 


Gaddtery RaTGwate.. .. .ccccccecscscs 4, 039, 971 
a a Ti 77, 359, 66% 
Machinery 
Cash registers and calculating ma- 
chines 
Adding and calculating aa) aaa _— 
. 30, 519, 587 
Cash registers and parts of_...- f 
0 ee = = dis 30, 519, 587 
Engines, steam, gas, and water 
(except locomotives) 72, 121, 112 
Locomotives (not made by rail 
road companies) 43, 374, 141 
Machine tools__.........-- ees 31, 446, 660 
Pumps 
Steam and other power__...- 17, 864, 311 
All other pumps secon 6, 350, 411 
a peated eee ik 24, 214, 722 
Sewing machines and parts of 21, 391, 917 
Washing machines and clothes 
wringers La i al itt neta cams 7, 599, 802 
Rad ecinineuinnianinieitainens 5, 496, 591 


Nails, wire 
Screws, wood_____-- 
Aluminum manufactures 


24 
6, 
19. 


, 708, 633 
, 216, 940 
, 597, 465 


Brass, bronze, and copper products: ? 
Copper smelting and refining 
Copper manufactures ; 
Brass and bronze manufactures 
All other 


Total 





1 These tables were much used in the discussion of the Fordney bill. 
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85, 960,412 $2,859,830 $12,313, 183 
8. 506, 146 
MoM. 466 x 2 » S20 2 IRR 
$1 107, 25 7 7] 6, 672 
92, 849, 451 } wy 8. GSH, SAS 
97, 404, 720 SOW} 46, O97. 634 
473, 464, 107 2 “3 ms GAG, SIE 
0, 530, 563 11.. aan f = 9 
27, 344, 911 [fos P** 1135, 229, 7 
377, 884, 474 | 14,337,973 40, 407, 50 
444, 697, GUS 15, 2 4% | 61,613, 546 
109 vi l,f { 7 1, 8G 
4, RA2, GO ths 23 2 70, S48 
24, 554 $72, 252 4. 150, 803 
9, 691 “ \ ( ”) , ey 7 
14,771,658 >, 
12, 748, 741 | $03 6, 015, 901 
66, 629. 0 2.4 ~ 16, 352, 92 
17, 616, 563 5. 181, 7Y 
14, 374, 47¢ 1, 450, 7 ,3 
43, 942 TOO ¢, 5S {22 . 43 
7 , 12 
) { 
6, 031, 879 11, 680, 8S 
52, 606, 142 1, 670, 585 3, 863, 
30, 932, 883 4, 834, 626 4, 375 
83, 539, 025 6, 505, 211 &, 238. 74 
464,774,735 12,926, 447 | 89, 520, 789 
156, 269, 730 3, 692, 225 | 30, 275, 728 
212, 400,158 14,011,359 | 22, 627, 477 
53, 745, 502 | . eon — 
31, 656, 438 |} 3723, 337 | 9, 067, 458 
85, 401,940 | 3,723, 337 9, 067, 
43, 694,919 11, 494, 801 7, 774, 124 
| 
40, 771, 285 1, 125, 35 1, 195, 789 
9, 932, S85 1, 618, 349 1, 091, 543 
55, 426, 860 1, 693, 632 | 10, 744, 696 
i 582 2, 737, 716 
75, 277, 948 1, 101, 920 3, 890, 326 


1, 133, 414, 381 150, 980, 830 (121, 442, 813 


metal trades—Relations of custome tariff rates to production, wages, t 
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4,870, 074 20s 
6, 216, 636 
17, 474, 824 969, 427 |) 
6, 790, 407 2, (52, 991 (*) (4 ‘ 
5, 942, 070 2, 849, 303 vl4 | 1, (4 
12, 732, 477 5, 502, 204 
92, 024, 352 | 37, 139, 309 | » 45, 871 344, 092 148, 878 ; 
| 
53, 629, 847 | 33, 606, 331 | 2k, 322 87, THE 63, 739 20), OFM) 
21, 536, 366 7, 751, 9&3 | 306, 086 139, 619 432, 581 on 19 
13, 684, 468 11, 964, 469 (4 ‘ 4) ‘) 
. = 
13, 684, 468 | 11, 966, 469 | 
15, 531, 843 7, 306, O74 | 56, 045 225, 5Al $46, 519 $06 
| | 
2, 040, 748 1, 304, 064 (*) (*) (*) (4 
2, 256, 750 1, 753, 827 (*) (*y (4 a 
11, 880, 308 3, 172, 054 15, 009 +46, 636 1, O88, 774 j % 
1, 968, 496 1, 068, 995 yO 07 2, 505 03 
6, 630, 781 3, 108, 857 1, 412, 578 277, S46 2, 288, 271 | 2.035.114 
+ ead 7 } 
me eos | Op } 39,523,690 &, 060, 408 | 20,913,005 | 9, 218. R35 
22, 776, : 87, 023, 98 { Mam tak P = ; ° an @ 
|122, 776, 334 | 87, 023, 984 L 2169, 105 66, 686 236, 436 61, 818 
15, 866, 275 8, 658, 508 | 1, 126, 556 491, 508 946, 005 963, G48 
| 
138, 642, 609 | 95, 682, 492 41, 119, 351 8, 618, 6902 22, 005, 536 (10, 244, 501 


the increased production from the last pre-war normal year, 1914, to 1919, as per the census of these years. 


ind prices only, it nevertheless indicates a very considerable increase in volume. 
1914, even in 1921, when foreign trade was badly demoralized 


was less than here appears. 


ney law seeks to reduce the $1 of imports. 


tion of the Payne, Underwood, and Fordney tariffs to the wages in the various industries. 


eign wages. 


y disclosed, for the first time, many fundamental facts and relationships 


=a I = 


Column 2 shows 


While this increase in money value is largely an increase in costs 


Column 3 shows most fortunate post-war increases in « 
As prices were about one-third lower in 1921, than in 1919 and 1920, the decrease ir 
Total exports of these commodities (¢ olumn 4) were 4.8 times greater than importsin 1914 
it would seem that Congress might have been willing that we continue to buy $1 of imports while foreigners take $15 worth of the same goods from us 

The percentages (columns 5and 6) of exports andimports to domestic production are most favorable 
going to wages from each $1 of product at factory prices indicate how little protection is needed for the wage earner 


ports as compared with pre-war 
in volume of exports in 1021 
ind 15 times greater in 1921 
Instead, the Ford 
rhe percentages (column 8) 
Column 9 compared with column §& shows th« 


13 times greater in 1920 


rela 


the | Our wages are as low in many industries per yard or pound of product as for 
Column 11 indicates the extent to which Congress has invited our manufacturers to raise their prices above foreign competition and above their own export 


prices, which have to be at foreign price levels, and are satisfactory as indicated by their huge volume, $845,922,774 in 1920 and $493,196,764 in 1921. 


? Dutiable. 

' Free. 

* Not separately enumerated. 
* Steam engines only. 


* Carbon manufactures and electric lights only. 


7 Of iron and steel. 





as 
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, nd 7 ; 3— > tariff rates to pro luction, oF res, trade ertension. and cost of l J Cont iad 
por of Bureaus of the Census and of Foreign an Dor ( ium vy i nh, 
1 assigned to similar work in the Senats onsideration of the taritf 
2 ‘ 
Dor I 
) l4 iv 120 1921 t ) ) 
( 
z 9 { a4 7. 972 {92 2 & O4 - ~ LO 
1 4 1, 400,424 | 2,273,045 | 2, 145, 463 819, 043 3, 344, 168 | 12, 222, 466 | 14, 260,047 | 9 
1 } 19 6, 19% } 7, 043, 4 1. 57¢ 1. 97 g | 12 279. 603 $7 ‘ 
i ) 844 | 80. ORO 11, 990, G04 S17, S85 8}, 224, 806 $28, 248 Si), 222 
% S37 { . ‘ ‘ ( (4) (4 
i ( a4 9 90 4. { 15 044, 20: 1, 835, 233 S33, 251 ? $23 | 7 366, 238 ? 368 
be >» 79. Se a 410 1.949. 4 l 4. 562 (4 | ( 
877 ) 5. 054 4 7, 003, 7 
I 30, Sst + 000 , 553, 010 4, 507, 7 612, 31 2, 692, 371 1st . 26,8 8H, 792 
2,595,2 249,818 791,554 | 730,386,409 | $45,922,774 | 493,196,764 6A, 5 O44 230, 939 | 64,849, 330 
i 7 8 | ) 10 ll 
Per nt of wages | Tariff rates Per cent 1 wary 
Per x rtisto I nt mr to | | to domestic ox ley ; ¢ $ i ff tionto 
; Domestic wag te es ? ates G ne ufactu 
m ifaeturers Valorem per rates to 
+. centile nati ” % . m 
\ £ price cent W ages of iolia 
| 
| j 1914 } g } 
| pro , “ | g 
| S13] 
a | . ~ > | 
i ) 14 ) | 1920 | 1921 | 1914 1919 2 | 2 2 - : 
} aa = -m | c } 
Pie hae rleret 4 
} ~ = a i aa 
if £ } a + | & ai« 
: S -? = -— | = 
| = = ae = 4 ail hm 
——— meme —|—— | a ee ee ee 
i } i } i ; i 
l i ‘ } 
. : | 
| 0.9 1.6/,1.3] 0.1 1.5 0.8 1.6 0.: | | a aes 
s | iannee went » ma - y ” {Free. 2.2- |} | Pa 
( ry acts, $22 er $73, 769,395 | 7.2] 91] %3) 7.5 115.0, 49.3 f 1OF] 0; 22; 0 
iw, 2 t ( } i | i 
—_—_—_ _—— — - _ —E enema a — _ meee — — __—— —— 
| i 
Potal 22,780,626 | 73,769,395 | 7.2/ 91] 9.3) 7.5 | Free.| 25.0; 106 0} 22} 0 
Bar steel 1104/18 1/@0148] 3.6 9 2 14, 413,184 | 69, 687,559 | 20.2 | 24.2 | 22.2 | 21.4] 13.0) 27.0; 106] 59 | 131] 36 
42.0 39 8] $ 7 2.0 ” 10, 531, 934 19, 569, 730 | 19.5 | 23.4] 21.4 | 15.8 | Free 5.8 Si | 0; 7} 0 
l | tLe i | | i 
l e | &3 8.0 41.6 (17.9 2. 2 07 of f.1 3, 924, 447 | 5, 756, 417 5.8 6.9 5.9 | 35.1 | 15.0 8.0 605 4/1 18) 13 
Structurakiron | | } 
work 5.7 6.1 | 81 2 03 on . 8 45, 539, 177 96, 113, 214 | 21.0 | 28.6} 20.3 | 24.7 | 10.0 | 4-25 118 49} 43) 43 
I y* i i 
Cast-iren ' , f10.2 119.3 114.3 | 01 01 08 | . 004 7, O64, 732 26.5 | 30.4) 29.3 | 14.8 | 10.0} 20.0 56 a4 | ) 
W rought-i (10.8 [13.4 15.0 | 4 13 02 | .02 | 15,113, 201 15.3 | 186 | 182] 30.1 /| 20.0) 27.0! 197] 110 v4 
; aie abi eoeepeit guaieatihcemmnbininieiaatttie nine. 
Total 11.4 | 10.7 14.2 ) 3 02 03 | .02 | 22,177,983 | 7:7 | 21.1 | hs cock Baie Vekcece ae x4 
Wire and wirework.| 8.0 | 13.9 13.9) 44] .8 | .1 | .4 |.3 | 27,276,926 | 1.3 | 19.1 17.7 | 41.1 | 16.8 | 32.0] 287) 95} 
B I re wd | i | | } } | | | | 
I 19 7.1)6.7)4 ] 4] .07] .05) 8& 436,876 25, 583, 963 | 25.5 | 32.9 | 23.4 | 21.4 | 10.5 | 11.0 84 45 
Ct i edge | | } ! } \ 
lable tle 0 | 48.9 711 (24.0 4.6 9 5. 0 5.1 2, 083, 000 | 2, 114, 878 | 37.2 (43.5 | 42.2 | 30.0 '235.2) 113 69 | ’ 
Razor plain and | 
ifety 9.6 | 16.8 (23.2 | 9.3 9. 3 LZ ia 811, 000 8, 42, 71L | 16.5 \hyg g pLG1 | 68.6 | 54.3 (213.9) 416) 337 | 34 
Knives (except table \ 7 | 14.7 116.3 1 j 31.9) 21 &8 13.9 2, 045, 000 | 4, 466, 697 5.1 | , 46.0 | 75.5 | 49.2 (172.4 151 107 | ll 
All other cutlery ae : es. 8 [24 3.8 1, 971, 000 | 5, 418, 997 | 40.7 | 36.7 | 52.1 | 30.0 |150.8 | 128 82 | 7 
Edge tools. -.. 18.2 | 47.2 46.3 |30.3 2, 166, 000 | 4, 115, 182 | 35.5 |} 32.3 | 45.0 | 20.0 | 40.0 27 62 t 
Total 0} 24.5 (286 113.8 11.4 7 |28 | 4.0 | 9,076,000 20, 048, 465 | 35.5 | 44.0 30.1 | 63.0 | 39.3 |177.7 77| 131} 
F ike = 20.4 GL. 5 14.4 1.8 ; 6 6 | 2,135, 436 | 6, 192, 444 | 38.0 | 46.4 | 35.2 | 56.1 | 25.0) 44.0 148 71 a) 
il yare | i Pind wr : i : i a | 
Locks 15.6 | 28.8 144.4 115.1 {....... --| 3,229,000 | 4, 475, 487 | 34.8 | 3h. 1 | | 129 mS | 
Builders’ hardware 18.9} 6119.0 l aa aol 7,865 7, 314, 477 | 32.4} 32. e : . | 
' * hardware. Oe tices j----=-|----=-| 7,865,000 | — 17,314, 477 | 32.4 lun g J821 Lys 9 | 09.0 | 40.0 |) 3?) 82 ag tag! se 
‘ ox Sad- | | | 
lery 4.9/7.2142 |______|__..__} 11, 480,182 | 23, 489, 986 | 28.9 27.2 156} 74} 
diery hardware _ i le ae ee 1,248,441 | 4, 043 30.9 | 307 | 286 | 45.0) 200/425) 46) 7) 1} 2} 5 
: | eneataneenaiieeiaeaniaiamatsniaiarimmmtabeshl s i | lacie aati eee 
Potal_..... s| 69/04/47 _--|.....-] 22,881,573 | 49,273,749} 30.8 | 40.7 | 20.2 | jf. 2%) 28 | 57 
—— — —— == — + —_ =} = — ~~ —=| = = = — = 
These tables were much used in the discussion of the Fordney bill. They disclosed, for the first time, many fundamental facts and relationships. Column 2 shows 
the increased production from the last pre-war normal year, 1914 te 1919, as per the census of these years. While this increase in money value is largely an increase in cost 
I t me thel 1 very considerable increase in volume. Column 3 shows most fortunate post-war increases in exports as compared with pre-war 
1O14, € W g was ily d As prices were about one-third lower in 1921, than in 1919 and 1920, the decrease in volume of exports in 19 
W l D 1mn 4) were 4.8 times greater than imports in 1914; 13 times gerater in 1920; and 15 times greater in 192! 
It l villing t e to buy $1 of imports while foreigners take $15 worth of the same goods from us. Instead, the Ford- 
1 \ t ¢ the $ rt ntage ind 6) of exports and imports to domestic production are most favorable. The percentages (column & 
, I uct price w little protection is needed for the wage earner. Column 9 compared with column 8 shows the rela 
{ I Unde I riffs to the variot tries. Our wages are as low in many industries per yard or pound of product as for- 
( 1 ) h ¢ ! nvited our manufacturers to raise their prices above foreign competition and above their own expot 
| \ have be at fo price é ud t ry as indicated by their huge volume, $345,922,774 ia 1920 and $493, 196,764 in 1921. 
\ " i 
1 | lig 
7 Of iron and l 
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é e uf rate wa on, wages, rads en 
Hu HOMERS CUA SAES THOM Teport 
‘ t 
] { S 
I ’ . 
. ] 
I 
Si ; { } j 
f ub 
' 
| i 
| = 
. ' i 
r ‘ ; 
' | 
A P ) ' } 
f " 
{ it { I {2 ’ 
part } x | 
I ‘ ; a t 
i } 
e 0 om 2 ‘ 2 i 
live t mad | 
Jroad commpank . 19.4 4 121.6) 07 | .@ 4 OL | 31,& { 25 ‘ 
4 l f ] { s Via ”» 
! 
| } | / 
' 4/106 116.0 114.0} {4 4 9 ; ‘ 
4 ‘ pls) ‘ ; ‘ ; } i 4 ¥ zi 
4 f » 114.0 Xu ~ 
r ’ | | 
7 7 i 2 7 S 41 ‘ r 
" } i 
. \ t 4 2 29 x1 , } 1, 220, 882 ‘ 7s 16 + 2 
Ww r 2.4) 11 22. 7 j 1, 25 ) ‘ 1; 22s 
17.7 | d q 22 
. 19.4 121.4 oo 2, 248, 0 %,2 i 
7 } 2.7 12 ) ooo | 6M i § Ns 4 5 $1.4 
A f 17.5142) 7.2 1.4 | 1 ‘ 
' 
| , 
; : i } } ' 
I iu , } | 
opper smelting and |) | 
ret 5 0.8 14.6 |16.8 |11.9 8.4 ji l » 113 l 49, 251 2 5 44 4.¢ Free F res F re 
( i i | } ! | 
} | t ‘ 
B 1 bre e)) | | g ) ' 48 
| 
uw >3.9/ 38141122] 10 | Ld a/i .3 , 064,231 |; 2 2 2 
A +) j i | | } 2 479. 400 44 
j ' 
i = = | 
‘ } 41,23 s is » if : 
( sd w h ‘ ' 
{ k ' 16.8 121.0 10,7) 84 7 2 4.4 653, 146 s il 3.6) a 0.0 i »é 
\ lud | ' 
» cnt | 
I 1 ui cK a i ; } 
watche 6.3 43140] 1.5; 14.4 23. 1 9 &.3 9, 842, 198 21,012, 4 #2. is. 4 oe] 44 27.8 s 
r¢ 5.5 s 4 12 6 4 14. 1 95, 264 ; ‘ y it ‘ - ; ; 4 
Fk machine und | | 
“& | ( 0. 2 is 7 rs ) 9 — & , 
y SS - | 
Stamped and enameled | | 
| 
mr way : eee . : 10, 148 g 2 { { ne 4 i 
Fr ‘ y 1.7) 10.8 113.014.1 1} Cz 1.0 1.0 | 4,91 72 | 2 } 
Bath tubs, wvato- ! | | | } | ) 
ries, and 4.8 | 19.9 139.6 31.6) . -| | 184, 58 1, 505, 633 | 31.9 4) (30 45.0 | 2.0) 40 f Z 
. | ame 
Total : ! ! 5, 242, See 34, 851, 31 23.4 | 9 | 24.2 ‘ 
I iat 1.8) 18! 24) 14] 2 .O | .@64 .@4 | 12,217,350 34, 493,399 | 14.9 / 19 14.7 | 45.0 
Qrand total. ._. 121 | 10.8 124) 7.2 2.5 .6 11.0 5 |417, 302, 561 |1, 282, 641, 587 8.3 5 
| 
These tables were mueh used in the diseussion of the Fordney bill. The li eal, for the first time, n y fund f ( 
the increa production from the last pre-war normal year, 1914 to 1919, as per Lhe 18 Of Lhe ars Ww “ 
and prices only, it nevertheless indieates a very considerable increase in volume. Column 3 ‘ most fortun r 
1914. even in 1921, when foreign trade was badly dernoralized As prices were about one-third lower 192i, ti 19 ; Qi « t 
was less than here appears l otal experts of these commodities (column 4) were 4.8 times greater tha orts in ‘1 
It would seem that Congre roight have bean willing that ws yatinue to buy $1 of imports while foreigners take $ wort é am n Instead t Kord 
ney law seeks toreduce the $1 of imports Ihe percentages (columns 5 and 6) of exports and imports to domestic production are most fa 
yoing to % s from each $1 of preduct at factory prices indicate how little protection is needed for the wage « ( 
tion of the Payne, Underwood, and Fordney tarifls to the wages in the various industrie Our wag i l 
eign wages. Column 11 ir ates the tent to wi 1 Congress has invited our Manufacturers to raise their pric foreig? I et t 
prices, which have to be at foreign price levels, and are satisfactory as indicated by their huge volume, $845,922,774 in 1920 and $443, 196,764 


+ Not separately emumeraied 
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caATt(T rope rr tf ' >» WAGES, PXPORTS, AND Rasic iron and steel produ z Continued 
IMP es - os ' 
Calen- . my 
» (col and 3 below eX “1 our total wage cost Product dar “aes for cor 
1 of th lifts t here and abroad. year umpt 
t ‘ it freel ell abroad at international | — — _ — ~} 
i . ht iron pipe of which we export (col. 3) | | Dollars Dolla 
4 i ‘ ‘ ia . Tin and Fg ee oman 1919 | 36, 997, 634 Ci 
{ i hun d and seven iv times more than we P | 1920 | 40, 545, 291 | 197 
1921 17, 415, 152 25, * 
2 4 ONG, B GOOD gs siiicinsitnislisoinincin alates lescticiniiindea | 94, 958, 077 
Per cent of Une | a a 1919 56, 672, 314 1, 646 
arash | ev taritt | @xceed imports 1920 } 62,726,372) 2,823 
tory selling * | by indicated 1921 | = 15, 156, O74 5 
’ — : AbThs e | number of | |—_—_— - - 
— times Total, 3 years .......ce.c.cccee- i a cel | 134, 554, 760 | On4, | 
- seb — a | - lee 
i tu Per cent PUI iii A a tle Oe icles aban 1919 38, 986, 855 | 651, 8 
9,3 S06 GAS 4. ciccseninieias | 1920 36, 193,689 | 1,894 
22, 2 7 24 } 1921 | 5, 580 M41 
21.4 s 22 | —_—_—_—_— 
" k 21 4to25 | 190 | eRaE: BE iii eign eacceabead sea | 93, 576, 124 3, 387 
pip wy M) | 3, 575 | = = | 
pi is 7 | 70 Wee BE WG WO sc cccdaccicncaccckisidasutooes 1919 | 61, 613, 546 | 577, 9 
{ e 4  @ os 179 } 1920 61, 834, 718 | 1, 609. & 
1s. 6 2 |) “4 } 1921 19, 609, 463 1, 432, ¢ 
17.1 9 i mail cabal 
i ) OO SRE ctikiicicanntadedisomanne pes | 3, 620, 4 
22.9 41} 137 | | = = 
tard | Total of products, 3 years.................]..-- ---| 733, 787,285 | 34,78 
8 | | 34,786,900 |__ 
le 24 |p 40 iiiieiewnnes = <== 
28.9 | I UE NNO kc cncivnenndaatipekeinmawnn ae 699, 000, 385 |...._- 
i neled | Per cent of exports to imports ...........-.-.-- dito 2, 109. 4 
” $4 i eee { 
ul 25.7 31 4 - * 
ric 0) 140 30 | Exports are twenty times imports. 
14.5 | 16 ‘ on Exclusive of pig iron, exports were $675,680,000, against impo 
532 4a "o4 | of $13,405,084. Exports were fifty times greater than imports. 
| - ' . . . . 
I 2u.1 | 25 | 920 As Judge Gary is reported to have said, our steel industry is 
} , | : ‘ 
, A calculating ma > - | ie Beek Pecos Be _ | greatest exporting industry in the world 
nachil ! 44.2 | 25 18 | The theory of protection 
washers, ete 23.4 il 90 | 
hard 25.6 Gh © Ssdssctecne shu 
" 24.8 ! 2, 160 | 
: aoninen = = RELATION OF COSTS TO TARIFF AND PRICES 
prutyust 1engines > ”  \steséasuneees | - - —_——_———- - * 
A l il , ; | 
nn eee DOMESTIC —> |}—_———_ FOREIGN 
i 
6 _ A ee Trust prices 
\ her 18.9  lGamepaencs ———--- ——> Exces- | 
W wh and wring ! Excessive prices sive i 
15.9 OP Ri i } nna —>' Tariff 
\ i 1.6 iD Biswuss . | Wall 
\ i wil Cost in e j 
- ——— — a competing factories 4 
1 Fair Cost in 
¢ ne competing factories 
A DIFFERENCE OF OPINION | {prices 
ret from Senate debate on wool CCONGRESSIONAL RBCORD, | Fair cost d Fair 
ae somneale penne 
July 26, 1922.) ] ¢ prices 
oe b + 
Senator Lenroot The Payne-Aldrich bill was crooked, yet if it a a d 
: Fair cost 
i not hurt the American people * * * there would have | ibantanaale 
1 no such political revolution as followed * * * d 
There is very little difference between the Payne-Aldrich bill S 
it the dutic as reported in this bill.’ 
Senator McCUMRBER ‘We died for principle That is the real 
thing that was wk of the defeat of the Republican Party in - — ~ ~~—— een ~ 2 
12° ¢ 8 
rhe Senators who will vote on this matter have their minds 
mad p-——-enough of them, They will come in at the ring of the 
1}.” | 
Th nlequaey of present tariff rates to protect basic steel products, 
anil leed, their ability to do without any protection whatever, is in- | Costs differ between domestic factories (lines a-e above). They 
dicated b h ollowing table | likewise differ between foreign factories. 
Bas yn and steel product There is, however, an average and “fair cost” abroad, and thera 
ih ’ ( ‘ sece rOaGUuct . . ” v.28 ‘ 
= ‘i a spiaakteahe = _ | is a “fair cost” in the United States that deserves protection. 
Calen Imports A “Fair Tariff Wall” (see chart) protects fair costs and the 
Product dar ay forcon- | fair prices naturally flowing from fair costs, It does not protect 
ce | A. . o . 
year sumption | stupid or careless manufacturers like domestic “e"” above. who can 
a a live off the public under excessive protection, but under fair protec- 
te . Tiatieins Deltere | tion, must reform or quit. 
P , B9L9 12,313, 185 | 6, 565, 106 | By Price FIxers, ror Price Fixers 
1920 10, O74, 377 12, 801, 834 | 
1921 ‘ 093 2.014, 926 An “excessive tariff wall" is made by price fixers, for price fixers. 
: | It prevents importations in any volume under any circumstances. It 
Total. 3 yea 23,320,653 | 21, 381, 866 ; : 
enslaves the American people to the highest prices her manufacturers 
( wd wh i pipe 1919 40, 407, 502 93, 821 dare charge, and often far higher than these same manufacturers 
ony MS a a 08, O58 | charge foreigners on their own sales abroad. 
1W? 6, 218, 936 68, 962 mm : ; MW i 
es rhe Senate tariff bill is the worst ever offered in these reports. 
i ‘ nm . . 
) 3 years 150, 14, 180 257,719 | The Fair Tariff League consists of representatives of 2,500,000 
13) ] farmers, manufacturers, officers of 500,000 wage earners, merchants, 
) viv 28, ¥ Sift 31, 66% . . . 
‘ 7 384 690 284° 167 and others, who believe in ample protection for American standards 
; 26, 8.24, 258 149.007 | of living and weges 
, ~a4 A $8 | It opposes the misuse of protection at the behest of great and 
a4, 1 6 4, oe : . 
= | selfish interests. It desires the cooperation of all who so believe. 
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Tun Fosrpner Raises tHe Tariry 177 Psr Cevt Uroxw tie 
SHom FLANNEL CLOTH Usep IN MAKING WORKMEN'S CHEAP 
‘Woo..” SHiatTs 
] d duty was 35 per cent. 
Ferdney duty is 97 per cent. 
increase ; cent 
i Fordney law does ne provide a straight percentage, but, lik« 
i is Sel le K it provides two duties, one based upon 
t é ] he I edd upon the weight. 
SEE HOW THE FORDNBY LAW DOES IT Per cent 
wholesale value of the cloth is 46 cents a yard, and the weight 
per vard, therefore the cloth is assessed, first ; 50 
cond, 45 cents pe pound on the “ wool content.” As it 
7.65 ounces ¢ ‘wool shoddy”’ this equals 214 cents 
rd, or . iit tintin cilia iainiigmapiagaadigiappiiaiapmamplietinaptiapadinsapnmioins . 17 
rotal Wordne ae deanindtintpittie soci : 97 
is imerease amounts to 284 cents per yard, As 2} yards are re- 


shirt of T1 


manutaeturers take 
of hands through which the 


guired to make a shirt, this means an inereased cost 


* proteeted ” 
Because of the number 


per 


nts, at wholesale, if the woolen 


intage of it 


must go before it reaches the consumer, this increase would be 
$1.25. per shirt at retail 

In order to “ protect few wool growers, atid a few woolen manu 
f irers, the American publie must not only pay hundreds of mil 

ons of dollurs im excess prices every year, but all except the rich 
wear inferior hoddy clothing. 

the Ferdney law assesses just the same duty per pewnd on this 

eap shoddy as upen the finest cloths This results in a higher 
percentage of tax upon the clothing of the peor than upon the cloth 

of the rich. 

For example, the Fordney tariff’ upon a very fine pure wool 18 
cunee cloth is less than two-thirds the duty upon the cheap shoddy 

NOTE HOW THE FORDNEY LAW FAVORS THE ric 

The same double duty of 45 cents per pound and 50 per cent of 

ie apply to this fine cloth as to the cheap “ shoddy) cloth, Phis 

cloth weights 18 ounces per yard At 45 cents per pound dut 

equals 50 cents per yard. But as the wholesale value in England 
is $3.90 per yard, this equals only 12.8 per cent; to this must ix 
added the “ad valorem” of 50 per cent, making the total Fordney 
‘ 62.58 per cent. 

Think of that—97 per cent for the poor, but only 62.8 per cent for 
1 rich 

That is why the American farmer or workingman must wear in- 

ior ** shoddy clothing while his European brother can wear pure 
W“ 

Vhen similar rates, but not se high, were in force under the Payne 
and Dingley laws, manufacturers said that, “In midwinter, the 
average farmer and wage earner is clad in a rag-sheddy overcoat; a 

ihat is GO per cent shoddy, 20 per cent cotton, and 20 per cent 
defective wool, and in all-cotten underwear. 

Less than 2 per cent, some estimate less than 1 per cent, of our 
farmers raise sheep in commercial quantities. Why do our farmers 


cheat themselves out of the use of good wool clothing by umnreason- 
ably high duties? 

{Phe abeve prepared for the Fair Tariff League (nonpartisan), 2 
Rector Street, New York City, by F. B. Shipley, 44 East Twenty- 


fifth Street, New York.] 


Tup New Tariryv aXp WoOMEN’s WINTER WOoL TWEED SritTs AND 
CLOAKS 
[This statement prepared in September, 1922] 

Thirty million bought annually. Additional cost to American 
women, $120,000,000. The Fordney law raises price from $4 to $5 
each above Underwood bill. Let us consider the item of wool eloth 
for the fashionable and comfortable tweed suits and cloaks, on which 


it is proposed to tax American 


other woolen we« 


women an additional $120,000,000, 
Men's suits and ar increases this $120,090,000 tax to 
$250,.000,000, conservatively figured. 
All this is to get about $40,000,000 into the peekets of a few 
growers and $62,000,000 of duties into the Public Treasury. 
Only 7 per cent of our farmers ratse any wool at all, and less than 
2 per cent (some say I per cent) raise wool in considerable quantities 


wool 


The big flocks are mostly in a few hands on great western grazing | 


lands—too poor for amything but sheep. 


This is a big tax—$250,000,000—for the purpose of putting less 
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than one-fifth of it, or $40,000,000, in the pockets of these few wool- | 


growers, 


This is how the duty figures on the cloth: Sample D, drawn English 
suitings, 12. ounees— 





UNDERWOOR TARIFF | NEW PORDNEY LAW 
Foreign cost, 2s. 11d., at | POCCSE GR cnncsnnsadsc $0. 64 
$4.40 exchange hie $0. 64 | Duty, 5@ per cent._...-_.. . 32 
Duty, 35 per cent._.._- oan Duty, 45. cents per pound.. .33 
lnewrance, freight, ete... . 06 Insurance, freight, etc... . 06 


Cost, duty paid.._..00 .92) New cost, duty paid. 4. 





Duty is Inereased mere than deable over Pind cod. ar 2 
eent 
This i hew it figures ie women's « ‘ i} aa 7 Ins < 
before recent price advanees.) 
Cost ef ladies’ suits In D ramge (Mnglish eloth) 
UNDE NDERWOOD DUTY SAME SUIT 
Three yards, at 92 cents $2. 76 Th yard S1 ( 
Two wds silk ning, at Pwe yards silk lit 
$1.25 ‘ 2. 5@ Kottens, thread, et 
Buttor a ¢ . a 50 | babe 
La = 4.00 
— Monuvfactur =" cost ? 
M re t 9. 7 Manufacturers’ pre 28 
Manufacturers’ profit, 28 per cent 7 
I cent - 2.4 
Ne inc nrice net 
Selling price, net 12. & Retail profit, 65 mn ent 
t ull profit, 65 per cen 7. 50 
R i ‘ 4 
19 ” 
Advan na Ford law, 2? r @4 
In the above no cerat i yen f rt , ’ ‘ 9 
rcted emergency tariff of 1921, wl 1 ¢ tween the | lerw d and 
Fordney laws, as vast a nulat rt l é 
law ma le it inefft tive i 1 pr t 
(O%« ber 11, 1922 l duvy th A inne W ox n Mills ead 
their | es on spring suitings 20 cents pet ! 
liow THE Forvpnry LAW HAS RAISED tTuEF ‘I IFt Per CE ‘ 
CoTron BLANKETS FOR THE Lexerir or Tunes Corron Muu 
Imitation wool blankets, made entirely of cotten, are on sale in every 
dry geeds store iu America, generally under the names “ Beacen 


“ Esmond,’ 


or “ Whittentoa Every housewife is familiar with them, 

and these facts can be verified by any d t Is merchant 

Although they go to the consumer in the form of blankets, the 
simply cotton cleth with a napped surface, automatical wove 
the mile,” cut to titable lengt! ind the Is hed or be L. 
UNDER THE OLD LAW, WHEN IMPORTED AS COTTON CLOTH BE pt VA 

] PER CENT UNDER FORDNEY LAW THE I y | 

INCREASE OF ) PER ¢ NT 

If the Fordney law assessed them, as it ought, a tton cloth, the 
duty would be only 18 per cent. Even this would bean inerease of SO peg 
cent But the Senate tariff makers were not satisfied with that. The, 
claimed that these goods were “luxuries,” and the Pordney law went 
out of its way and made a special classification for these goo by 
name (see par. 909 of the FPordney law), and essed them a iS 
per cent, the highest duty in the cotton schedule three al ‘ 
half times t old duty 

Before th: war, when there was some danger of foreign competition 


these blankets 


retailed, as every 


woman knows, at from $2 to $5 each 
Since then, when foreign competition has been entirely cut off. the 
prices have been raised to from $5 te $16 This means that these 
blankets, although they are merely cheap cotton doth, with a napped 
surface, containing ne wool at all, are bringing as high as $3 per pound 
rhe retailer is not responsible fer this. Hie must pay what the mili 


him. 


charges 


What was the reason for this increase? “Nene of these blankets ar 
imported, and the increase cam not therefore go imto the Pubtiec 
Treasury. These cottom blankets are made principally by only three 
mills in New England. They were already astonishingly prosperous 
No one claimed that they needed additional “ protection They do 
not pay high wages to their workpeople In fact, it is estimated 
by experts that the total wages paid are leas than 25 per cent of the 


mills’ selling prices 
Read about the 
See if 


remarkable profits of just ene of 
pers« pn 


these blanket 


that they 


miiis 


any col ientious 
“ protec tion.”’ 


This 


cam even dream neeu any 


statement was widely published by Samford & Kelly, New Bed 

ford, Mass., a responsible stock and bond firm, acting as fiseal agents 

It was read in debate im the United States Senate (CoxNoressional 

Recorp, p. 11020), amd hag not been denied. These extracts are 
quoted literally: 

“The Beacon Manufacturing Co. started ite present etive 

progress about 1905. They bad a capital of $400,000 preferred 


and $400,000 commen stock Since that time they have increased 
their assets so that they have a plant insured for $5.500,000 and 
a surplus of net quick assets of $1,900,000. The only additional 
capital during that period wos 4,000 shares of preferred, so that 
they have made the commen in comparatively few years wort 

on actual assets over $1,000 a share. Por many years they carned 
at the rate of many times the dividends om the common and pre 
ferred shares. * * * ‘This has been done almest entirdy from 
profits as their capital to-day is only $1,200,000 as compared with 
$800,000 in 1914. In that year their sales were $1,800,000; in 
1920 their sales increased te $7,627,000 Thie gain in sales was 
not due entirely te inereased output, hecause the selling price ef the 
blanket was doubled im the last few yearr. * * * However, the 
Beacon did net raise its price but one-third as mach as its competi- 


ee te a 








aan 


t t » tim ould they “nt ly supply the lemand | 
{ rhe n price i 1 further was | 
i i I Lie | r then p yas sufficient and that 
] i ! i n » increas th st of 
7D » t) i to h a tent as other manu- 
1 i ] > l i t 
led ) I I rt i i i , ! ised 
} \ ) it ‘s vy might 
iw n » tl I ; ment in l 
} 
: ' i 
fi ‘ 
me ] [ar Y ’ harged off 
il 1} I 1 howed a profit 
! tan " i \ ha 
ff a I h a t ! al 
» ne n spe) ) per 
! i I mn pil il 
nd ta s: a ) iking 
I book ] } i i ” real 
) ilu ’ 2 wh igh hood of 
”) >, be al i i yok S1. 229,000 t 
NO 1 be found th i i tangib ' t tind each 
} I; i j nld S57 i ) ich $i 
vr 1! 
’ ni h ta t t 7 ] mwoed 
ystton mil But it ~ i 1 wm x npl l vf nil 
red v th outra ” to tariff \ ’ ’ minding 
) if W mad 1 I 1 Lt) me n tity , N WOSTS 
to 45 at 
‘Th sbove prepared th Fa rarif? I wine im} v 
i I hipley, 44 I t Twenty-tifth Street, New 
i) il I te : Hk | rua 
HE Poo 
Dak he ise Of Amos ik ro fingham be ipest cloth sult 
ible for women’s and children diresses and wo % Mad , 
the Amoskeag Manufacturing Co f Man \ i i »b 
the richest and most profitable cotton il in Am i 
The old duty was 15 per cent mut th Fords i lisses it 4S a 
luxury ind doubles the dut This is not done open tnd honestly 
i ya complicated s m of compounding for parat ites of cut 
von the same cloth, totaling 31 ) it ) 10 per 
THIS HO HE 4 DN rT: 
rst 1 basic rat of 15 per cent s rinel 1 xtta t 1 fve-sSix 
teenth of 1 per ent per average arn 1 n 24 i a. = per 
‘nt hird, an extra 4 per cent beean lved with it dy 3 fourth, 
xtra 5 per cent because wove vith the irop bex oom motion : 
total Fordney duty, 314 per cent 
Even under the old duty of 15 per cent there were no importations 
vet the duty is doubled to “ protect this “infa iu which has 
mid good dividends every year since 1854 
In defending the high rafes imposed by the ker wirauraphs of 
this law, Senator SMoOoT represented to the Senat ha he cloths so 
iffected *‘are luxury oths, very difficult to make. and “quiring one 
skillful weaver to each loom This cloth is one of th luxuries " 
and is woven by giris tending as many as 20 looms, at wages as low as 
$12 per week Phe mill does not tell the public what this cloth costs to 
make, but experts estimate that it is less than 10 cents per yard 
According to President Taft's Tariff Board, the total wages paid in the 
gingham industry were as low as 15.83 per cent of the mill cost, so the 
total amount paid to labor is less than 2 cents per yard As the duty 
is calculated upon the wholesale price of 13 ents vill be seen that 
the actual protection ” is 44 nts, or 424 per it. more than double 
the total wages 
Labor does not et tl benefit of this, for th Amoskeayg Co wether 
with 40 other large cotton mills, reduced wages 20 per cent in 1921 and 
gain 224 per cent in 1922 At the same time it ‘ased hours from 
is to 54 hours per week lis employees struck last January against 
this, since when there has been no agreement Published tigures show 
that the Amoskeng ¢ hasS increased its capital out of profits from 
$4,000,000 to $44,500,000 and that during the last eight years of the 





yresent low duty of 15 per cent its profits were $27,298,881 temember 
that this is not a great trust but Just one privately owned cotton mill 

In defending the Amoskeag Co., Senator Moses, of New Hampshire 
tid (CONGRESSIONAL RecoRD, p. 11020) that © to break the consumers’ 
trike * © © it had reduced its price from 27§ cents toe 123 cents.’ 
rhink of a private concern so intrenched by protection that it can 
reduce its price two-thirds at will. Before the war its price was as low 
is 6 cents, but when foreign competition was shut off entirely it was 
le to raise its price to 374 cents at wholesale. At the average whole 
sale value for the past five vears this 31) per cent Fordney “ protec 


tion” authorizes the collection from the public on the product of this 


oue mili of $15,315,773 per year, or at retail about $26,000,000. 


i 
| 


| 


A 








rding to President Taft's Tariff Board, 


these ginghames is 
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the wages paid for mal 





less per yard in America than in Europe. With 
ast 223 p luction in force the average wages paid in all cott 
m 1 " mid $13.77 per week 
r! th 1 in eyery dry-goods store, and these facts can 
riv i 
(Th ile epared for the Fair Tarif? League by F. B Shipley, 44 
nus wen Street, New York.) 
Co IN CLOTH AND THk TAtire 
Ie ” Indian Head loth, widely advertised and 
vo Tr yoma n Ainerica 
rhe old dut is 15 r cent, but the Fordney law boosts it 
r cent n in of over 53 per cent 
Althoug! hi it s one of the lowest in the Fordney cotton sched 
ule, it ' itt mincalled for, because there are no competitive 
wortation uillions of yards of this and similar cloths 
freely expo vy American mills. Cloths of this kind are m 
more reaply America than abroad According to the report 
President i! Pari’ Board the total cost of labor in this cloth 
about 12 i n America. The wages abroad are less per day, be 
mere d iuse American mills use automatic machinery, i 
ne girl u many as 24 looms for $12 to $15 per week. rh 
cloth is made itirely of American eotton, and if the foreign m 
paid nothing at all fer liber they could not compete in America, « 
utider . trac 
Phe on ‘Tect of the tariff is to enable American mills to get hi 
prices lwo ks after the Fordney law was enacted the price 
this cloth was raised 124 per cent Refore the war the price 
Indian tlead cloth was S4 cents a vard During the war, when 
langer of for mmpetition was shut off, it was raised to 373 cen 
The pri “ ifterwards reduced to 274 cents, but as soon as t 
Fordney tall passed it was increased to 314 cents. This means tl 
the American Man must pay 50 cents a yard at retail. The Indi 
Hfeacd inills iof make their costs public, but disinterested expx 
stimu iat eir total cost is less than 154 cents a yard. If 1! 
3 rr neans that the Fordney tariff allows tis man 
faetur >» mak WW) per cent profit on sales of ordinary cotton clot! 
Whi tron mills have been reducing wages they have been raisin 
prices and dividends 
r} wdiae ‘ad mills are part of the Nashua Manufacturing Co 
Nashua, i This “infaut industry was established in 1823 \ 
the time of ast published statement, October 30, 1920, it had a 
capital of $10.000,000 and a surplus of $9,993,374.29. In addition, 
has paid rood vidends for 9S years. Its average dividends for t 
has " “a 1 the Underwood low tariff were 264 per cent 
Chis mill redueed wages 225 per cent in 1921, and again 20 p< 
cent in Taz employees claimed that they could not live decent! 
on these redu wages and went on strike last February, and no set 
tlement has sinee been made 
It is clear that this “infant industry,” 99 years old, does not use 
the tari to pay high wages, and every housewife knows that it gets a 
high price for its product Yet this is the kind of concern that th 
Fordney law protects 
In this connection it ia interesting to note the rélation of wages 
and tariff to the whole cotten-goods industry in the United Stat: 
Wages are half the duty or less Who gets the rest? 
The following ticures are from the United States Census reports : 
Census 1004, wages, 24.2 per cent; duty average, 50 per cent, Ding 
lev tariff ‘sus 1914, wages, 21.6 per cent; duty average, 48.4 | 
cent, Payne, fiscal year 1912; census 1919, wages, 16.3 per cent; duty 
average, 22.9 ent, Underwood; 1922 (estimated), wages, 16.5 pet 
cent: duty average, 41 per cent, Fordney. 
Wages in the cotton industry is the lowest of any great industry In 
America The Fordney cotton tariff is more than double the total 
average wages 
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Must Twenty-fifth Street, New York, October 15 
Wace Earners aNp THE TARIFF 
RIVED AND DISCREDITED BY TARIFF PROFITEERS—THt 
MMED AND CHEATED—OURS THE CHEAPEST LABOR IN 
MANY KINDS OF STANDARDIZED QUANTITY PRODUCTION 


Rector New 


Miles, chairman] 


Street, 


York City. UL E, 


nen know that high wages with their resulting good health, 


ot 


energy. are cheap wages To show this by facts and 
than a national service. It tends, by America’s ex 
the wages of all countries to the betterment of the 
Miles shows. (Wm. Hl. Johnston, president International 


Machinists, } 
the nature of things that well-paid labor is cheap lebor. 


The well-fed, well-paid, well-conditioned man or beast has little te fear 
from those 


earning its 


of opposite sort 
wase, 


To decry American labor in general as not 


and ou that charge to give great corporations a 








virtual monopoly of any of our domestic markets through excessive 
if rates is to challenge Divine Providence that wills that men shall 
I sper in the measure in wl h they help others to prosper. 

We know too little of t! power and walue of America’s relatively 
high-wage scale. Mr. Miles’s illustrations are refreshing and valuable 
As he says, a committee of labor lead studying the tariff in co- 
operation with representatives of othe economic groups, W ld render 

valuable public service in finding what pretection is needed and 
eliminating the element of exploitation from the tariff (Jas. P. 
Noonan, International Brother! d of Electric W s.) 

Neither the public nor labor self is ficiently informed on 
America’s contribution to civilization in terms of ! \ low 

ind quantity output. 

A study of the tariff should be made by representatives of labor 
t find what protective duties are needed i how far excessive 
‘ s are used by tariff profiteers to the cor n irt of labor and 
t public and are responsible for the fact that an come of $20 per 
W now goes no further than $12 pre-war (Ee. H. FitzGerald, 
grand president Brotherhood of Railway and Steamship Clerks.) 

Europe envies our low wage cost per unit of product in y in- 

stric in which America excels 

Where tariff protection is needed to shield our markets from low 

chandise prices due to sweated foreign labor all political parties 
nd all true Americans want that protection d will ive it: where, 
however, American labor is falsely made an excuse for high tariffs 
that give $10 to trusts and price fixers to $1 to labor our wage earners 
suffer with the rest. 

The Fair Tariff League and Mr. Miles should have the support of 
11 who stand for the right use of protection and not its abuse (Wil 


liam H. Johnston, president International Association of Machinists.) 


American wage earners want their due, not more, not less 

They have a right to be understood 

Tariff rates that are many times the difference in costs of produc 
{ here and abroad e not helpful to labor * * * Ss rates 

nd resulting high prices for the necessaries of life fatten trusts and 
ppress labor and the public generally * * *. 

Mr. Miles’s article in the Engineers’ Journal is a valuable contribu 
tion to the subject and to the public welfare. 

Where tariff protection or other legislation is needed to shield our 
markets from low merchandise prices due to sweated foreign labor 
all political parties and all true Americans want that protection and 
will have it. 

Where, however, as Mr. Miles shows, American labor is made a 
cat's-paw for high tariffs that give $10 to trusts and the like to $1 
to labor our wage earners suffer with the rest. 

The Fair Tariff League and Mr. Miles should have the assistance 
and good will of all who stand for the right use of protection and 
not its abuse. (Edward Keating, editor Labor.) 

Your article should “stab our readers wide-awake,” as Stevenson 


(Albert 
Locomotive Engineers’ Journal.) 


says, “and make them think.” 


F, Coyle, editor Brotherhood 
ol 





AMERICAN LABOR THE CHEAPEST AND BEST IN THE WORLD IN MANY 
KINDS OF STANDARDIZED QUANTITY PRODUCTION 
As I said to President Harding last March, “Mr. President, why 
not develop a widespread appreciation of the power and dignity of 
American labor, the best and cheapest in the world?’ 
I wish everyone had seen the kindly seriousness with which he 


seemed to approve. 


THE MIRACLE OF AMERICAN PRODUCTION 


An American girl in an easy day's work, running 25 or 30 knitting 
machines, knits 1,800 pairs of good cotton socks in a day for a piece 


price of cents per dozen pairs, or one-sixth of 1 cent 
this is a high price, how much would you reduce it? 


per pair. If 
She is satisfied, 


because this nets her $3 per day—the lowest price and the highest 
wage in the world in the industry. No lower paid, undernourished, 


poorly housed, foreign competitor could equal her. 
A man ikes a 
automobile several 


i 


running a number of machines 
with two diameters 


n spark plug for an 


inside and outside, in six 


gc 


onds, for one-eighth of a cent. Do you think anyone anywhere does 
it for less? And yet this output nets him 75 cents per hour. With 
fuir allowance for machine upkeep, this man is 100 times cheaper 


than a handworker with the facilities of prepower days, working 14 
hours for 35 cents per day and making about two such pieces in a 


day, with a wage cost.of 17 cents each, 


LX V——686 
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gs s w machines, a man kes a three-fourth i t 
with exagonal head and 7 it . net nd t l 
evel 9 seconds, at a wage cost of it 

rhers a total « ab t ) u ‘ i l ary 
edged r 1 knife wi ] i i t \ f 
for shij ! in i 3 l I 
now 9 cents to At wholesalers i 

An Ame i operat 8 4,000 I 
naw K's mit I Si+ week 1 
more han an I 

An | Indiar t l, well equ ed I i 
the I p s Op t es a \ ix el.c W l 
et India sends to the 1 i State ‘ s ‘ ‘ 
are uo ‘ per with r $14 wage ! vith her $1.75 Lee 

No informed p i eas ‘ t ) hour 
’ “ b \ he n in ‘ Pp i 

4 } 1 F ‘ 

We ‘ | t rice f m ft () & wv W vn Ww i 
1¢ ent i tl b 4 il e i i N \ rt 
treely Re vy we Ls Ov I ew Ww al 
with M l ke th { his dey 
to hd wa ma e W A -@ it ina 
Jupal i th \l ir I : ‘ ] 0 
‘ i W rke Ww“ h ] I ‘ t ‘ at ‘ 
capitalist at $3 

Our f e have ipeted suces iliv with t " paid 
labo n the worid I t is largely wil i fe | i 
with SU per « t of a the prod SK on a free-tt I xport 
asis world-wide »TLa pe ex pri termini 
domestic pri Phe mer gan to | vi I 
high tariff de it impossibl li fore i i ‘ 
their goods for his ts 1 ed n t pa p ‘ 
price for most of irerms, 

Ia ‘ i otl h i th b this whe t i th \meriean 
factory labor can not compete d ou i i er jol i 
threats alike, secu tariff rate fr five 1 tl rat they 
pay their labor If such statemen re tt the muufact 4 
would not have exported in 19 $1,500,000, 000 manufacture uly 
for consumption, and also $550,000,000 of partly manufactured good 
including $300,000,000 of machinery, $230,000.000 of iron and steel 
$200,000,000 of automobiles, and other quantitie of hardware, hollow 
ware, nails heap cutlery, $140,000,000 of cott al and the ce 

LABOR LES THAN HALF THB CosT 
‘here is much ignorance and no littl mest) » the tatement 
made about American bigh wages rh ensus of 1020 d ‘ at 
out of each dollar of the factory selling | 1 the followin du 
| tries labor got: In cotton good 17 cents i \ nd Ww ‘ 16 
cents; in hosiery, 18 cents: gl ware $4 ¢ 3 i sugar and it ] 
linseed oil, 3 cents: glucose, 6 cen iluminum od nd gloves, 18 
cents: shoes, 27 cent carpets and rugs, 20 cents; in bar steel, ls, 
| and structural iron, about 22 cent gas el I 23 cent electrical 
| machinery, 23 cents; hardware, 2 cent These figures hav t 
changed materially in 20 years Pri es change, but not labor's pro 
tion of the income. In man) ises labor's share is lower now th eve 
before. 

The labor involved in the prior preparation of the materials used in 
these industries, plus the labor expended in thes idustries as named 
above, and in all other industries, brings the t | wag wt from raw 
material to finished product to an average of one-half of the factory 
selling price or one-fourth of the retail price, for retail price e 
| usually about double factory prices This is the finding of the most 
experienced investigators. For instance, to the 27 cent f labor t 
in the shoe factory out of each dollar of product l is to b led 10 
cents for tanning the leather, a total of 37 cent m the raw | to 
| the finished shoe and about 13 ‘nts more for the mal he petty 
items, each In itself often too small to think of 
To-day wages average only about one-fourth of the consume: rice, 
thanks to modern machinery and processes. The day her every 
thing is all labor, the days of hand production, are gone for r 
Thus wage cost, important as it is, is relatively insignificant rhe 
wage earner must be as fit as a race horse entering a race. He 1 t 
respond as freel not for the wage but for the love of accomplishing 
High wages are the only wages anyone can afford to pay who w ld 
|} produce economically. 
| 
WAGES AND TARIFF MISREPRESENTATIONS 
| Examples: Glucose, silks, cottons, glassware, et: 

If the truth were known, the example of American lab and h 
} wages would be surpassed by no force in the world for human advan 
ment. Standards would everywhere advance and tl! spiritual and 
| cultural progress of mankind would mark a new epoch in civilization 
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hard I land and it ll neutral world markets. 
Dome ‘ ' nts in wages « cach dollar of 
I y I ] r tl irmers who grow sugar These 
fact ] ‘ $48,000,000 of iff benefits, and 
p oo farmers S94 000.000 out h $216,000.000 that 
rt Y « t] S And D fa ry exhibits profits 
' ‘ 10,000 p . 
! t ge « despoil e ers and ff ers of the just pro- 
{ it the p s mined ) \ 1, it is their misuse 
t w ! i 8) tariff permits a few great in- 
‘ t ein ale s to 1 a billion dollars 
] \ ( "\ t ling the A in J ic on the wage 
‘ 

A Pp ctive tariff is essential to t interests of our wace 
irners Ilence the difference in the cost of fr iuction here and 
road is tl fundamental consideration. 

But I do not believe in making this policy a cover for exorbl- 
nt rates or for obtaining special privileges from the Govern- 

ment which are not based upon consideration of the general 
welfare (Charles E. Tlughes, 1908, now Secretary of State.) 

ARIFF F IREF TIMES THE WA FFRERENCE 

rh llow table indicates t! xtent to which tariff rates are 

perverted. The so-called low rates in the tariff of 1913 far exceeded 

the wages in the industries The present rates (tariff of 1922) are 

often from three to five times the wages. To whose advantage are 

the excessive rates? lave they any honest relation to protection 


or are they at bottom profiteering ? 


re 
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G v | | 
( 11h | 324 | 
( ud ee is 
R ( j h tab that a prot ive tariff should 
qual tal American wage cost but only the difference, 
figur tween that and the foreign wage cost. 
CRRAT INJURY TO COMPETITIVE INDUSTRIES 
tariff virtually guaranteed to our great steel 
out $350,000,000 in 1923. They exported f: 
we 1 prices, which were $1.60 per 100 pounds fur bars in Octo 
nd me time charged domestic consumers, including our 
mpl makers bout $2.40, or 50 per cent more than internati 
export prices. This higher price, together with the increased 
labor and everything else, due to the general tariff inflation, made i l 
implements cost their makers about $50,000,000 too much, or $1 
000,000 at retail—and yet farm implements are on the free list 
As our farmers are virtually on a free-trade basis in their sales 1 
income, although “enjoying” nominal tariff rates (mostly as wor 
less as counterfeit dollars), they have to absorb this extra $100,000,009 
or do without new implements. Consequently they do without, and 
two years our implement makers have produced only one-third of : 
mal quantiti and 20 of them have lost $50,000,000, 
Dozens of competitive industries have been similarly but less seriou 
h 
Mat Englishmen like our high tariff. It lessens their trade w 
us ut it cripples us in international markets, leaving England fr 
there She loses $10,000,000 of cotton business here, but holds in 
00,000,000 in other countries. She is suffering now tf i 
1] buying of those markets, but she looks to theixz 
WHY IS AMERICAN LABOR SO CHEAP 
There are 9,000,000 wage earners in American factories usit ) 
500,000 horsepower, which is equivalent to the physical pows f 


236,000,000 men working with hand tools. Furthermore, our machines 





are of such epeed and accuracy that they are at least four times : a 
efficient than the mere power involved indicates. 

Consequently each wage carner exerts the power of 26 hand werk 
of olden tim and equals 100 such workers in matter of speed and 
efficiency. It is because each man’s wage thus counts for 100 for- 
merly that the item of wage cost is relatively inconsiderable if only 


wholeheartedly to his task. It is this hundredfold 
power that makes the worth-while worker rejoice in his task and makes 
the American empleyer hate a slacker. 

An factory worker from two to three times more 
horsepower and produces from two to three times more dollars’ worth 
of goods than an English werker. At double or treble the wage the Ameri- 
can worker only breaks even. To earn this he must keep up te pitch, 
It was much the same when we were English colonies. It will be so, 
regarding all countries, so long as they underpay and underfeed their 
wi Let not selfish nven blur this record for their pocket’s sake, 

A great Englishman with factories in England, France, Germany, 
Belgium, Italy, the United States, and Japan finds substantially no dif- 
ference in these countries in the wages paid per unit of product. His 
labor in the United States is the cheapest of all. 

If America’s “ high wages” from the beginning of her history and 
to-day are not cheap wages in terms of accomplishment, then let it be 
proved. It may shake our confidence in God’s Rrovidence, but we had 


he gives himself 


American uses 


rkers, 


best know. 











HIGH WAGES, WELL EARNED, A! CHEAPEST, LET THE WORLD KNOW 

If hich wages e chearyt \ res, let itching palms be staved and ¢ 
workers themselves ge Ww ‘ r protection is needed, with 

1 to tariff pr rhis I mmation would bring Ar 
ea t i r r leled et! ne nd 1! < 

ve rates the p iT everywhere. 

It would make g cheaper vernment honest, and ra liv 
standards in every land I 1 ¢ lence tl rel of 1 

i religion as indicated in th qu itions 

‘In allt ] r, t but true hand labor re is } 
divine (Car ) 
‘He who hn Is a fa 1ilds a church Ile w v t! 
worships there (ir Coolidge.) 
In the Middle Age the church was tl ace y of « zation 
Now industry is t agency of civilization (Dr. Charles Eaton.) 
A I om ARIFF COMMITTEE NEEDED 
I can conceive of few things more helpful to American labor and to 
kind in general thi committee of foremost representatives of 
labor, determining the value and the character of American labor f 
the standpoint of its wag it performance, its social service; and 
on the other hand, assessing t proper value the claims of tariff 
protiteers. 

Meantime this country can set an example by honestly and intelli 
gently appreciating American labor what it stands for, what it does, 
and what should be done for it. 

SPECIAL INTERESTS 
“We are not and should not be a Nation of special interests or 
special priviliges, and the recent trend of affairs is a rebuke that 


(President J. R 


1922.) 


11 interests in this country.” 


arm 





was deserved to speci 


lioward, American f 





Bureau Federation, December, 


BY PRICE RAISERS FOR PRICE RAISERS 


An “ 
only 


excessive tariff wall’ is made by and for overgreedy interests 
It prevents importations of 
volume under any fair conditions. 


the highest 


many competitive articles in any 
It enslaves the American people to 
manufacturers dare often far 
higher than these same manufacturers charge foreigners on their own 
sales abroad. Many American manufacturers know this and disapprove. 

The present tariff law is the worst ever in these respects. 

The Fair Tariff League consists of representatives of 2,000,000 farm- 
officers of 900.000 wage and 
others, who believe in ample protection for American standards of living 


and wages. 


prices these charge, and 


ers, manufacturers, earners, merchants 


It opposes the misuse of protection at the behest of great and selfish 


interests. It desires the cooperation of all who are so minded. Join 
now. 
WoOMEN’s GOWNS AND THR TARIFF—$52.50 Becomes $300 
$17.50 BECOMES $65 ON OND GOWN AND 75 ON A DUPLICATE WITH 30 CENTS 
OF BRAID ON IT 


[Prepared by the Fair Tariff League, 2 Rector Street, New York] 


The following invoice of custonrhouse and incidental charges on two 
dresses from Paris presents a startling tariff lesson to American women. 
The first item in this invoice shows that these two Paris 
cost $105, or $52.50 each. They were ordered from Paris by an Ameri- 
can dressmaker of exquisite and modest taste who went into business, as 
many superior women have done, upon the death of her husband. One 
gown was taffeta and chiffon, the other of knitted With 100 
per cent added to producers’ prices to cover the expenses and profits 
of wholesalers and retailers, these gowns would retail in Paris at $105 
In exclusive Paris shops they cost $125 to $135. 

If forwarded direct from Paris to Chicago, the and 
insurance charges would be $4 each, and if there tariff would 
retail with the same percentages added at $115 to $145 each 


models 


wool. 


each, 
transportation 


were no 





Why do these $52.50 gowns retail in Chicago at from $275 to $300 
each? Because these and other articles of grace and refinement, out 
ward tokens of wonran’s innate loveliness and therefore dear to most 


hearts, are declared by our Congress to be luxuries, and therefore are 
taxed in amounts more than doubling their cost to American consumers 











They are put beyond the reach of ninety-nine women out of every 
hundred. 
Bill No. 629 
File No. 15671 
Dr 
Steamer Paris. Shipper Ltd 
Marks | Shipment: 1 case wg. appl. 
and Duty, $105 at 90 per cent a all 4 50 
numbers | Foreign charges to ship’s side at Havre, ocean 
eS ; ----- $3. 50 | 
I. T. entry and N, Y. shipping charges...... 4. 50 | j 











1 \ 
' 
Mark Cartage at N. t ‘ i 
s 
No. G180 | ¢ 
B iN 4 I 
> 
Pk I 
i \ 
pr or 
¢ 
ll I 1 
\N tax star 
Telegrat 
Pkgs. ex Le llow bov pecial-service char 4 
amined 
at depot 
The above are the actual chara on these gow The abuses of the 
tariff are more clearly shown in the followl ilysi 
Two gowns, foreign value, first item in tl ill $105. 00 
Duty, 90 per cent parr 1430) £94 50 
Incidental tariff’ clearance charges, 21 
per cent ~. 
Tariff cost (111 per cent of foreign cost) 117. 00 
Foreign cost plus tariff charges $222. 00 
Transportation and insurance, Paris to Chicago &. OO 
Cost in Chicago, two gowns, all charges paid - 230.00 
Retailer's cost in Chicago, each gown 115. 00 
With the same additions in Chicago as in Paris for retail expenses 
and profits, the retail price in Chicago would be $220 to $265 
The retailer, however, is justified in an extra charge to cover the 
special annoyances, risks, and anxieties due to the ‘tariff exactions 
manifest in the bill, as against the ease of selling domestic articles 
| bought close at hand. Also the tariff has raised the price until only 
} the rich can purchase, and the rich expect costly sales service in rents, 
| furnishings, and attendance, necessarily increasing the retail price 
For these reasons these gowns retail in exclusive establishments at 
from $275 to $300 
| Thus Congress keeps countless American women from enjoying at 
} modest cost the things they want and deserve; intensifies “class dis 
tinctions "’ by making good taste too much a matter of the fat pocket 
| book; tempts women of scant means and girls to pay unnecessarily 
high prices, to their economic and social hurt It helps no honest man, 
| Clothiers and retailers denounce it It makes innumerable little 
| things cost women $7.50 that should cost $3 
Two beautiful, new-style, knit-silk outing suits, ench costing $17.50 
| in Paris, were expected to retail in an exclusive ladies’ establishment 
| in New York for $46 each under the “ silk-outerwear” duty of 60 
| per cent; but 30 cents of plain braid on four pockets of one of the 
coats raised the duty on that suit to 90 per cent and the retail! price 
to $ $10 addition for 30 cents of braid! 
| Fringe worth 75 cents on one end of an oriental rug costing $50 
abroad raises the duty on the rug from 55 per cent to 90 per cent; 
adds $17.50 to importers duty and $35 to the retail price of the rug 
$35 for 75 cents! Dozens of these tricks incorporated in o high 
tariff are so sly that even experts are slow in discovering them rhey 
are called jokers.”’ Does the woman uyer see the joke? 
In millinery there are many such “ jokers.” Also lingerie 
And what do France and our other recent allies want in payment 
for their products? Our money? No; bread They are hungry and 
undernourished, partly because through our profiteering tariff we have 
| virtually refused to accept of their product in payment for our wheat, 
meats, cotton, and other basic products, and they haven’t a dollar of 
| gold to spare. Meantime our foodstuffs sell below their cost of pro 
duction and some of our wheat is fed to hogs. 
Honest protection requires no tariff, and incidental charges of 111 
| per cent, or $58.50 on a $52.50 silk gown containing only from 3] to 
5 ounces of raw silk worth about $2.25 and a bit of lace trimming. 
| The labor cost of converting raw silk into a dollar’s worth of cloth 
at the factory selling price averages only 15] cents; nor 111 per cent 


duty on a knit-wool suit costing the same to produce as the silk. 
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deadlocked since their | 
erprotected interests are 
three votes negative the | 
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Glassie from the sugar | 
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ion’s ap riation bill. 
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with public 


rod 


remaining 
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aes poe markets under free trade. The Tariff Commission. the 
or! Tariff Board, and all authorities agree us to this sit la- 


me of our largest cotton mills have their own distributir 


¥ 
i 


offic es in England, the center of foreign « mmpetition, and do a 
| Dig l isi es he e, 

The United States also exports a considerable quantity of 
eertain finer g S There are certain other extra fine goods 
hat Europe produces of better quality than the United States 
can produce or is willing to produce. For instance, what we 
eall broadeloth which are very fashionable at this time. 
hese broadcloths have such a luster, fineness, and texture ar d 
strength that they are frequently mistaken for heavy silks. An 
‘English broadcloth shirt, though made of cotton, is often 
charged in the k Gncry Oa as a Silk shirt. 

The En 1 excel in these and certain other cloths because 
t] ’ ly long-st: ipte Egyptian cotton in them and tuke 
especial car ‘ uving Also because the English opera 
tive English born; also members of a family have lived 
and worked in the cotton mills of their home towns for genera 
tions, whi American labor is mostly immigrant and often 
of poor ¢ ty and inexperienced. One big mill operator s: 
he can use workers who are almost intellectually incompe 
on some of his machines. 

This is no reflection upon such better-grade American workers 
as are found sprinkled through our mills, and occasionally in 
considerable nu Ts. , 

This Egyptian cotton takes an extra-fine luster when n 
cerized and is superior in every way. American mills use co 
paratively little of it, and when they do use it they seem to get 
inferior qualities, the best of each grade being likely to go to 
Kngland, ich has the bulk and the pick of the crop in 
Kgypt and more or less a preferential treatment there. 

Likewise, Swiss voiles and dotted muslins have a peculiar 


and superior quality only remotely 
made in this country. 
In fact. most of ft 
been and are now 
not competitive. 
people will buy 
high priced they 
instead of silk. 
All that a high tariff 


comparable with like goods 
he cottons (substantially all) that have 
being imported into the United States are 
Under any tariff our well-to-do and rich 
these superior qualities, and when silks are 
will buy a certain amount of these cottons 


can do is to keep some people of modest 


|} Means and poor people from purchasing these goods. 

rhat we have never imported any considerable amount of 
cotton goods, as compared with eur domestie production, is 
shown by the following percentages of imports to domestic 
production. In 1914, pre-war, we imported 3.4 per cent of 


domestic production and exported 5.9 per cent of our own cot- 


ton goods. In 1919 we imported 1.3 per cent and exported 10.2 
per cent. In 1920 we imported 3.5 per cent and exported 16 
per cent. In 1921 we imported 2.6 per cent and exported 4.8 
per cent. The years 1919 and 1920 were abnormal because 


of the war, but 1914, 1920, and 1921 are fairly representative. 
The Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the Bureau 


of Foreign and Domestie Commeree, in the Pebruary, 1924 
| number, shows that in the eight months ending February 29 


last we exported 281,153,362 yards, 
against exports for the corresponding period of the year pre- 
vious of 376,122,120 yards, of the value of $57,291,267. This 
shows a falling off in export, but this decrease indicates, never- 


theless, that we are holding our export trade about as well as 


of a value of $48,170.37 


» 
io, 


any country, because, in fact, there is a sort of “ buyers’ 
strike” the world over on cotton goods, due to the great in- 
crease in the cost of the raw material and of the finished 


product. 


Cotton is the only elothing for hundreds of millions of poor 
people in the Tropics, most of them unbelievably poor and un- 
able to spend any extra penny that they can possibly save. 


Europe also is economizing in every conceivable way. Conse- 
quently the cotton mills of England are as hard hit as those 
United States. Neither increased tariffs nor other arti- 
ficial remedies can heip materiza lly. 


In the 





Imports: eight-months’ period ending February 29 
last, the United States imported 142,035,999 yards, of the value 
of $29,265,095. The Monthly Summary does not state the num- 
ber of pe of cotton cloth imported in the corresponding 


period the year before, but does give the value of those imports 


as $2 4,009,836. This shows an increase in the money value of 
imports of about 20 per cent, but as prices were decidedly 
higher in the 1924 period the increase in the yardage imported 


inconsiderable, 


stress these 


was virtua 
People 


lly 


in di days apparently look to Congress 


for immediate and full relief at the expense of the taxpayers. 
now 


Certain cotton manufacturers, after this fashion, show a 
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e 
desire to influence the President to raise the duties on cotton is not enough for one of them to « i against 
goods, with a view to increasing American prices generally by abs rt it, and the general total of f 
shutting out the small quantity of those noncompetitive, Su- | Witness. Yes. Every little p 
perior, foreign goods. If they succeed, as is not in the least | [ES P4EMER BAS ¥ 
likely, they will be helped about as much as the wheat far ers, | So far as a high or low schedule m ae , +) = 
who recently got an increase, by action of the President, of 40] ably has much more to lose by high tariffs « ; 
per cent in the wheat tariff, and immediately after were S LL | than he could ever hope t rift ! 
ing at lower prices than before. Our economists have all reported atmchaabs 

Our cotton manufacturers would then get higher prices, but | may possibly be some exceptions to (Pres tIRu : 
they would not get appreciably more business, while our con-/| can Farm Bureau Federation, 1922.) 
sumers would pay considerably more. | EVEN CHAIRMAN M’CUMDER, OF THR FINA ia a 
Another reason why the United States is importing as much 
or more of these special, high-priced cotton goods is that we | : oR ’ 10 
are the only prosperous country in the world, and are buying ' wall ‘ . 
choice things freely. We have most of the gold of the world. own fs t 10W 1 t ‘ 
As a Nation we owe no other country, while most other nations | char t — +) : , oe a 
owe us great amounts. They must buy food from us or go | forel ( t it . a 
ungry, and they must pay for this food by this sort of imports. : ' , 
If we raise « ur duti 3 we simply inerease the hardship | if these a aie ad ae as 
nations in getting their necessary food and other requireni nts : : J j l 
from us aud in paying their huge debts to us. eee hind the radicalism of sound-minded | l ough th 
mm U ee : : : a leaders often advance strange pre 3 a against ¢ { 
It is a matter of simple economics and of nat on il moralty inaithahions mamenait 
to let these nations, our best customers, deal with us on as ie insted enh a il ball aoa: tata alana 
easonable a basis as possible with adequate protection DUC | 4, aaieatiom 


not extortion, When the present tirif’ was before Congress, many American far 
What protection is needed: In ordinary cottons, the raw } 
cotton is sometimes two-thirds or more of the total cost of the 


misinformed and misguided, virtually agreed to carrying the losses of 


agriculture, if any, and to carry whatever other losses might be put 
‘ ‘ . , al ‘ “ities rree hat the ri ' 
cloth, Generally speaking, all authorities agree that the raw upon themselves in order to give a few manufacturers what preiits 
> al +t nat ait . te 
cotton is about one-half the total cost. On light-weight £00dS | they wanted by means of tariff rates that even many manufacturers 


the high price of the fine cotton used offsets the diminished 
quantity, and leaves the raw material still about one half of | wronged. ‘Their wrongs must be righted. 
the total eost. As cotton is the same price in all countries and | It 
is never taxed by tariffs, this 50 per cent of the cost of the 
cloth calls for no protection. | Well-earned| profits are a measure of char 

This leaves only the other 50 per cent, being the conversion | oniy a small part of the 
cost, labor, overhead, and profits, subject to protection. publie, 

Consequently, any duty that is spread over the whole prod- Such profits must not be confused with excessive profits a 
uct is twice as high on the items that require protection aS | by bad legislation like the 
the duty itself. That is, our present duty of from 40 to 45 per 
cent on fine imported cottons is equal to 8U per cent to 90 
per eent on the total foreign conversion costs and profits. This 
would seem to be too much. Surely American brains and 
energy in cotton mills should net require 80 per cent to 90 per 


| Opposed, Other great social and econor 


mic grou 4 W re ilkewlse 


especially devolves upen us to rm 
perverted into a means of exploitation 


juive that protection is net 


er and ability, and ar 
value of a successful enterprise to the general 


equired 
present tariff It is equally necessary to 
remove the sources of ill-gotten profits that affilct the public 


safeguard profits that are fairly earned. 


and to 


RAILWAY RATES AND THE PRESENT TARIP? 
tailway rates are high because of high operating costs 


t So much of the income of the rallroads its pald out for equipment, 
cent of protection tax against English brains, energy, profits, | tue), and wages that all other expenditures are comparatively incon- 
and wages. | siderable. 
Wages: In 1904, out of each dollar of factory price for the | rhe wages of 2,000,000 railway men are unusually high, principally ; 
cotton cloth sold (not including earpets, handkerchiefs, and | because the cost of living is high beyond all precedent, and railway 


wearing apparel), labor got 21.4 cents. Labor plus superimtend- | workers must be paid accordingly. 
ence got 23.6 cents. In 1909 laber got 21.1 cents, and labor plus | high wages In mine 
superintendence got 24.4 cents. In 1919 labor got 16.5 cents. 
The present tariff and all previous tariffs have been much more 
on high-grade cottons than the total average wages paid Ameri- 
can operatives. Instead of that, the tariff should not be much 
more than the difference between the wages paid here and 
abroad. The excess above this has swelled the profits of our | locomotives, rails, and other supplies 
manufacturers amazingly for many years, except in periods of The cost of living to the people of the United States would 
special distress, like the present. duced about $3,000,000,000 by a moderate and reasonably protective 
In view of these and other considerations, the Tariff Com- | tariff In Heu of the present Fordney law. This reduction in living 
mission has announced that in its judgment it is not advisable | costs would quickly bring a reduction im freight charges, which r 
for it to make an investigation, and that the industry must | ton Senator Capper, chairman of the Senate farm | 
await an improvement in world conditions, 


Fuel is hich for the same reason 
and transportation and high cost of retail dl 
tributton. 


Rallway equipment ts extremely expensive because of high general 


wages, and because manufacturers of many products used in rallway 
equipment are overprotected and thetr prices are higher than the 


would be under a fair tariff This. affects 2,580,000 cars, 69.000 


huc- 
toc, Says is the 
most important matter before Congress In the interest of agrk 


1) tens 
It is estimated that the cost of operating our steam railways would 
CATCHING THE FARMER be reduced $500,000,000 annually by fair tariff rates on thelr purchase 


I come from an agricultural State. * * * It seems to me that 
the Senater from North Dakota (Mr. McCumber), in his zeal to put 
such an immense tariff on these agricultural products—-higher than we 
have ever had before, higher than there was any necessity for—has 
done so simply to oil the protection machine for the woolen schedule 
and some other schedules in the bill. (Senator Knute Neilson, Repub- 


lican, Minnesota, in CONGRESSIONAL Record, August 11, 1922 


922.) 


As transportation is an enormous charge upon agriculture, American 


farmers, especially in their present distress, feel keenly the hurt of 
I y p 


Dp 


high freight rates, and should be relieved by the immediate correction 


of the present tariff, a correction that would help everyone and hurt 


ho one, 
MANUPACTUBERS AND THE TARIVP 
The public sees a few great mannfacturers forcing legista- 
tion in their own interest, especially those that are so organized 
that they can largely control their selling priees, and therefore 
can profit enormously by high duties. It sees little open op- 


| position from other manufacturers to this procedure. Also 
it was made and every day thereafter until succeeded by another also | discredit is thrown upon manufacturers and others who oppose 


bad. We are compelled to agttate as against error and misuse. Make | excessive duties. The proponents of high rates color tl en- 
a tariff right, and agitation will be impossible as well as unnecessary | tire situation. ‘Their tariff profits are indicated in this and 
and unjustifiable. (National Association of Manufacturers, 1908.) other pamphlets of the Fair Tariff League 


MAKDB THD TARIFF RIGHT 


There is only one reason for continuous tariff agitation. Every tariff 
made in the old way has been bad in important respects, bad the day 


A NICKLE HERE AND A DOLLAR THERE In fact, the majority of American manufacturers want only 
. a moderate rates. They disap roved of the excessive rates of 
(Tariff hearing, Nevember 24, 1908) © esas I 


the McKinley, Wilson, Dingley, Payne, and Fordney (present) 
CHAMP CLARK, Ways and Means Committee. The truth about the | tariffs, effective since 1890, except for the nine years of the 
whole business is that the way you will make your money is by getting | Underwood 


' 
(Democratic) law, which was of little effect for 
a little here and a little there from a great many people, so that there ' most of that time because of war conditions. 








Most of these moderate-tariff manufacturers are not greatly 
injured 1 excessive tariff rates, because, so far as they pay 
RIE ite on their mimanufactured materials, they must 

| these excess rites on to their customers 

Clothing manufacturers, for instance, with excellent evi- 
dence, made every possible objection to the enormous tarilf on 
some of their mater 

Manufacturers of soup objected to duties on certain of their 
materials and suggested free trade in soap if the duties were 
{ on their raw iteria Higher duties than they cared 
for on their own produ ere virtually thrust upon them. 

Antomobile manufacturers asked for reasonable rates on 
Aluminum, of which about 200 pounds is used on all Cars except 
the heapest The outrageous aluminum duties (see Alumi- 
nut I r Tariff League) must be paid by automobile manu- 
facturers and passed on to their customers with additional 
clin it every step from factory to consumer, Likewise, 
meat cessive duties on steel products. The automobile 
people were given higher duties than they cared for 

kourniture manufacturers oppose excessive duties desiring 
moederate duties on their own products and materials 

Cnurded woolen manufacturers have fought for vears for 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—TIOUSE 


Jower rates that would benefit the public as well as remove 
discriminations hurtful to themselves. Machine-tool builders 
have wanted moderate and lower rates generally for many | 
years, Shoes and agricultural machinery likewise. They are 
on the free list Implement makers suffer from excessive rates 
on most of their supplies, with consequently higher prices on 


their products than they like to charge or farmers like to pay. 

Among the industries that get direct advantage from the 
tariff are the building trades, foundries, agricultural imple- 
ments, wagons and carriages, bread and other bakery products 
canning and preserving, some heavy chemicals, confectionery, 
the makers of repairs and upkeep materials, to- 
bacco manufacturing, lumber and timber products, automobiles 


ho 


COOperuaLe, 


and their repairs, job and newspaper printers, slaughtering 
and meat packing, railway cars and equipment, and furniture. 
Add to these 2,000,000 railway men and their families, mer- 
chants, clerks, salaried and professional people, and the own- 
ers of farm lands that raise the 89 per cent of our crops that | 


sell on a free-trade basis at export or world prices, and we see 


how easily the tariff will be made fair when these interests 
intelligently oppose the selfish exactions of the few who now 
make our tariffs. The latter are entrenched and powerful, 
but in numbers they are insignificant 
rie Woo! TARIFF AND THE FARMER 
{Ixtracts from Senate debate July 26, 1922] 

Unfortunately the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Goopine] can not con 
vinee the American people of the correctness of the position that he 
takes, that no tariff is too high to suit him The Senator wants an 


embargo upon everything that we produce, and if that policy could be 


carried into effect he would strike a blow at every wheat grower in 
America, at every farmer in America, who must have a foreign market 
for his surplus 

Mr. President, let us see where the logic ef the Senator from Idaho 
leads us. He is willing, he says, that we put up a tariff wall so high 
that Kurope can not establish any credits here; that Europe can not 
pay us for any of our surplus products. He is willing to drive Europe 
to Australin and to South America to purchase all of its wheat. He 


is willing that the 100,000,000 or 200,000,000 bushels of surplus wheat 
that is produced in this country shall not find any outlet abroad and 
thus the price wheat 
bushel 


reduce domesti« of to 50 or 6O or 75 cents a 


is the kind 
is in the policy 


of the 


advocates, 


That of a friend 
Idaho that he 
is true of other agricultural products 

Mr 


the 
is 


that 
what 


farmer Senator from 


and true of wheat 
President, let us see from another standpoint the friendship for 
the farmer in the policy advocated by the Senator Idaho. 

The farmer in the United States is entitled to two kinds of protection. 


from 


Ile is entitled, first, to a reasonable protection upon the things that he 
produces in order that he may fairly compete with those who are pro- 
like abroad. He entitled—and this the 
Senator from forgets—to purchase at a price the 
things that have to live and exist. (Mr. Lexyroot, Republican, 
Wisconsin.) 


ducing commodities is also 


Idaho reasonable 


he must 


FACTS, FACTS, FACTS, ARB WHAT ARE WANTED LORD RRYCE 


Honest protection represents “ the difference in the 


here and abroad.” 

Such protection safeguards American wages and ideals It protects 
the consumer from excessive prices 

Dishonest protection fattens trusts It enslaves Congress and 


wenkeng the foundations of Government. 


cost of production | 





~ 
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IN CONCLTSION 


In the days gone by, when the majority of 


not informed on national affairs, it wus 


our citizens were 
a very easy matter to 
make them believe that the salvation of this country depended 
on & high protective tariff But times have changed: thy 
women have been enfranch‘sed ; first-hand information is being 
brought into the home, and no longer will politicians whos 


Campaign expenses are largely borne by the “tariff barons 
be able to make the rank and file of the people vote against 
their own interest. Everyone knows that the present robbe 
tariff is the highest in the history of the country. Only last 


week Senator Wasa in the United States Senate called atten 
tion to the mills that were closed and the thousands who are 
out of employment in the New England States. In Massachu 
setts alone over a million dollars a month is being lost becay 
of this situation. 

After all, it resolves itself down to one fact, and that is tha 
the law of supply and demand has always been the ruling 
factor, and unless the producing class can be kept at a healthy 
normal condition all other occupations will eventually suffer 
in like proportion. Therefore the time has come to call a lal 
by repealing the confiscatory tariff laws that have driven the 
farmers to bankruptcy, 


CONGRESSIONAL ISSUES 


Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Speaker, Congress to-day is in every man 
private life and in every man's pocket by means of laws wh 
give the executive and administrative branches of the Gover 
ment powers which are subject to abuse and which often s 
abused. 

Human rights and property rights of the people of this conn 
try are continuously threatened. That is all there is to life so 
far as Government is concerned—human and property rights 

That is all there is to the two great American documents 
the mest important governmentally ever struck off by the hand ot 
man-—the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution 
just statements and safeguards of what are human and proper! 
rights. 

In my votes and acts in Congress I have tried to express the 
sentiments of my district, the east side of Detroit, on hum: 
and property rights. O. Henry, America’s greatest story writer 
said that every large American city had a voice, and that 
one listened closely and intelligently enough he could distin 
guish that voice and find out what the city is trying to express 
what is in its soul 

Time will not permit of my discussing my entire record so fa: 
in Congress, but I wish to discuss briefly my stand on five ques 
tions Which were hard fought in the House: 

Aviation. 

Relief for starving German women 

Immigration, 

Automobile taxation. 

Obtaining $15,000 appropriation to establish in Detroit « 
branch office of Bureau of Moreign and Domestic Commerce 

AVIATION 


ind children 


Aviation or flying machines and the development thereof came 
up in the form of a million and half dollar appropriation for the 
United States air mail. 

The Detroit Board of Commerce started a campaign to in 
crease this item to $5,000,000, a sum originally asked by the 
Post Office Department and cut down by the Director of the 
Budget. The larger sum was necessary for night flying and to 
build larger and more capacious flying machines to carry the 
mail between New York, San Francisco, and way points. 

The reason for the item was that commercial aviation 
to some extent military air preparedness were at stake. 

I led the Democratic fight, and in a savage passage at arms 
the million and a half was killed temporarily on a point of 
order by Representative Cramton, of Michigan. This appro 
priation was passed by the Senate at $3,000,000, and passed 
by the House with only a quarter of a milkion cut. The fina! 
appropriation was $2,750,000. 

Thus the United States air mail was preserved and strength 
ened materially. Aviation will be a tremendous factor in every 
man’s life in the near future. For saving commercial aviation 
particularly in competition with Europe, the Detroiter, officia! 
publication of the Detroit Board of Commerce, gave me the 
credit, 


and 


RELI(BF FOR STARVING WOMEN AND CHILDREN 
When the Fish bill, appropriating $10,000,000 for starving 
women and children in Germany, came before my committee 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee, leading members of the 
committee predicted it would be speedily killed. I was most 
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on rl ¢ I T Senate or Col ll I ! iy el ( mn} ( 
of the stigmatized races favored and which 1 voted for when it | I talked at in n en ign 
was prepesed in the House as an amendment to the Jolnsen | election that the old , ' — 
hill, called for the same proportiot dd per cent Nordic and | fights to ] —T ‘ 
ht» per cent otpers, But th advocates of the Johnsen ill Democrats a progre ( bye 
wanted te make the insult sink in and stuck for the rank di old cusrd and that ntre ; 
inination and stigma. speech, printed in 1 Day f t ly ‘ 
They culled the prejudiced races riffraff, scum, garbage, un- | conliti would eont 
desirables, and unassimilables. I have too many friends and Not only ere there at hey 
constituents among the insulted nationalities to help degrade nnel of the Concress ine tm ‘ 
them by voting for the Johnsen bill. Tens of thouwsunds ef | of fighters. Fo he i i ‘ 
Pole ltalians, Jews, and so forth, live in my district. There worried in 1922 a the 1 ‘ 
fore 1 took great pleasure in voting against the Johnson bill. ingto i \ n Ww ‘ in ¢ i ‘ 
It earried in the Heuse on Saturday 322 to 71, and will did not contest \ rously and prove ft 
work untold havoe with our foreign relations and with our | were serappers. The disclosures m bv ft 
fereign tra AS a greai exporting city, much of Detroit's | session of Congress confirmed the fe ‘ 
prosperity depends upen selling our surplus manufactures to | landslide of 1920 had broucht ed ! 
foreign nations. One of these is Japan, which buys $200,000,000 | places in the Governme 
worth of American goods every year. I put o PO) of d } 
L did help te amend the Jolmsen bill by changing the clause | m and 20 f pract 1 « ‘ . , 
which threw the burden of proof on an immicrant who taced rmwolities ivy y that 1 hie T « 1 ; . ns , 
deportation. The Johnsen bill aimed to deny even the basic) future on that « ' ‘ i thie 
segal right of a human being to be considered innocent until tions upon which IT would make rt hief ¢ ‘ ra 
proved guilty. That vote was close—l197 te 193—and the | choose too many subiec for it \ Che Roose 
enemies of that provision did good work in lining up enough = § said tha politician must be practien! and cen 
votes. Even the author of the bill, Congressman ALBERT JOH» on causes and crusades that are attainable: that one nmuet ) 
son, voted against this vicious clause in his bill. waste one’s talents and en vy in being too ide ' 
THE CANADIAN QUOTA scattering one’s fire too much. 
I also took a leading part in killing the proposed Canadian So] centered my attention upon the g ! 
quota. The Secretary of Labor in advocating the Johnson bill | f°! which fortun ” all ms mn ¢ 
had requested that Canada be pl iced on a quota basis for the meant the general welfare of the yu nel orf 
first time in our history. The Canadians were tremendously | ™° humbte opinion ror Detroit is one ‘ 
angered by this stigma and, of course, would have undertaken Of eN _ cam, ‘We a ae ror mant ' ert 
reprisals. necessities of life at low st and with its gospel f 
They have us at their mercy for our wood-pulp and print- | Shert hours, high speed, quantity production nd 
paper supply; also the digging of the Great Lakes to Gulf of utilization of machin 
St. Lawrence waterway; Niagar Falls power; the Chicago Every Member of Congre I ever me é ‘ ‘ 
Drainage Canal; our nickel supply; and on the Newfoundland, | est in Detroit and asked questions oul ert 
Alasken, and Pacific fisheries. its leaders, its workers, and i dustri | ‘ 
To have put Canada on an immigration quota basis would | the House’s vote for Muscle Shoals sole! 
have cost this Nation dear in more ys than one. Canada is | tion and Detroit's reputation for d thn Mi 
one of our best customers, and the United States sells Canada | for Muscle 5S! Is, in the last anal I 
yearly over $650,000,000 worth of goods. I did, be use I hesitated to give tl! ‘ 
I took this matter of the Canadian quota up in my committee, | to any man or company for a hun 
the Foreign Affairs Committee, which handles matters of dis ability I did not have perfect faith. 
pute with Canada. I pleaded vigorously with the committee Detroit's unparalleled gi ! { 
No member disagreed with me fame is due almost entirely to Lu e it 
I talked with Secretary of State Hughes and he agreed with | industry is now the second ope ! { { 
me fully. The chairman of my committee agreed to place the | The automotive business has ove ‘ 
matter before the Immigration Committee textiles, iron and st | 
A few days after the question was discussed fn my com- | industry but agriculturs ’ 
mittee the Immigration Committee killed the Canadian quota | heels. Over $20,000,000 
proposal. | tive industry to-day. 
AUTOMOBILE TAXATION | If any sethack or disaster would h pe te the ne nian 
In November, 1923, two days after I was elected, I was| try, Detroit would collapse like an eggshel N vy eve Ly 
called upon to make a speech near the Statler Hotel, and I | trsit business man would find his fert ( no i. 
predicted that the present Congress would be one of the hardest- | ened by serious injury to the aut f t ens. « 
fighting Congresses the Nation had ever seen. Indeed, 1 could thousands of workers would | in ‘ ‘ t 
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“, and “1 guunt Want would stalk in their homes, 
j rbids my elaborating on the fearful picture. 
is Why L formed what is generally known throughout 
is f automobile bloc” in Congress. And that 
v there is written in a couple of months this past 
it is called by the official magazine of the automo- 
wdtisti the most interesting chapter in the political 
, | bie tphoote yvenick 
wople kre before L began my fight that on the auto- 
' i mot rucks running to-day over a billion and a 
qu lo in taxes have been levied These taxes are | 
bidl end f the cars—the 15,000,000 of motorists in | 
{ iid they, least of all, knew that they are paying 
nedrved and fifty millions of dollars on their machines 
in ral, State, county, city, and village taxes, 
( ital affected in their po ketbooks by this in- | 
d lind not realize that the auto is taxed more highly and 
He i any other commodity used in the United | 
li as been singled out by legislative bodies, tax 
. ry nid collectors in every political unit in the country, 
rushing burden of taxes is a millstone around the 
I ne wuUulo ndustry, which hus had such marvelous | 
ind buovaney that it has kept afloat and progressed 
i spite of the handicap, But in hard times or in a period of 


iment the billion and a quarter taxes would be enough 
to put tau orkingmen on the streets through curtailment 
md even enough to ruin some factories. For every reduction 
0 yecost of cars and of the selling price has seen more cars 
sold myersely, such a fearful load of taxes must curtail 
' i hy the amazing success of the automobile bloc 
j cent session of Congress was the most interesting chap- 
voin e political history of the automobile. For the auto is 
in p i Cougress and politics are in every man’s life, his 
priva life, telling him what to drink and taxing what he has 
to eat; and in lis public life as never before in the history of 
taeetikited And so many utilities, as the moving picture, rail- 
mids, the radio, the auto, and so forth, are dependent for their 
cistence upon polities, 
hut let this official magazine, published in New York City 
carne i known as Automotive Industries, tell the story of the auto- 
mobile bl So trustworthy and up to date is this magazine 
lal by auto manufacturers that one auto company in 
it buys 2.700 copies each issue and supplies them to its 
Nicials and workers so that they may keep in touch with the 
levelopments of the auto business 
I ! juete a few excerpts from its issue of March 6, 1924, 
ow 
ttomob oc in the House of Representatives has scored a 
g tor in its fight for a reduction in autemotive excise taxes. 
t! more surprising because there was no such bloc until 
’ ” 3, and when it was organized it contained only one 
b> ° - ° Representative Roperrt H. CLaNcy, Democrat, of 
M need 1 the notion of organizing } oue-man automobile | 
s x s 
M ANCY tt unfamiliar with the intricacies of polities. He 
ko iit about th oices which Congressmen must hear before they 
' onvinced ‘ * * With his convictions, his vision, and his | 
) i} astuteness, Mr. CLhaNey had no great difficulty in adding the 
Derma if embers of the Ways and Means Committee to his bloc. | 
Una ' eadership they vigorously espoused the cause of automotive 
tax removal or reduction He made a ringing speech on the 
lo i , ing the majority for deserting the Nation's greatest in 
lust in support of the bills he had introduced for the removal 
( ! 1uteumobile excise levies ° 7 ° 
W iemands for action poured in from outside, Representative 
CLA irgued and cajoled inside the House Iie is not a simple, 
t ‘ y SO Ile doesn't believe everything he hears, and thus it was 
t uw Was piical of success even 24 hours before the automotive 
sot tl ill came up for debate on the floor. Although he made 
' irefully be was suspicious that some one would try to “ put 
“over on him 
persons who are interested in motor vehicles are not likely to 
fo v hat it was Mr. CLANCY who championed their cause 
w iad few friend the House, and that but for the fight led by 
hi itomotive seetions of the tax bill would have been left ex- 
a hey were when the measure was reported by the Ways and 
N nn t 


Vhat is, the auto people would have gotten nothing and would 
have paid during the current year in Federal war excise taxes 


alone upward of $160,000,000 
I now read a few more expressions of thanks for the fight I 
made for Detroit's basic industry, 
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Harry M. Jewett, president of the Paige-Detroit Motor Cy, 
Co., wrote me as follows: 


I certainly wish to congratulate you on the splendid efforts you have 


made in cutting down the Federal excise tax on motor vehicles an 
parts 
You put up a game fight for a good cause and represented us 


splendid shape. 


Now, Detroit has many great factories manufacturing parts 
and accessories for autos, such as the Fisher Body Co., the 
Briggs Manufacturing Co., American Motor Body Co., J. « 
Widman & Co., employing tens of thousands of workmen. 

The secretary of the Automobile Body Builders’ Association 
having been through the entire fight in Washington, wrote a) 
the body companies of the United States as follows: 

We have the honor to make an announcement that, to our knowledg 
has never been made in the automobile industry before. 

He then tells of the reduction voted by the House, and 


rede 


on to say: 

We have to thank fer this result the untiring, fighting, and man 
vering of the young Representative, Roperr H. CLaNncy, of I 
troit. * * © 


We sincerely 
credit 


urge that you will make it your business to see t 
is given to Mr. CLANcy. He has proven a successf 
champion of the automobile industry, and we do not hesitate to stat 
that we believe such a man would be a good one to keep in Washing 


iat 


proper 


Similar expressions came from other great auto organization 
of the country, also from hundreds of dealers, firms, and ind 
viduals from nearly every State in the Union. 

The manufacturers’ association, the National Automobi! 
Chamber of Commerce, met in New York City, praised my e4 
forts, und sent me a warm letter of thanks. 

The American Automobile Association expressed to me 
gratitude. So did the Motor & Accessory Manufacturers’ Assi 
ciation, the National Automobile Dealers’ Association, 
other auto and motor-truck organizations. 

They placed the leadership of the fight in the House abso 
lutely in my hands, and then when the battle was transferred to 
the Senate they paid me the further compliment of giving me 
the leadership there. I had 15 to 20 close friends in certai: 
Senators, and they helped us to victory there. Both in th: 
House and Senate I used Democrats and Republicans to wih 
the victory. I tried to make championship of the automotiv: 
industry nonpartisan and bipartisan, and in view of the pa 
ticularly partisan bitterness of this present Congress, the resu 
was peculiarly successful. 

One of the strange features of this campaign was that 
“farm bloc” came to my aid and gave powerful assistance. | 
had attacked the “farm bloc” early in the session and had 
begun the organization of the “city bloc” to protect humm 
and property rights of cities. But the “ farm bloc” came to th: 
aid of my “ auto bloe,” and in consideration of the friendlines: 
of the “farm bloc” to the “automobile bloc,” the activities 
of the “city bloc” were temporarily dropped. However, th: 
“city bloc” contains elements of strength and cohesiveness thit 
may sometime exert control in Congress. 

Even if we had not gained a dollar of tax reduction in the 
House and Senate for the auto cause, we achieved two strate 
gical victories which are full of hope for the future. First, | 
aimed to make it a Democratic policy to adopt the auto industr: 
as a favorite child, as a favored cause, and that crusade wa- 
successful. It is now the historical policy of the Democrats to 
protect the auto industry. I lined up all the House Democrati: 
leaders and the 11 Democratic members of the Ways and Means 
Committee, also the entire rank and file, over 200 Members 
of the House. 

Then I went to the Senate Democrats, who with the insurgeit 
tepublicans control that body, and showed them what the House 
Democratic policy was. They fell into line. 

This Democratic policy is of tremendous importance, because 
all the portents of the coming fall election are that the Demo 
erats will be given control of the White House, departments 
House, and Senate. The Democrats also fathered the Federa! 
good-roads cause and established that bureau of the Govern 
ment in President Wilson's administration. 

The other big achievement fruitful of good to come is the 
uniting of jealous or noncooperating automotive organizations 
This Federal fight for tax reduction brought that alliance and 
understanding about. In union there is strength. I insisted as 


ane 


thy 
t 


forcefully as I could from the beginning that the automotive 
organizations make every possible sacrifice to protect the in- 
dustry and the customers who paid the enormous taxes, 
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With unified organizations and with powerful friends in the 
House and Senate the auto industry can go on in the near! 
from victory to victory. 


nfure 


DRPAKTMENT OF OMMERCS BRA i 


$15,000 stablisl 


Bureau 


of a 
ol 


obtaining 
flice 


he 


branch 


appropriation to 


the ot Foreign and Domestic 


ommerce in Detroit is a tremendously important achievement 
for Detroit. It can be easily demonstrated that increased 
prosperity for the automotive industry and for Detroit and 
Michigan may be achieved in large measure through getting 
veign trade. The dropping of the tariff against autos in 


England and other European developments made the time for 
t ishing the Detroit office peculiarly auspicious. For 10 
vears Detroit had spasmodically, and now and then desperately, 
ried to obtain this branch office 





The $15,000 appropriation was a last-minute affair 
Detroit was tied up with Los Angeles and Portiand, Oreg 
mud the whole item was slashed out in the Senate Just 
me hour before the completed bill, without the Detroit item, 

is going on the Senate floor, I got very busy and lined up a 
onsiderable bunch of Senators—Democrats and Republicans 


| interviewed personally the Republican Senator who is chair- 
man of the Senate Appropriations Committee, Senator WARREN 
ind I found him very fine. He called his committee for a 
hasty meeting at a very busy time, when the immigration bill 
vas creating a furore on the Senate floor, and allowed me to 
address it for two or three minutes. 

I got Senator Ferris out of the Post Office Committee, and he 
really helped tremendously. He was very kind, in the first 
place, to leave his important postal-increase matters, and so 
forth, to come with me. Senator Hakrts, of Georgia, 
f the greatest I was such good friends with some 
of the Democratic Senators of the committee, who had to sta 
m the Senate floor, that they gave me their proxy to vote, not 


yery 


Was aiso 


assistance. 


understanding my proposition fully and not baving time to 
listen to it. That showed an unusual degree of confidence on 
their part. Senator OverMaANn, the ranking Democratic membet 
f the committee, threw his support heartily to me in the 


committee. 


My speech ran about like this: 


Senators, it is a rare and gracious thing you have done to-«lay for me 
[ know how busy you are, how harassed I know how arefully 
you considered this item for Detroit before you cut it out [ know 
bow unusual it is for you to reopen an appropriation bill after it is 
fully printed and ready to go on the floor of the Senate Your abl 
and most distinguished chairman, Senator Wagkrey, has been more than 


generous in allowing me, a Member of the other House, to presume to | 
address you. I am very grateful 

You know my city, Detroit, which has done so much to make life 
easier and happier for all mankind You know that magic name, De 
troit, as a beacon light for struggling and suffering humanity You 
know our high scale of wage our modern high-speed, mass-quantity 
production methods. You know our never-say-die spirit as typified by 
Ty Cobb and others of our nationally famous men 

This is an export-trade item Can you name me a city in th 
world of more distinct manufacturing genius? Surely you in not 
nime me one in this country which you are serving We have th 
greatest factories in the world in certain lines, driven by most en 
lightened and progressive men. Why. during recent years give such ar 
ollice to other cities and not to Detroit? How absurd! 

We lead the world in automobiles, adding machines, stoves, Jrugs 
ind medicines, varnishes, and a number of other products which I 
shall not name. I must hasten on, for time presses. 

I know the marvelous foreign service you have built up threugh the 
millions you have appropriated during the past 11 years. I helped to 
give birth to that service in a small way I was with Secretary of 
Commerce Redfield and Assistant Secretary Sweet in the department 
from 1913 to 1917 when the hard pioneer work was done In 1915 
when the United States first went after foreign trade in a conscious 
ind intelligent manner, Germany was spending more money in New 


York City alone to get our trade than the United States was spending 


all ever the world for foreign trade But it is different now Lligh 
grade American commercial attachés and agents are found all over 
the world, 

Give Detroit a real chance to utilize that service and we will see 
that this $15,000 comes back to our mutual country ten thousand 
fold. We buy our raw materials for our manufactured products all 
over this country—probably in all the States represented bere at this 


committee meeting. When Detroit gets hundreds of millions of foreign 


trade it can not but boost prosperity in the United States This is 
one country, and what helps one city helps all 

Give us a chance and we will take this world trade from our com 
petitors in Germany, Italy, England, Japan, France, Belgium, Hol 


land, etc. We can meet the world face to face and lick them at their 


| 
| 
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wh game with ur ap rut ich y } w net) is ou 
tigh ’ juantity production } 

You know | am not boasting p rying ) ire W 
informed men Youn know [I s ik kr ‘ ld-trad 
mm petitior tnd vor Know th ‘ i i I? > 
nd nade in Detroit alrendy known j N 

man beings toll and suff ind a 

in ry sorry if I bh tuiked ” 

pur xz avd ) i i en Tt } il w i 

senator OVERMAN asked me some questions Senator JONES 
of Washington, in iarge he ® approprin ! 

ilso «did They asked Senator Ferrets if h will | pen 
He said he lid f wit iis t net «€ LA | vered the 
subject fully All he wanted to ad vas to uch for Detro 
ind his wise young friend LA He honed earnest! i} 
would te for Detroit 

{ then withdrew Senator JONES e Republican in cha 

ff the bill, moved that the om oof $15.000 be ineluded for 
Detroit, but that no othe ities b en such igency at 
this time Phe motion t through unanimously An unusual 
thing was that when the bill went to the Senate floor the 
Detroit item was rit 1 in ink and the rest of the bill was 
printed Chat demonstrates the last-mipute action 

[ then went to work on the Senate, where | understood 
some senators were going to tight the increases made by the 
Senate committee over the House bill Later when Senator 
King, of Utah, a former University of Michigan man, made 
protest on the tloor against a number of Commerce Department 
increases, wnd particularly those dealing with foreign trade 
the only exception he made wus on the Detroit item That 
went by on the preliminary debates unanimously, with always 
‘nough Senators on hand to save it if it were contested and 
a vote taken Lil my Senate friends ere loval 

On the tinal debate Senator McNary, of Oregon, tried to get 
through a similar branch office item for his largest citv, Port 
land He is one of the most popular Senators, is a Republican 
m the powerful steering committee of the Senate, aml was 
up for eelection and needed help Lut the Senate voted him 
down Senator JONES lefended the Detroit fem eulogized 
Detroit as a great manu wtinring center ated as a contendet 
for world trade. Detroit won in the Senate 

Then came a nas ight with the House conferees we 
mut of the lead igninst such increases in the 
Ssenuate anid 1 pom | mee “ee Vas ry pie pposed feo 
the Detroit item 

I worked ou the two hostile conferees, one a Republican and 
the other a Demoerat, for wo weeks Il brought all my 
friends and all my knowledge of politics to hear The loss of 
either conferee would probabi have been enough to defeat the 
Detroit item 

[I won them both on the Detroit Item and did what I could 
to line them up for the other forelgn-trade increnses Phey 
eut the latter down but let the Detroit item co through in full 

Then the House confirmed the mnferees’ report I had 
enough friends ou hand to sustain the Detroit item if it had 
been contested 

Finally the President signed the nen * uppropriation 
bill, and it became a la' 

HER DI ‘ Ns ‘ ry iw ’ LMP A y 

The most interesting chapter in the political history of 
motor vehicle has just been written, according to an artiel . 
the Automotive Industries magazine by James Dalton 

But it should never be forgotten that if it were not for the 
powerful support, cooperation ind assistunce given me by 
nine automotive organization ind partienlarly by their Wa 
ington representatives, the victory probah n vould have 
been won 

in the dark, critical moments o iis fight—fo be it ' 
through six long months of intense strain and anxiets I deve 
oped a certainty of the loyalty of these Washington agents 

Among these men were Pyke Johnsor Alfred Reeves, CC. 
Hanch, and Norman Damo of the National Automobile 
Chamber of Commerce; Ernest Smith and M. O} Eldridge. o 
the American Automobile Associution: Carey BE, Quinn, FL Dp 
Mitchell, and F. D. Willoughby, of the Automobile Body Build 
ers’ Assoeiation; Mr. Heminway, of the Motor and Accessories 
Association; and a number of others These men were parti 
ularly helpful and efficient 

These men paid me the “at compliment after the fig! vd 
been going on some weeks of accepting me as the leader in the 
crusade. They recepted my advice as to what wa the best 
thing to do, and they did what [ asked them to do, whether 
was to send out thousands of telegrams stirring up e country 
or putting a short, snappy argument in the form of a card 
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[USS ONGK! 
rressinan or 
worl and com- 
t 1 >] hattie the 
n my offi 
t Lu i wo 
tf nizations into 
| l of membership 
ti ‘ ton t task required 
ly ‘ ae ( elu ap- 
| 
ij long years | 
? ‘ i | ent | (on- 
‘ ‘ that the war 
é ‘ ( j I in lowere i‘ 
j i ( v oO could a 1} ithe iuxur) of an aute 
! oO} ‘ 

‘ ‘ titude of 1 old guard leaders in 
thie i ind Sel i ~ vp ¢l n the hearings and 
Rpe l t was I took the Hou or and went after 
1 ind { id tol February 1] and told them 
boot MD wer til uL aur : ind indignant, | 
al ‘ e 1 wrath the great injustice being 
handed i ni al wile in , 

i my charts and maps there and exy 4 how well or- 
gun these motor : e in ni big ociations, led by 
ne i t or é ntelligent, and ull of fight That 
Spee Ys liy thir was the turning point of the session’s 
Riri I aud the Democrats very wel in hand, some 210 of | 
1 ind J ad a their 15 or so leadet 100 per cent. We 
} ‘ res ‘ pretty well also After that speech the 
i ral Rey ican ‘ n to come on our band wagon and soon 
the one ble Cor sted of 435 Members, for the old guard 
ie s of ‘ iovse s ded for shelter t re the storin. 

| 11 Democratic members of the Ways and Means Com- 
I 1”? Repub an members of that committee Repre- 
g« ve McLAUGHLIN Michigan and CrowrnerR of New 
‘ had worked for auto-tax reduction in the committee, but 
fail t in their objective Then we to the fight to the 
t! e He ind what did we accomplish? 

iit AMPA GAl » MUCH 
t! acks of the motorists of the country and 
‘ ‘ dustry 2 tax burden of what we conservatively esti- 
mn $95,000,000 per vear, but what is in reality, I believe, 
Closer to $85,000,000 on this year’s taxes and a larger amount 
‘ vear hereafter, as the number of cars in the country in- 
‘ i 

We killed all the sales taxes on the light trucks of the coun- 
trv, and we killed half the sales taxes on tires, tubes, parts, 
and cessorie rhe trucks repeal invelves an admission that 
the automobile not a “luxury,” which the chief argument 
used by the Treasury Department and Congress for insisting 
upon these les taxes; and the other repeal does the same 
and is a direct gain to every user of automobiles in the country 

ves on replacement parts between twenty and thirty 
] 

Lut at is but a small part of the victory. For the first time 
the greatest industry in the land has been taught its political 
st th. The bloodsuckers and the parasites on its body have 
I pointed out, and it will soon cleanse itself. Torpid and 
stupid politically, the industry has been lashed into action. It 
h: een taught that it is mean and ignoble, treacherous and 
sho ted not to protect the industry as a whole, and par- 
tic the customers thereof, against gouging and grafting 
exa 

When our country was but a puny infant among the nations 
of the world it shoeked European diplomacy by defying the 
pi { d parasites of Tripoli with the sl gan ” Millions for 
defense, but not one cent for tribute.” 

e automotive industry is now the giant of them all in this 
ct having passed railroads, textiles, iron and steel, tele- 
graphs and telephone, and so forth. But it not only pays tens 
of millions tribute in a mean, stupid way to the multimillion- 
aires of aluminum, oil, iron and steel, rubber, copper, brass, 
glass, lumber, and so forth, through manipulation of the tariff, 
through other governmental agencies and eembinations of trade; 
it also pays taxes to all the political units of organized so- 
ciety—Federal, State, city, county, and so forth. 

rhe amount was $450,000,000 last year. That is staggering. 
And it all need not be. 











All that will become clear in the menths to come if I have 
Way. Our recent victory has torn the iles from our eve 
i ( our sil ngtl We are beginning LO See 
rhe $ ell our I 
UT T 

Above all there should be some ethics in this industry 
ideals, some loyalty, som nlightened unselfishness, if not 
right generosity and gratitude. ATI the world hates an ir 
It is the solemn duty of the organizations of the various | 
of the industry and of the motorists to protect the mot 
the customer who has made all these factorie s, all these 
pendous fortunes. For we all know these hundreds of mil! 
of d ! exactions of which I spenk fall solely upv 
back he user of the cars. They are on his neck Bs I 

to his pocket. The » at the same time a millstone o) 
neck of the industry i i 

The auto indust I protect itself or it will be the 
of despoilers and assassins. Let me show the rule of li 
two ill rations. 

Last August, a few days before Preside Harding @ 
San Francisco, I was sailing up the kh ‘an coast in 
Pacific Ocean. It was a wonderful day pon a wond 
oct We had not long since left old Panama, wher 


Francis Drake 
and murdere: 
and 


over 300 years ago had razed and raped, 1 
and burned and destroyed in a frenzy of e 
He had sneaked across the fearful trails of 
deadly with fever 


passion. 


Isthmus, so 


and a thousand perils, | 
found the city all unsuspecting, and had massacred 1 
women, and children. There are many Sir Francis Dr: 


looting honest business and Government to-day. 

The fearless, upstanding young captain of a submarine bes 
me was telling me of a battle he had Witnessed some mo 
ago in these waters between a huge whale on the one side v 
a shark and a swordfish on the other. It was a titanie stru; 
between giants and the water was lashed to foam. 

With demoniac fury the shark and the swordfish attack: 
Whale. The shark would shoot half its length out of w: 
and fall with a crash on the whale’s back and sides, tea 
out with its razor-like teeth great chunks of flesh. With li 
ning-like speed and terrific power the gigantic swordfish w 
sink its spear into the vitals of the whale. 

Soon the battle was over. The huge bedy of the wha! 
quivered conyulsively; the vibrant tail ceased its threshing 
The leviathan of the deep was dead. The green-blue ocean 
colored carmine with its bloed. 

The cold, ealeulating, murderous hate shining in the littl 
eyes of the shark and of the swordfish turned to the vietoriou 
light of ardent desire, of blood lust about to be satistice: 
Greedily they fell upon the still warm eareass and gorged the 
selves to their heart’s desire, crowding each other avaricious 
for the vital parts. The carrion birds of the air came and 
picked out the eyes of the leviathan. They gorged themselves 
on the whale’s body. 

Tens of thousands of predacious, voracious, finny assassins 
and cannibals of lesser power than the shark and the sworifis! 
swam madly to the feast. These gluttons tore fiercely at | 
whale for days. 

The shark and the swordfish had shown no pity, ne mercy, nm 
sorrow, no remorse. Neither had the lesser fry. Im all the 
animal world there was no pang of regret for the splend 
leviathan, the biggest of all animals, land or water. 

The shark and the swordfish hated each other with a bitt 
hate. They distrusted each other and would battle to the death 
to make a Square meal out of each other if there were no easier 
food clese by. But the whale was easy money, easy food, « 
they, these gunmen of the deep, took his life without a twinge 
of conscience. On the whale they developed perfect teamwork, 
fine cooperation. 

It struck me at the time that the true parallel in business 
and politics would be to depict the automotive industry as the 
leviathan of big business to-day, being speared by oil as a 
profiteer and gashed by the railroad interests which fears 
auto competition, while a host of predacious, eannibalistie lesser 
fry, such as rubber, lumber, both soft and hard, aluminum, 
copper, and so forth, take their toll. 

All these special interests are old at the Government gume. 
Their creed is that government is to despoil the weak who can 
net defend themselves and the strong who are unwary. They 


use the tariff and taxation measures generally to mulct mil- 
lions wherever and whenever they ean. 

Who can say that the Aluminum Trust needed the additional 
tariff raise it got in 1921? It admitted in the congressional 
hearings that it is a complete monopoly in this country, but 
claimed that it is a “ benevolent trust.” 


It maneuvered a tariff 
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rai hoosted the prices 


irers, and pocketed millions on the graft. Its notion was just 
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essa 
immediately to automobile manufac: | 


| 
| 


ous, just as wrong, as that of oil was in paying $100,000 | 


i { 
But it is done within the law. 

{ attacked that action of aluminum and if TIT stay in Congress 

T will see that tariff rate put back where it belongs. The auto 

vanizations should help in that movement. 

“uo these sharks and swordfish are around is in keeping your 

ss peeled and using the weapons God gave you. Now let me 

recount somewhat in detail some of the high lights of the fight 

| how we won our contentions 


GETTING ATTENTION 
me of the most difficult things to do in Congress is to gel 
“tion. No matter how worthy the man, the measure, the 
movement, or the crusade all is impotent unless attention is | 
“ ‘nl 
i have heard old Members say, and it is set down in the 


(‘ONGRESSIONAL Recorb, particularly in the eulogies of deceased 
fembers, that some men have been there at least 10 years be- 
fore they could get an effective hearing. The House and Senate 

“af new Members as college men treat freshmen. They are 


te be seen but not heard, 


ibinet member to help make $100,000,000 out of Teapot | 


The only safety | 


fhe eight or nine powerful automotive associations have de- | . / 
| their support, then compromised with them and treated them 


clared from time to time in bulletins, letters, telegrams, and 
yuzine articles that I had the leadership in this fight both 
in the House and Senate; that [ brought the question to the 
fore, and that the victory would not have been won without 
That has also been stated in some newspapers, particu- 


some eastern in the great dailies of New York 


lu 


ilie’ 
ris 


City 


ones, US 
How did I get attention for this most worthy cause? Well, 
probably the most sensational way was by unconsciously start 
ing a terrific fracas on the floor of the House, featured by a 
couple of near fist fighis and the bandying of epithets, with 
personal and party feeling worked up to a furious pitch. That 
was the stormiest day of Congress in many years, that Febru- 
28, when the row over automobile reduction took place. 
One hundred and twenty Members swirled in the well of the 
House that day, most of them yelling angrily at the top of 
their voices. I velled as loud as, if not louder than, anybody 
there. One of my Democratic friends, mistaking something I 
said, threatened to knock my head off, and drew back his fist 
to do so. But luckily the fist was caught en route by our regu- 
lar leader, a stanch friend of mine, Fints Garrerr of Ten- 


nessee, 


ul 


the representatives of the automotive organizations were in 
the gallery and were much alarmed. They met me ua few 
moments after the fracas, white faced, and afraid that our 
cause had been ruined 

I told them not to worry; that it was but one stage in the 
development of the battle; that we were turning on the spigot 
of publicity; that we were telling the country that somebody 
was trying to fight for justice for 15,000,000 motorists who are 
voters; that a fracas or near fist fight is always sure shot for 
the front pages of newspapers. 

i told them a beautiful row like this would carry on the front 
page of every live newspaper in the country; that the press 
associations would carry it big and the special writers would 
feature it; and that there would probably be editorials and 
mavazine articles as an aftermath. 

These organization men had complained to me of the cost 
of stirring up their people back in the districts by telegrams, 
letters, bulletins, and traveling agents. 

Now, you are stirring them up in the easiest way,” I said. 
* You are getting a million dollars’ worth of attention and pub- 
licity for your cause, scot free, absolutely gratis. Fear not. 
We have too much support now in the House to lose our objec- 
tive. We are merely digging in, consolidating the ground we 
have taken, and will weaken the enemy with the propaganda 
that will come from back home as a result of this publicity.” 

The next day practically every paper in the country carried 
a story on the House fracas. The New York Times, quite gen- 
erally recognized as the brainiest and most capable news gath- 
erer of the country, broke out on the front page and devoted 
three and a half columns to that afternoon in the House. Other 
papers, according to their space and resources, carried it in less 
measure. Editorials also followed on the near fist fight of 
“Mustang Jack” and “Auto Bob.” Even stirring poetry was 
written on that row. 

But it would not be quite correct to overemphasize this 
fracas on the floor of the House as the crisis of the fight for 
auto-tax reduction. The basis for victory, for getting attention 
and favorable conviction of the minds of the House Members, 


| mittee of the House and 
| question, soon included several warm personal friends. 


ee 


| friends, 





LOSS9 


was deeper and more varied than that A more patient and 
sounder foundation was laid. More time, toil, and thought was 
expended than on that violent afternoon 
WHAT WON THE Fl 
If I were to enumerate quickly the elements of the auto tax 
victory, I would say these were: 
Friendship; automotive organizations; propaganda through 


the radio, newspapers, trade magazines, letters, telegrams, bul- 
letins, circular literature, display literature, cards, small and 
large maps, huge charts for the House and Senate floors ani 
committees; and party appeals 

Now let me try to make clear brietly 
above. 


what I mean by the 
In a campaign of this sort there can be no success without 
I think by far the greater part of the victory 
to my friends in Congress and in the automotive organizations 

I made friends among the Democratic and by 


patience, perseverance, persuasion, and above all, by the utmost 


foes 


leadet s 


persistence, I lined them up for the cause. The rank and file 
of my party fell in behind them. That was true of the House 
and Senate. 

I had a few friends on the Republican side. I made more 


I battered and pounded the opposing Republicans, stole away 


generously. 
That was how the victory 
victory for $25,000,000, 
Hlouse and Senate. 
few enemies behind. 
The Ways and 


made unanimous, for our 
estimated, was unanimous in the 
And we have left very few sore spots, very 


was 


as 


the 
which 


Committee, 
the one 


Means most 


handled 


powerful com 
the auto tax 
The xe 
in the 
made the 


So also 
They 


men did everything within reason to help me. 
Senate I had many warm, powerful friends 
fight a success there 

Many of these men had been in the House and knew me when 
I was in Washington before, and because of their merits had 
won promotion to the Senate 

If it had not been for the true friendship these men in the 
House and Senate bore, their ardent desire to grant me a favor 
and help me to reelection, I am absolutely confident we would 
not have won the recent fight. 

If it had not been for the friendship of the representatives 
of the automotive organizations, the fight would have been tre 
mendously handicapped. I had never seen any of them before 
December, but soon a warm friendship sprung up among us 
We developed the camaraderie, the morale which is necessary 
for any crusade of this sort. 

As for the third element, there is no more interesting phase 
of politics to-day than that of propaganda. The war made it 
popular, for the propaganda of the Germans, British, and 
other governments of the war awakened thoughtful men every- 
where. The Red Cross, Y. M. C. A., Liberty loan manzgers, 
Knights of Columbus all used propaganda to raise their funds 
and swing public opinion, 

There was good and bad propaganda. A few years ago I insti- 
tuted a great propaganda drive to boost the University of Michi- 
gan, and it was very successful. The most carefully planned, 
most expensive, and widespread propaganda ever run in this 
country was the propaganda for the Mellon plan. 

It was astoundingly successful throughout the country, and 


the country was sold on the plan. But the very methods of 
the propaganda defeated the cause it aimed to win. Con- 
gress was disgusted with the methods used to put over a 


plan very hard for the average person to understand, and became 
very suspicious of the source and motives of the men behind 
the propaganda. When the final votes were taken only 2 
Senators out of 96 in the Senate voted for the Mellon plan. 
Six yoted against the revenue measure adopted, and which 
repudiated the Mellon plan, but of these six Senators four 
voted against the plan finally made law because it did not 
go far enough away from the Mellon plan. In tke House only 
9 out of 435 Members voted against the revenue measure 
adopted and for the Mellon plan. 
Well, what the Mellon plan was 
ficiency our automobile propaganda thrown on the country 
and on the House was not. That is sufficient. We had a 
careful system of propaganda, worked it to a peak, both in the 
House and Senate, held the interest long enough to put over 
the knock-out, and then receded. I have been in many propa- 
ganda campaigns, but have seen few worked more cleverly 
or to better advantage than the automotive drive. Many 


in crudeness and inef- 


Senators and Congressmen say the same. 











10890 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


D RA F : 

A r the party plea they were effectual with all three 
I ] Owe? the Democrats that we had an opportunity 
to t _ a ntuge of the blunder 1 é the Reyfublican 
0 uird in arousi the } ity < 15,000,000 voters. The 
Democratic leaders gave me the courtesy of addressing the 
rank and file in 1s With 1 maps and charts 
I took full advanta of that opportunity and made scores of 
votes there; in fact sewed up the party pretty well, and that 
party had 210 votes in the House, 

I showed them that under their recent great leader, Claude 
Kitchin recent campaign chairman, Frank Doremus, 
When the Democratic Party had taken a stand 
taxes from 1911 to 1917. I showed 
th Democrats had been the patron of good roads 
in the country and had founded the good-roxds division in 
1 hederal Government under President Wilson. The Demo- 
‘ c Party did that, and it is written into the CONGRESSIONAL 
ince by 1 number of our leaders That party may soon 
\ ull branches of the Government in the fall electiops, 
Then its friendship will be vital. It is quite so now. 

I i mmon worl end in taxati ter in using 

e Gove K in various Ways. For inst I supported 

OOO item in the Bureau of Standards, one of the finest 
lal i ( n the world, to help develop automotive 
‘ e t of profound studies and experiments. 

THE RIGHT THING TO DY 

Ifenry Ford told me at a football game at the University of 
M n last fall, in one of his serious moments: 

fhe main thing in life Is to find out the ri thing to do in any case. 

That was a very profound thought—not what is the easiest 
thing to do, the most selfish, or the most sensational—just the 
riciit thing; then go ahead and do it though the heavens fall. 

The right thing for the automotive industry and its various 
organizations to do is to protect the industry, and above all its 


customers, from hostile governmental action, from greedy, un- 
serupulous interests which have been using government to 
despoil: then on the converse side use government to develop 
the industry by good roads, fair shipping rates, scientific 
bureaus, and the passage of laws for the general good of the 
industry. 

The automobile 
own, in politics 


is inevitably, and through no choice of its 
In fact, it has been for some time. But now 


it is conscious of how much it has been losing through politics, 
and how much it may gain. Why not make the most of it? 
THE MELLON PLAN 


A strange mania, a wild obsession, seized the business world 
Inst December when Congress went into session. Big and little 
men went fairly frantic over their fears and hopes. 
The Mellon plan was the cause. If the Mellon plan was not 
adopted without the crossing of a “t” or the dotting of an “i,” 
all was lost. Factories would close, banks would break, bread 
lines would form. Disaster and gaunt famine would stalk a 
theretofore fair and prosperous land. 

ror 10 days Congress was swept off its feet, for the eountry 
was absolutely solid on the Mellon plan. It was a bold politician 
who dared to raise his voice against the Mellon plan. Since 
then Mellon plan has been absolutely repudiated by the 
Congress; and the President, a sled-length backer of the plan, 
accepted its repudiation by approving it with his signature. 

In the Senate, well stocked with conservative and old guard 
Senators, only two Senators out of a total membership of 96 
stuck to the end for the Mellon plan and voted against the Sim- 
mons plan which repudiated it. Six Senators in all voted 
acainst the Simmons plan, but four of these six were Farmer- 
Laborities or Progressive Republicans who thought the Sim- 
mons plan did not go far enough against the Mellon plan. 

In the House, only 9 out of 485 Congressmen voted against 
the plan which repudiated the Mellon plan, and some of these 
9 said they voted against the victorious plan because they 
did not like certain incidentals such as publicity of the amount 
of tax paid by ineome-tax payers which was a check against 
d ai ing of taxes. The publicity did not provide 
for revealing the details of a man’s business or private fortune. 
The proposed publicity had been found helpful in some States 
in getting tax dodgers to stop falsifying their tax returns. 

Now, why this most astounding debacle of the Mellon plan 
in the morning marching proudly and confidently to anticipated 
victory, with banners flying and all hands gaily chanting; and 
in the afternoon a thing of rags and tatters, overwhelmingly 
defeated and in utter rout, with but a seant few of the rear 


business 


he 


frau d the dodg 
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guard making a dodging, running resistance? What of 
old guard, whose only claim to respect was that it knew lx 
to die? 

The old guard dies, but never surrenders, 

Well, some of the old guard say their attack was “ sei 
tific,” and the battle must be fought over again this fall. wi 
the people deciding instead of Congress, which does not fig 
on “scientific” lines. But science never fails, the old gua 
Says. 

In just what respect was the Mellen plan “ scientific’ 
received about 400 telegrams and letters from a big busi: 
city of a million and a half people asking me to stick for 
Mellon plan because it was “scientific” and would save 
business world of the country. Just then the country 
having its greatest prosperity. 

‘These 400 were the result of an intensive propaganda, « 
fully thought out and planned many months ahead, in w! 
practically all of the million and a half of Detroit were soli 
to write or wire me. ‘Che moving-picture houses asked 1 
patrons to write me; great business organizations of teus « 
thousands of members were asked to write or wire me: e1 
ployers asked their employees to do the same. 

But only 400 fell for the propaganda. They sent me 
cular letters or telegrams already prepared for them, or t 
varied the forms slightly, or they advanced their furth: 
thought on the subject. 

I received most of these letters or telegrams before 


Mellon plun was known. It could not possibly be known, f 
the bill was not printed; and despite the most desperate effort 
of Senators and Congressmen to get a copy of it at the tiny 
their mail was being swelled by the propaganda they failed. 

linally it came out, and contained 344 pages of highly te 
nical language. I had been a tax expert of some experienc 
for I had been through the revisions of the Wilson adminis 
tration. I had also been United States customs appraiser « 
Michigan for five and a half’ years, interpreting taxes to t! 
people. But I did not get the full meaning of the Mellon pla) 
at first. 

For two months the House Ways and Means Committee we) 
at it with detailed hearings, and then the Senate Finance 
Committee went at it. After four or five months the truth was 
quite clear. It was diflicult for opponents of the Mellon pla: 
to get figures and statistics from the Treasury Department 
But tax experts were consulted. Also many Congressmen ani 
Senators are tax experts of from 10 to 25 years’ experience ir 
framing tax laws and in digesting nearly everything of not 
written on tax theory and science and practice. 

Well, briefly, the Mellon plan meant that the very rich shou! 
get a 50 per cent reduction of their taxes and that the middl 
and lower classes of people should get a 25 per cent redu 
tion. It meant that six very rich men, of whom Mr. Mellon w 
one, should get twice as much tax relief as 1,000,000 oth¢ 
income-tax payers of the country. 

Is there any wonder that the Republicans themselves refuse 
to stand for it? The theory of the income tax which is adopte 
in all the largely civilized countries of the world is that thos 
who have the ability to pay taxes shall pay the larger portio: 
of them. That is the theory adopted in this country aft 
many years of intensive debate. The Supreme Court passed o: 
the question a couple of times. It is provided for in an amend 
ment to the Constitution. It is recognized universally as just 
and fair. Only a very few rich men, getting their enormous 
fortunes from organized society and protected in holding then 
by organized society, try to fight the principle of the income tax 

It is recognized that a laborer with six children must s 
some of those children go without some of the necessities of 
life, as food or shoes or clothing or fuel, if he is taxed severely 
by the income tax. Every single dollar counts. It is incon- 
ceivable that a multimillionaire or his children should go wit! 
out the necessities of life if he pays the taxes called for in this 
country. 

But the Mellon plan provided that these who could afford t 
pay should have their taxes cut in half and the poorer peopl 
should get only a quarter reduction. That was why the leader 
of the Republicans in the House, Representative Nicnonas 
LonGworrs, refused to support the Mellon plan. That was why 
the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee fought the 
Mellon plan. That was why one Republican leader after an- 
other in the House and Senate split their party and faced polit- 
ical ruin. Nobody ever accused them before of disloyalty to 
their party. But the MeHon plan was too raw, too hard-boiled, 
too selfish. It would get through to the people eventually, and 
then the party would be ruined anyway. 
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the Fordney-McCumber tariff was raw and hard-boiled and 
put over when the Republicans had an enormous majority 






e House and Senate in 1921 and had carried the White 
jouse by 7,000,000. But the Republican Party lost the House 
Senate immediately in 1922 largely because of the Fordney- 
imber tariff and the double-crossing on the bonus. The 
had promised the bonus in the elections of 1920, from 
esident Harding down, and had then double-erossed. That | 
an effect, but the Fordney-McCumber tariff was the big | 
in that tariff law the Republicans of the House and Senate | 
seen Mr. Mellon’s aluminum trust, the Aluminum Co. of | 
ea, which admitted in the hearings that it was a complete | 
poly, write a plank which raised the price of aluminum to 
usumers of the United States and took an enormous toll | 
riff t. | 
ey did not have so very much confidence in the altruism 
ir. Mel motives, and they did not believe the prepaganda 
Mr. Melion was sacrificing a whole lot by ¢ g into poli- | 
I believe, in fact, that no American, living or dead, a! a] 
nin the world’s history has made more mo indirectly 
of participation in politics than Mr. Mellon. And lhe also 
stood for multimillionaires of his class making movey out | 
olities, out of the tariff id of taxation 
riefly, the plan which repudiated the Mellon plan in tl 
se and Senate and became law meant uch to the ve 
sons who write me from Detroit. 
It meant a reduction of about twenty-five millions in aute 
ve taxes. These taxes are on the motorists of the country 
owners Of trucks and autos in 


on the 200,000 and over 


oit. They are a millstone on the neck of the automotive 
ustry, which has made Detroit's prosperity and benefited 


’ 


rhe 


machines 


Theasure. 


their 


iesser 


on 


l re | roit 
country 


irger 
$450,000, 000 


in 
pay 


resident of or 


orists of the 


one in Federal, State, county, city, and so forth, taxes. There 
: burden of over one billion and a quarter dollars on the 
utos new running in the country in these taxes alone. 


Yet Mr. Mellon said the auto taxes should not be decreased 
ut should be increased. He believes in a sales tax to help him 
ud his class escape the income taxes. He and his kind have | 
chemed to break down the income taxes and substitute the 
sales tax, whieh would be a great burden to the poor. All the 


arm organizations and the American Federation of Labor are 


itterly Opposed to the sales tax. Mr. Mellon wants it badly, 
ind he wants the auto “soaked” because it is a luxury, he 
ays, Which is untrue. The railroads want the taxes increased | 
on autos because they compete with the railroads in hauling | 
passengers und freight. Mr. Mellon is the best booster the 


railroads have in this eountry. 

I had the leadership in the fight for the automotive industry 
in hoth the House and Senate, according the auto maga- 
zines and organizations. It was rather peculiar wit and humor 
for Detroiters who made their fortunes out of the automotive | 
industry, directly or indirectly, to send me letters and tele- | 
grams to suppert Mr. Mellon and his plan, which was “ soak- 
ing” Detroit. Some of them got real ugly about it, too. 

None of them circularized me to save Detroit or the auto- 
motive industry or the motorists. None of them wrote me letters 


Lo 


ie 


or telegrams to that effect. That was my own fight, with my 
back to the wall, against Mr. Mellon and his gang in the 


Liouse and Senate. 
They were all for tax reduction, but none of them wrote or 
: ° : ‘1 > 
vired me when I fought against the Anti-Saloon League crowd 


ia 


Increasing their raids on the Federal Treasury 600 per cent 
in a tax-reduction year. The Anti-Saloon League fellows got 
nine millions plus last year, and this year they asked for 
$53,000,000. We fought them down to $35,000,000 or there- 


abouts, but it was not the Mellon boys who helped. 
250,147 


rhe Mellon plan meant in Michigan that of the 
neome-tax payers in Michigan 174 very rich men would get | 
much more benefit than the other 249,973 taxpayers. The plan | 


which was adopted gave a 25 per cent reduction on last year’s 


taxes to both the rich and poor and also the middle classes. 
It provided also for a general tax reduction on this year’s 
taxes of 50 per cent on all but the very rich. The latter it 
gives a 20 per cent reduction. 

What is the matter with that plan? Oh, it is not “ scien- 
tific.” The word “ scientific’ intimates a great mystery in 
taxation. Some say the very rich will make the poor pay 
their taxes for them by incidence, by increasing the cost of 

hat the poor buy. But the very rich can not do that fully 
and in all cases. That was why they were for the “ scientific ” 
Mellon plan. 

The nub of the whole tax problem is this: The State and 
State units make the people pay much more taxes than the | 





SS 


RECORD—IOUSE 











Federal Government does. Also c f t ! 
levied by Congress is war taxation. W«* y the $20.00 
000,000 debt arising from the Great W WW tl ISO Da 
the three or four billion dollar adjusted com or bonus 
obligation, which was very clearly a w t our 
Civil War pension bill of many billion 3a rf 

Now, who is going to pay this \ tv-four f ir 
debt? The Mellon plan said the very rich ust ir 
fair r Congress almost lar usly sais e \ 
must That is the nub 

EI ty cents ut ee } 1 r ate ( 
this ir goes to pa ha Pas ; 
against ure wars in he m < ms ie 
Army and Navy. 

Congress is abused for the t b but ] 
chief abuse. So should the ; ’ ‘ 
gress does sper SOT monev wv ; he ' 
but it is \ s | ir ! : 

Now, Mr M e } we ] ayy} 
adjusted-cor t mn bt ’ ( : Hien 
campaign 1 iM he ! ) wi o } 3 
was promised by ned W ( I nd writter 
into the R m ina ri pla 

feornrated a ove ‘ hy Rte } 0 t } 
I se tO pa by f he } sy n pow 
‘I Iso pointed out that W Vi nw M ! > 
the » = 

Renre ntat e TLAGtAl ~ @ New Ve iid the flo 
of the House this session rat vn ‘ these 1 ! 
orator and that he was instrneted bv ti Renublican ean 
palgn ttee to promise all Ayr in Tegion men f! 
bonus Hle said ee nittee paid er) expenses 

Senator Fess, of O aiso said the bor is plainly prom 
sed] The party got a T.000.000 matority ns v on that issue 
and then Mr. Mellon repudiated, in some measure, their plank 
A number of persons of Detroit who voted for that 1 m0 plat 
form and candidate have written me that they are avrainst 
the bonus. They repudiated their votes of 1920, which was 
easy for them, because they are not in publie life. 

One of the planks of my platform in 1922 when I ran fom 
Congress declared for the bonus or adjusted compensation as 
a matter of justice to the men who saerifieed their time and 
their sataries in the Great War [ conld net repudiate that 
pledge, and L did not I voted for adjusted compensation and 
supperted it 

Washington, Lincoln, Sheridan, Sherman, and many of our 
finest patriots. statesmen, and generals were eager to get the 
bonus their country gave them I do not think they commer 
cialized their pati suv any more than the men of the Great 
War do to-day by accepting a bonus. 

CHILD 1 \ MENDMENT 

Mr. WARD of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, IT was disabled 
from sickness to attend the general debate on the resolution 
to submit the child labor constitutional amendment. and be 
cause it is still, if only nominally, a pending question until the 
legislatures of the States act upon it I avail myself of the 
privilege of extension in the Recorp. If I had heen here, | 
would only have been numbered with those who spoke to no 
effect and stood with earnest souls before the fatal steam 
roller. It was originated and kept in agitation by impulses 
and emotions and self-trained Opinions OL government that in 
modern polities do not step nor halt for opposition, but simply 
characterize the Oppos on ! | oe if i | keeping up 
the swell of inere ne self-exaliation rolls o to its ap 
pointed end. It di originate, in ypinior na fa 
understanding of our theory of gove ent | n a rect 
estimate ts appli mn ) i r ¢ nditions 
in all parts of the country. 

But no wit, nor wisdem, 1 rena nor ti<n 
of political doctrine, m g lL } const 
tutional principle can ‘ } ) mre 3 of this 
and ki lred r } ‘ t] iZelves ith the a 
sumption of Der morality, hu rianism, and righteou 
ness, ll to their support ecclesiasti nd minine zeal, and 
start o on t political c1 les to eaptu the devil i 
put him in chains | force f constitutions and statutes, 

By more than a two-thirds vote of h blouses of this C 
gress an amendment to the Constitutik has heen submitted to 
the States for ratification, short and simple in its vr It 
simply says that “the Congress shall have power to regulate 
limit, and prohibit the labor of persons under 1! irs of age 
If ratified, Congress may by law say to a boy « \7 year 
11 months, and 20 days old, “* You 1 do no work”; and 

P i 
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sl ep er to Sa to the parent or person in loco 
parenti ‘You shall not let him or her work.” In most of 
thre ‘ vet rese ing o themselves the right to regulate 
! the girl n marry with the consent of the parent 
! parent may as freely grant that consent—at 16. This 
i e law of my own good State In the undisturbed harmony 
of nature she will be a mother certainly once and not improp 
Cl Wik before e at ns f libe y, u ider the new Con 
stitution, f¢ Poor father! Poor baby! Wife and 
mother under re Lint of a Federal officer against the right to 
vor] Do T suppose an extreme case? “ Extreme cases are the 
quicksand thie \ and lawmakers should avoid quick- 
u The case I | is squarely and reasonably and very 
] | hin the purview of this proposed Constitution. 
( shall have power to prohibit the labor of persons 
uncle Of course, such a law is only made in such a case 
t e contemned and disregarded. It operates, of necessity, 
( ly upon the child doing the work as well as upon the 
parent or ei ployer or person lb control Nobody in such a 
cause would regard it. Dut disregarded constitutions and laws 
are not promotive of the public good. They have less force of 
morality in them when contemptuously breached than may 


he pointed out by the moralist in the conditions referred to in 
the for support of this resolution. 

Will the enabling act go to the extent of the granted power? 
This question may yet be open to controversy and will be kept 
open pending the ratification. Only such instances as are above 
suggested will be persistently met by the contention that the 
Congress will not go that far, but will introduce exceptions and 
qualifications in the enabling act. contentions are of 
doubtful sincerity. They are not to be taken as based on an 
intelligent knowledge of congressional psychology. They are 
not supported by the history of congressional action in such 
instances in the past. <A large and intelligent class have 
believed and still insist that the last time Congress was privi- 
leged to write an enabling statute based on a constitutional 
amendment it went beyond, rather than stopped within, the 
limits of granted powers. Legal controversies have not stopped 
in the test of that question, although six years have passed 
since the act was written. It is not in keeping with the natural 
tendency of legislative bodies writing a statute in pursuance 
of express constitutional mandate to leave well-defined author- 
ity unexercised and unasserted. The tendency is the other 
way. Besides, no student of affairs, no observant person, can 
doubt for a moment that this enabling act will be written by 
the same hand that wrote the amendment, guided by the same 
genius for suggestions of legal restrictions, the application of 
these restrictions to individual life and conduct, and the cer- 
tain and unfailing prescription of Draconian penalties by which 
to lash the failing wretch into obedience. 

The facts are, Mr. Speaker, this enabling act is already writ- 
ten. It now on the files of some secretary or president of 
some of the various politico-social organizations that continue 


nearings 


These 


is 


to keep up agitation for new laws to better social conditions as | 


they see them. Let no one imagine for a moment that these 
proposed laws recently so numerous and persistent at the doors 
of Congress, coming from every source of social agitation and 
from innumerable organizations of a mixed social and political 
kind, are written in the first instance by Members of Congress, 
They are brought here in perfect form, no “t” uncrossed nor 
“i” undotted, and the enabling act to put in force this amend- 
ment is in the files of some man or woman to-day who has 
never been and probably never will be a Member of Congress, 
awaiting only the jacket of the Congressman to be selected to 
introduce it. 

If this is taken as an assumption, let us examine the facts as 
to the attitude of the proponents as this amendment went swing- 
ing through the House and Senate. Numerous proposals for 
amendment and modification were made, supported by the most 
earnest aud eloquent effort. In the beginning these efforts were 
met on the floor of the House by the words sent around, “ Do not 
commerce to change it now; if you let them start that, they will 
destroy it. The proponents of this measure want it as it is or 
not at all.” That is accurate quotation. 

Will the enabling act exempt farm labor? Look at the Recorp 
and see what the vote was on the amendment proposed to make 
that exception in the text of the constitutional amendment itself. 
The vote was not materially different from the final vote on the 
passage of the measure. Exactly this amendment was proposed 
in both Houses and the proponents stood like Jackson at Ma- 
nassas. I listened to Senator Reep put a clear, strong instance 
of its possible application to farm life in support of his proposed 
amendment. I felt like IT could improve upon the illustration 
and multiply it many times—perhaps because I have an advan- 
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tage over Senator Reep in familiarity with farm life and 
unlimited trials, “ dangers, toils, and snares ’"—but it was I 
and strong, and it made no impression outside the line-up 
say now, without the slightest doubt, that if and when the le: 
latures ratify this amendment the Congress, under 
stimulation that evolved it, will write statute whose wi 
will attempt to suggest that a fine, healthy, romping farm boy 
17 years old may sit in the shade and eat green apples all d 
or loiter around the swimming hole, and look on the fath« 
the sun at the end of a 6-foot helve as he digs and prays 
his daily bread. In discussions of this possibility I have he 
the answer made that the country boy or girl was as much ¢) 
titled to the protection of the law as a city boy. : 

The legislatures will be unable to qualify the provisions 
the amendment. They must take it or leave it exactly as 
find it. They must grant this unlimited power to the Fed 
Government to enter into the private personal affairs of eve; 
day life ar withhold it in toto. 

Returning to the question what may be expected of t) 
Congress that passes the enabling act: Efforts were made on ft); 
floor of both Houses to reduce the age to 14, then to 16. thi 
to 17. No variance in the vote. “The proponents of t! 
measure demand it as it is. If you let them commence 
amend it, it will not be acceptable to them.” 

Here, Mr. Speaker, is concretely presented a fair illustratio, 
of why this law ought not to be put into the Constitution o: 
the Federal Government, and why it should be left to the Stat: 
as their internal domestic affair; laws can not well be enact: 
and enforced that apply differently to various classes within 
scope. 


the 
a 


Uniformity of application and of enforcement is nearly 
essential to the successful administration of any law. ‘The 
Federal Government embraces 48 States of popular occupations 
and environments and social and industrial conditions so 
varied and so distantly opposite that the difficulty is at once 
appreciated of writing a Constitution with a sufficient variety 
of application to affect differently and appropriately all these 
varied interests and conditions; therefore, the proponents find- 
ing themselves unable to adopt a general law to such distant 
and divergent interests reject all suggestions of adaptation, turn 
away from the task, and sighting the main object of the ob 
jective “ wade on through slaughter to a throne.” This is not 
necessary. The necessity is removed by the very form of our 
Federal compact presenting 48 independent States possessing in 
themselves the power to make laws in neither of which is nearly 
so much variety of interest as in the whole, and in each of 
which a condition may be found different to that in any other 
In my own good State this question of child labor has been 
most diligently studied and its problem worked out. It 
there well recognized that intelligent guardianship of child life 
at work and play at home and abroad is of immense importanc: 
and expensive agencies of State government and social develop 
ment are effectively employed in child culture. Its people are 
satisfied except such of them who, seeking an opportunity to 
advance a social reform, want to extend the force of their 
opinions to the citizenship of distant States with whose life 
problems and conditions they have had no contact and know 
nothing except by appeals of mercy and merely asserted hu- 
manitarianism vehemently advocated by social reformers. It 
is best that the matter rest with the States where the wise 
builders of the Government left it. 

Mr. Speaker, it does not conduce to the public good in any 
way; it does not stimulate patriotism nor regard for laws to 
command by the power of the Government a prescribed line of 
personal conduct and habits of life, affirmatively, and the sub- 
stitution of Government control for parental discretion and 
authority is likely to prove disruptive of the peace and good 
order of society. <A line of conduct or a custom of life may be 
well adapted to the State of Georgia and all out of keeping 
with the State of Maine. Applying the conditions of child 
labor to factory labor only, which is its most necessary ot 
jective, it does not even follow, and is not probably so, that 
a factory in Maine is a factory in Georgia. In one State it 
would operate with doors and windows locked airtight and in 
another the balmy air and health-giving sunshine float every 
germ away and give life and health to every lung. But the 
percentage of different occupations vary so materially that a 
law that aims at the greatest good to the greatest number can 
not fit both alike. Let Maine therefore have hers and Georgia 
hers. There is just as much wisdom, morality, and parental 
eare in either of their governments as in the Federal Govern- 
ment. For what were these States left in their separate ex- 
istence? What reason can either give for its separate sov- 


Is 


ereignty if they may not prescribe domestic laws for its own 
people? 
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i have heard no answer to these questions better than that 


“some will and some will not and all ought to, and there | “It costs nothing. 


ne place to go to compel them all to fall in line—that is 

the head of that governnient that has the power to command 
all.” The propaganda behind this preposition, so far as 
my own scrap basket has experienced, has mostly proceeded 
from religious and 
name Christian civilization. In this name most agita- 

ns can conquer, and certainly onght to if the cause is wise 


ym 


of mn 


efticient in its adaptation and fitted to the psychology of 
s objective. 
Religiows and social advancement organizations are well 


ered and have lofty and righteous purposes, but are not 
best judges of governmental policies. Governmental poli- 


and church policies and those of social-advancement socie- 


are not alike in the psychology of adaptation. History is 
witness, and its evidence can not be disputed. If this were 
so, the union of church and state would have been a suc- 


rather than a 
repugnant to 
irch control of 


i the faith was 


failure. But the faets are that nothing is 
prevailing political sentiment in America. 
governmental polices was tested in days 
as firmly and intelligently held as now, and 
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social organizations acting collectively im | 


ips more so. It was tested in the days when the trial of 

ys for heresy and the rending asunder of churches 

heterodoxy was less frequent and less pronounced than | 
So that it is certain that the sure way to enforce 


initarianism is not 
ules and constitutions. 

Mr. Speaker, this amendment proposed is as inadaptable to 
the South as was the fifteenth amendment. And here, sir, 

roof by illustration, “ strong as proof of Holy Writ,” that the 
success and wisdom of a law is a question of adaptation and of 
psychology and not of charity or morality. The charity and 
inorality behind the antislavery agitation was as irresistible as 
an avalanche, and so zealous that after the objective wns at- 
tained it was deemed necessary by the same forces that pro- 
moted it to make it perfect and complete in its broad humani- 
tarian hepes and aspirations. To that end a constitutional 
amendment was preposed. It took on the attributes of divinity 
and clothed itself in the shining garments ef charity and right- 
eousness and, calling on God, started on its rushing, invincible, 
irresistible march, It wrote its constitution, and there is not 
to-day, after 58 years of its trial, a respectable school of senti- 
ment in America that does net knew and generally admit that 
its enforcement would have utterly destroyed what was as fine 
a civilization as the world ever knew. That civilization, Mr. 
Speaker, has preserved itself agaimst the mandates of this con- 


by governmental command 


stitutional amendment by its own inherent ingenuity and 
character, and the fountains of such resourees have not yet 


dried up. Law and the agencies of its enforcement are far 
from omnipotent. Their strength is not in their conscience but 
in their Judgment ; their success is in their adaptation to natural 
law and to neeessity of enforcement as seen and understood 
by inherent popular conceptions of the public good. 

This proposed amendment has no such necessity as justifies 
so wide departure from the time-honored policy of this Govern- 
ment as that of putting Federal enforcement officers in author- 
ity over parental control and advice or over the independent 
action of persons 17 years old as to whether they shall do any 
work, 
work is a source of danger and of harm rather than of 
strength and success. That improper and harmful conditiens 
of child servitude have been discovered I do not doubt. But 
they are not beyond the reach of social and religious perswa- 
sion, teaching, and education; and if persuasion and teaching 
were as popular in these recent times with religious and social 
advaneement erganizations as are criminal statutes and penal- 
ties it would not have received 30 per cent of the vote of the 
Congress; it would never have been proposed. But criminal 
laws still seem to grow in their popularity, especially with the 
churches and their auxiliaries, and Draco’s altar is the favorite 
shrine in the temple of Jesus. There was a period of Roman 
history when an officer known as the lictor was armed by the 
legal authority with a staff to which was nailed a leather strap 
about 2 feet long. With this he went about among the dis- 
orderly, and when he saw disorder he applied his strap at once 
and upon the spot. Sure as fate our drift is in that direction. 
Tiow much further it will go is yet unseen. How well its con- 
ceptions of rule and regulation of personal conduct will work 
out a happier and better condition I am afraid will appear 
onty too certainly before it has advanced much further. Just 
what the total size and strength of the Federal army of law- 
enforcement officers will be when this amendment has called for 
its necessary share has not been fully appraised. It is appal- 
ling to contemplate. That army will cost its hundreds of mil- 


It is false and hurtful im its suggestion te children that | oom an 
i' a tax on 


hu- | 
through stat- | 


is | 


| millions of dollars, the 





lions, but when that point is made a 
The Government 


imst if, 


Lyraco 


back 


answers, 
” 


got it in penalt 


The answer and every man who makes it are contemptible 
unworthy of respectful recognition. 

Mr. Speaker, the need of the hour is less Government: fewer 
laws and better laws; fewer officers id better officer yore 
natural human rights, safeguarded and cultured by | ud, 
tolerant spirit that forgives rather than condem t r 
suades rather than commands, that Is humble rather thar if 
righteous, and that knows how to resort to some other source 
for strength to improve the conduct of others than the arm of a 
criminal judge. 

TAX REFORM 

Mr. HILL of Washington. Mr. Speaker, the big tax is the 
tariff tax and the consumer pays it. The a int of revenue 
collected by the Government under the present tariff law is 
about $550,000,000 a year, but this does not measure the burden 
of the tariff tax to the American people The Fair Tariff 
League, an association composed largely of Republicans who 
believe in reasonable protection, makes eT oWlng statement: 


The tariff is a tax. It differs 


from most taxes in being indirect. 
Three-fourths of tariff taxes go. not to the Go vent but to private 
tax gatherers in their price advances, severery felt but not seen. The 
present tariff tax increases the cost of living to the American people 
some $5,000,000,000, and accounts for the stagvering profits recently 


declared by its principal beneficiaries, who have drained the pockets of 


the consumers with small incomes. 


In the recent “ hue and cry ” for the Mellon plan of tax redue- 
tion which was raised, paid for, and carried to every home in 
America by “big business” through paid propaganda costing 

heaviest of all tax burdens, namely, that 
of the tariff, was completely ignored. The reasons for this are 
obvious. “ Big profits by the tariff and bears little 
of the burdens thereof. For every dollar of revenue the Gov- 
ernment receives from the tariff tax “big business” receives 
about $9 under the protection which the tariff tax affords. 

Tariff t unlike taxes, are all passed on to the 
consumer and are paid by him. And in the “ passing” process 
the tariff taxes with the middlemen’s percentages of profits 
added thereto ¢ doubled by the time they reach the consumer, 

Under the revenue law of 1921 there was collected for thea 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1923, $2,280,117,117.73. All of this 
money went into the Treasury of the United States Government. 
Of that total amount $1,691,089,534.56 was derived from tax on 
incomes. 

The existing tariff laws for the same period of time cast a 
burden upon the people of this country of four to five billions 


siness ”’ 


a 
h 


iXxes, income 


ire 
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of dollars in increased cost of living, and of that enormous 
amount only about $550,000,000 went into the United States 


Treasury. The remainder 
tariff beneficiaries 

The burden of income taxes is the least 
taxes of being passed on, and 


of it went into the pockets of tha 


capable of that of all 
it therefore becomes localized 
largely upon the person against whose income it is originally 
levied. 

The tariff burden is passed on to the consumer. Only a small 
part of the income-tax burden can be passed on to the consumer. 

The millionaires and multimillionaires have always opposed 
incomes, and a tax on incomes based on a progres- 
sively increasing scale has been and is especially obnoxious to 
them. They would have little objection to such tax if it were 
possible to pass the burden thereof to some one else, as, for in- 
stance, a tariff tax is passed on by adding it to the price of 
merchandise; for, in that event, the burden of an income tax 
might be converted into an asset through the collection back 
of the amount of the Income tax plus a profit thereon. The re- 
cipients of large incomes can not, however, shift the burden 
of taxes thereon, and that is why they are so strenuously op- 
posed to such taxes but so loud in their praises of the tariff 
taxes that impose almost intolerable burdens upon the great 
massés of the people. 

Tax reduction means to the millionaire reduction of the tax 
he can not dodge and has to pay. It means the reduetion of 
taxes on incomes. The tariff tax is not his burden. That is the 
burden of the common people and brings big profits to big busli- 
ness, which to his way of thinking is the primary purpose for 
which governments are instituted. 

Mr. Andrew Mellon, the Secretary of the Treasury, is re- 
puted to count his annual income by the millions. It is both 
natural and logical that he should have the millionaire’s view- 
point relative to the placing of the burden of taxes, and that 
he has such viewpoint is conclusively shown by his plan of 
tax reduction or tax refotm—as the administration chooses to 
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the Mellon plan. 
h constitute the great 


This plan ignored the 


turiff tuxes whie burden of the American 


people dl presented under the much-heralded guise of scien- 
tific tax revision the proposal to cut surtaxes 50 per cent and 
normal taxes 25 per cent. In other words, the Mellon plan 
was presented and intended primarily for the relief of those 
who have large incomes and who are not only amply able to pay 
but should be required to pay taxes on their incomes in pro- 


portion to their ability so to do. Mr. Mellon’s idea of scientific 
lax revision seems to be to cut surtaxes 50 per cent or more. 
In the preceding Congress he presented another so-called 
cientifie tax-revision scheme. At that time the maximum sur- 
tux rate was 65 per cent and he proposed to reduce that maxi- 
mum rate to $2 per cent, a cut of a little more than 50 per cent, 
and to repeal the excess-profits tax. The Congress at that ses- 
on reduced the maximum rate of surtaxes from 65 per cent to 


) per cent and repealed the excess-profits tax, thereby reliey- 
ing the big rich and big business of a half billion dollars a year 
in taxes. During the same session of Congress the Fordney- 


MeCumber Tariff Act was passed, greatly increasing the burden 
of the consumers of the country. ‘There is no record of a pro- 
test by Mr. Mellon against the tariff rates therein. On the 
other hand, it is freely asserted that he is a beneficiary there- 
under through the increase of tariff rates on aluminum ware. 

At the recent of Mr. Mellon’s idea of sci- 
entific tax revision still being that of a 50 per cent reduction 
of surtaxes, he demanded that Congress cut the maximum sur- 
rate from 50 per cent to 25 per cent. But not one sugges- 
from him or the administration in power that there 
be a revision downward of the tariff schedules. 
arguments were employed by the pro- 
advocates of the Mellon plan in the effort to 


session Congress, 


tax 
tion came 
sh vuld 

Numerous 
and 


specious 
ponents ot 
force its acceptance by the country and the Congress 
panacea for all the economic ills of taxation. It was 
ontended that by reducing surtaxes 50 per cent more money 
would be available for capital investments, industrial securities, 
and forth: but the business annals disclose that there has 
been no retardation of such investments. It was also argued 
that such a reduction of surtaxes would turn capital from in- 
vestments in tax-exempt securities into the channels of business 
etiy but the only way to prevent the buying of tax- 
inpt securities is to stop their issuance. 


eure ol 


as the 


So 


ities ; 


Che Mellon plan would have reduced income and excise taxes 
to the extent of about $339,000,000. This reduction would have 
been decidedly in favor of the large taxpayer, since, under the 
Mellon plan, there would be a reduction of 50 per cent in sur- 
tuxes plus 25 per cent on normal taxes on the large incomes, as 
against a reduction of 25 per cent of the taxes on incomes sub- 
ject to normal tax only. The Mellon plan was the scheme of 
the rich man to reduce his own taxes, and the rich man spent 
millions of dollars in propaganda to make the people believe 
it was the only scheme for tax reduction. The Mellon plan at 
no time had ua chance to become law. It was so obviously a tax 
evasion in the interest of the millionaires that there 
was at all times a safe majority of Republicans against it and 
the Democrats were practically solidly against it. Every Mem- 
ber of Congress who represented the interests of the people as a 
whole voted against the Mellon plan. Only the recipients of 
large incomes and their paid or deluded propagandists felt ag- 
grieved at its defeat. 

But a tax reduction bill was passed, carrying a reduced sur- 
tax rate on incomes over $10,000 and graduated up to a maxi- 
mum surtax rate of 40 per cent on incomes in excess of $500,000 
and greatly reduced normal tax rates. This bill was passed by 
an overwhelming vote, both in the House and Senate, and was 
reluctantly signed by the President. 

It a greater reduction of taxes than that proposed in 
the Mellon plan and gives a greater percentage of reduction to 
the taxpayer on small incomes and a smaller percentage of re- 
duction to the surtax payer than that proposed in the Mellon 
plan. Mr. Mellon did not like that and he is the President's 
i\dviser as to the Government’s fiscal policy; hence the Presi- 
dent's reluctance to sign the bill. 

Hon. WitwtAm R. Green, the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House and a Republican, speaking of 


scheme 


vives 


the new revenue law, stated on the floor of the House (Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp, June 6, 1924, p. 10564) as follows: 

Mr. Speaker, among the achievements of the Sixty-eighth Congress 
will be the revenue bill recently passed, which will be known as the 


revenue act of 1924. The act is not perfect, for no tax law ever was 
or ever will be, but it is vastly superior to the present law and superior 
to any other plan that was presented, 

A continuous and 


misrepresentation of 


most 
the 


extraordinary 
bill 


propaganda in the way of 
has been kept up in the press. Only 
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yesterday I saw a cartoon in my home paper representing Congress 
refusing to consent to any tax reduction and tying hand and foot t} 
taxpayers of the country to heavier taxation. Yet the fact is t! 
the bill reduces taxes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, 
$361,000,000 and will reduce taxes for the fiscal year ending June 
1926, over $400,000,000. 


According to statements made by the A 
tuary of the Treasury, it reduces taxes for the fiscal year 192 
$22,000,000 more than the Mellon plan, and for the fiscal year 192 
more than $100.000,000 more than the Mellon plan. It also red 
individual income taxes of 1923, payable during this calendar 
$232,000,000 more than the Mellon plan, which made no provisi 
whatever for a reduction in the income taxes payable this calend 


year. 


The proposition to reduce the taxes payable this year by 25 


cent was, as every Member in Congress knows, originated by wm l 
without any suggestion from anyone. In accordance with my plan 


it was incorporated in the revenue bill when reported to the House, 
and, although some newspaper correspondents hired to misrepres: 
the bill have stated to the contrary, the fact is that it has been in 1} 
bill from start to finish, and this particular provision was appr 
by the House by an overwhelming yote. Those who paid one-fou 
of their income taxes on March 15 will only be required to pay 
per cent of the regular quarterly returns on June 15 and will get 
per cent off on each of the following payments this year. Those w 
paid their income taxes in full at the time of the first payment 

get a refund of 25 per cent. 

Included tn the reductions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 192° 
is a $136,000,000 reduction in excise taxes, commonly known as 1 
sance taxes. A few of these reductions went into effect immediat: 
but the most of them will not go into effect until 30 days after 
passage of the bill, but all of them will apply to the last half of | 
calendar year, which constitutes the first half of the fiscal yea: 
1925. I have attached to these remarks a table of the reductions 
excise taxes specifying the particulars. For the first half of this . 
endar year the 25 per cent reduction in the income taxes will tak: 

a little more than half of the $232,000,000 for the full calendar yee 
or from $116,000,000 to $120,000,000. Adding this to the $361,000.00 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, we find that the total red 
tion for the 18 months beginning with January 1, 1924, is 
$480,000,000, and yet some newspapers are still stating that Congres 
was unwilling to reduce taxes. In these 18 months the taxes ar 
reduced more than $250,000,000 above what was proposed by th 
Mellon plan, 


about 


It is now admitted that this great reduction will be effected and the 
Treasury will still carry over a handsome surplus at the end of the 
fiscal year 1924, and also should have a surplus at the end of th: 
fiscal year of 1925. One annual payment on the bonus has already 
been appropriated out of the revenues of this fiscal year and a suffi 
client surplus will be carried over into the next fiscal year to make 
another annual payment. 


Hon. NicHonas LoneworrnH, the Republican floor leader of 
the House, speaking of the new revenue bill (CoNGRESSION A! 
Recorp, May 26, 1924, p. 9546), made the following statements 
on the floor of the House: 


During the process of consideration of this bill and afterwards | 
was considerably criticized for what was termed “spineless leader 
ship”’ because, forsooth, I did not insist that, so far as I was con 
cerned, we were to have the Treasury tax bill or nothing. I thought 
then, and I think now, that it would have been mighty poor leadership 
to have taken that position. It seemed to me that no one who had in 
mind the experience of Congress in the last session in tax reduction, 
and particularly with the action of the Senate, could think it pos 
sible, even if desirable, to reduce the high surtaxes 50 per cent at one 
fell swoop. It could not be done, gentlemen, particularly if you only 
reduced the normal taxes 25 percent. * * * 

I am ready to vote on this proposition. I think it is a fair and 
just tax bill. It may have some defects that I would prefer to have 
remedied, but the general proposition to reduce the tax by 50 per cent 
on the little fellow and 25 per cent on the big fellow can be justified 
anywhere in America. 


The new revenue law will give greater relief to 97 per cent 
of the income-tax payers and less relief to 3 per cent of the 
income-tax payers than would have come through the adoption 
of the Mellon plan. This fact makes the bill that was passed 
better for the country than the Mellon plan would be and wins 
for it the commendation of the people and the condemnation 
of Mr. Mellon. In Washington, including Alaska, 115,688 per- 
sons made income-tax returns in 1921. Of this number 21 


would be benefited more by the Mellon plan than by the new 
revenue law, and 115,667 would be benefited more by the new 
law than by the Mellon plan. 

No one can gainsay that a tax reduction of $400,000,000 is 
a substantial reduction, and it was accomplished without fol- 





ee 
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lowing the Mellon plan and in the face of the opposition of | other 50 articles Thus, knives 


Mr. Mellon and the frowns of the President. pre-war price of 100 to 260.9, or Ie] 
But a reduction of $400,000,000 in taxes is small compared I same Gove ! ) 
with the great burden of four billions of dollars imposed annu before the war to 107.3 t ' 
lly upon the American people under the Fordney-MeCumber | repress well over two 
Tariff Act. le ea +4 
An honest tariff revision is the paramount issue in tax re i if ’ 
(Fair Tariff League ; I 
I I \ ) Hide t 
Such revision is especially vital to the farming industry AS + 
bearing forcefully upon this question I shall quote from a | py 
speech of Hon WitttaAmM A. OLDFIELD (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, | Oats 
June 4, 1924, pp. 10048-10049), made on the floor of the House, con , , 
as follows: 1 d : ' : 
THE FARMERS AS SELLERS AND AS PURCHASERS Kegs 8. 7 
The following statement cives a list of 51 articles of common neces- Ric 
sity with their relative prices before the war and in March last. Averag imple 
(Taken from the report of the Government known as its “ Index That i the pr f f 
of wholesale prices of commodities.) These prices are compared vanced from an average of 100 before the i ‘ 0 
with the pre-war and present prices of farm products so that the | in March last. while the ted t f } 
present purchasing power of farm products as to these 51 articles | advanced from 100 to 150 Meanw e ft ea the 51 . 
may be found. set forth below advar d fro 100 to th fix en i t third 
The third column of figures gives the present prices of such 51 column of figures—generally muel ‘ ere l ave ) 
articles in percentages of their prices before the war That is, The last column gives the proport f h of h 51 t ‘ 
100 cents’ worth of salt before the war now costs 244 cents; so | which the farmer's present dollar will pure! ‘ \ i i 
in the Government index of prices the pre-war price is set down as what it would purchase before the wat 
100, and the present price of a like amount at 244, for easy com The second column of figures gives the ad valorem tariff rate n 
parison by percentage. In the case of salt, then, the present price | these 51 high-priced articles, such tariff rates |} ng been ¢ ected 
exceeds the pre-war price by 144 per cent. And so with each of the | to maintain the prices of such articles. 
Comparison of price inderes of certain commodities and 11 farm products, with their tariff rates under tariff act of 1992 
|] Commodity index for March, 1924 Average for all commodities, 150 Average for 11 farrn commodities, If ; Average for highly protected “iit mA 
" | 
Tariff rate Price Exceeds ' 
dex, ndex price ; 
Commodity March fil farm | “3& Power 
‘ - , . 1924 ( mod n 
Legal rate Equ le ad valorem 1913 100 . 0 products 
‘etnies . : | 
The kitchen: 
Cutlery Per cent Per cent 
Cervera, Sinch, per pals, factory . .......<.0-..cc0c000--0e .----| Scents or 16 cents each plus | 65 to 69 per cent , 180. 0 67.8 50. 6 
45 per cent 
Knives and forks, per gross, factory .............. nasiipaeieeel do as a ; 260. 9 43, 2 41.1 
Chair— 
ee 334 per cent . , .| 334 per cent : 276. 9 158. 1 38.8 
Salt— 
American, medium, per barrel (280 pounds), Chicago__-.- .---| 11 cents per 100 pounds 21.94 per cent 244. 1 127. 5 44.0 
Sugar (per pound)— 
New York, granulated, in barrels............................... 1.912 cents per pound........ (! i _ 198. 8 84.3 M0 
Vegetable oils— : 
Soya bean, crude, in barrels, per pound, New York ............. 24 cents per pound : 42.09 per cent i 196. 1 82.8 54.7 
Clothing: 
Woolen and worsted goods, factory— } 
Flannel, white, 4/4 Ballard Vale No. 3, per yard_.............__. | 45 cents per pound plus 50. 71.92 per cent saa ea ae 215.8 10). 1 | 49.7 
. | per cent equals 
Suiting, per yard— | 
Clay worsted, diagonal, 1é-ounce......................-...--|-- Otic aS . ‘ i 218. 2 103 49.2 
Middlesex, wool-dyed, blue, l6-ounce............... Tia ea a inmelisaaal ; : EY 228. 8 122. 6 | 44.9 
Serge, 9j-cunce............... 


ae Rae ee aS ae do. Se te ee SS ee 219. 0 104.1 | 49, ( 
Underwear— 


So 








| 
Men’s union suits, 33 per cent worsted, per dozen_......._._. Eni er alinexnsiceiititiabinlhs tate 64.61 per cent __.... 209. 5 179. 1 | 34.8 
Women’s dress goods, per yard— | | 
I Diningilllsitadsteiaiademiginnas a re 2734.9 118.9 | 45.7 
Oi  eaeuneebedsenwaeaes ae sisiehayen ictcinittinialaialahadvn . 192. 1 79. 0 | 55.9 
Sicilian cloth, cotton warp, 50-inch .......................- intinisle assis A Radia tpehpiepatiaa laa tahe Niall do 196. 3 &2.9 64.7 
Yarn, per pound— 
Crossbred stock, two thirty-seconds................... nee | 36 cents per pound plus 40 | 65.63 per cent_____.._..__. 212.4 97.9 | 50.5 
| per cent equals 
I iin nie in et ai a et 197. 1 83.7 | iM. 4 
Fine, domestic, two-fiftieths............_. Drs cde eid adiiniesecapdiabaiiaeinienaiad etch erties do , 232. 4 116. ¢ | 46.2 
Wool, Ohio, per pound Boston— | 
a a ee ae eS eee 31 cents per pound clear | 71 per cent_......... Shit 214. 4 19.8 | %.0 
content; if imported on 
skin, 30 cents per pound | 
Fine delaine, scoured .................-. sasicasin asta sits cudbalaniniiiaalbedlin Didawaigietitetcon 7 ....do0 7 ee 242. 5 126. 0 44.2 
I saddiitn Jha nn agitate anit do . J 244.8 128. 1 43.8 
One-fourth and three-eighths grades, scoured_..............-.- sicacdbeeccoenaeta isis Nn do nen a 208. 5 04. 6 | 61.4 
Leather— 
Glazed kid, black, top grade, per square foot, Boston............ For shoes, free; for gloves_._| 20 per cent...........- ae 269. 6 151.3 29. 6 
The bedroom: | 
Blankets, factory— 
Cotton, colored, 2 pounds to the pair, per pair_............ osocul SPOR GUER . .ncictudecsucuccel Oe ee... eed 250. 5 141 8 4) 
Woolen, 4 to 5 pounds to the pair, per pair_...........- Lobetd 30 cents per pound plus 35 53.56 per cent 171.7 60.0 62. 5 
per cent equals 
Chair, all gum, leather slip seat, per 6, factory.._............___- 334 per cent .....---.-! 334 per cent deta 200. 0 86. 4 | 83. 7 
Sheeting, bleached, 10/4, factory, Pepperell, per yard aa 9.45 cents per pound .-| No imports i es 220. 1 105. 1 | 48.8 
Wamsutta, P. L., per yard._.._. eee aes tiie wanee----------| 9 Cents per pound do cial 24.5 174. 5 an. 4 
Ticking, Amoskeag, A. C. A., 2.65 yards to pound, per yard, factory .| 7.7 cents per pound siti iil a sence a oak 208. 0 93.8 | 61, ¢ 
Sitting room: } 
Furniture— | 
Rocker, quartered oak, per chair, Chicago.................... me eee .---- 334 per cent ees Te ee 239. 0 122.7 44.9 
Carpets, per yard, factory— 
SE HN CAN anc ten nocthbniadlnindbhackdtead dicksk Se Gh on ctibetience< =F lll Fa ss: 247.2 130. 4 44.9 
Brussels, Bigelow ver do-.. icginntate a ee 24. 1 118.2 45.8 
Wilton, Bigelow.......... acne tice iittala ttl diene aha neal ntimaiiahdaa .-d0 Fe odds tidiittiaiimiaien oe, 209. 3 95. 1 51.3 
Dining room: 
Tableware, per dozen, factory— | | 
list iecnten ttl dncniivestiindilibbiseiibitaa iat | 50 per cent to 55 per cent....| 50 per cent to 55 per cent 209.0 86.4 53.7 
A I i erin ccceiesitinenne Sl I a A eateiciseleaeell kat bit ae 312.5 191.2 34.3 
Glass tumblers, }-pint_. ee as She , ae I oii teeta ie boda do ila a a 166.7 55.4 64.4 
Plates, white granite, 7-inch....................... écdltt ns niaee. | 45 per cent. ..... as | =e 224 111.2 47.4 
Teacups and saucers, white granite_............................. fnnabiel cs. cquettinintasdancedasesdi GD. cctnaeecediintins . 236. 8 | 120.7 | 45,3 


4 Ad valerem rate on bulk of Cuban imports equals 50 per cent. 
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i? 
np ty > eand 11 farm nr Arete ” ith their tar’? rates wnder fariff art af 190° Cc mtinus 1 
lariff rate ! Price | Exceeds 
Purch 
= talincbecttineddetiatie pula | index, index price! ~ ”* 
‘ y | | March, | of il farm | oe hf tren 
' yt t ; 
Legal rate Equivalent ad valorem = 100) | 4 way | ucts 
7 f ' 
} r¢ Per cent Pei cent 
r per “ 33} per cent.........- ) ge ee 2.9 105. 0 48.8 
B ‘ 
V ! I g cow, % CUE OOP POUNE .ncicccccens) OBRO7 Ber CRs co. ctccnmeectes 191.7 | 78.6 6.0 
I \ .| 2} cents per pound........-. | SOM CEs acccndtinnnanion 211.1 | 96.7 8 
le pounds, New rk ; -| 2§ cents per pound...... 20.12 per cent... ........ 207.2 93.1 < 
I New Yor) ‘ 5 6h De a endiandebbimne eT I, diniindincetinndincninia 27.9 | 149. 7 1 
i b. quart ; oe al BP Ge Gp whanwkeneesontaken 5 03.00 Ctccascccseacensense | 227.0 | 111.6 47.3 
a I y j 
foet - t 174 cents per square foot 32.77 prev eent . ............-. 732. 4 | 116. 8 | 46.2 
--| 20 cel per square foot.....-. | ee : 229.3 | 113.7 } 44.8 
\ w, Arne f.« ‘ D¢ A,} juare feet 1}-24 cents per pound....... 25 per cent and 60 per cent... 185.0 | 75.2 | 57. 1 
I oil, per ¢ 1, N ; ..| 34; cents per pound. st.) | ae 200. 4 | 86.8 . 5 
\ 1, A i yl, per pound, New York . e -| 24 cents per pouhd..........| 27.6 per cent............... 221.9 106.8 | 43.4 
| t i } } 
Ky l P r per 100 pounds, New York........ 4 cent per pound. ose (2) _ 2 [eee 277.3 | 111.8 | 47.2 
] I P ir? per pound, New Yori rae 55 per cent plus 7 cents 110.04 per cent....... atolls 315.0 | 193. 6 | 34.1 
per pound | 
I pound, New York............. ‘ .--| j cent per pound.......... SRSA DOP Ctthcnccossscemewse< 200. 0 | 86. 4 | 5 
Avera piesaaetén > Scncatanoniea + 226. 6 4111.2 45.3 
\ \ ‘4 * Average of 51 commodities 
The average index pri as stated, for all mmodities rose from Farm rs as consumers lose on agricultural schedule___.___ $1, SOT, ANO 
roo f m0 7 1 19°24 Whil the fereroing farmers’ TT ee a Re FN SE ara 216, 242 
} l is 40 per nt short of t ' 150, the Loss to farmers on agricultural schedule. net .- 1,291, 358 
ndex G4 of the 51L articl : s this farmers’ | The State, as a whole, loses on agricultural schedule, net__ 6, 626, 126 
ley } 111 per cent and t rene ve of all Farmers lose on their schedule $7 to $1 of gain. 
s | 1 p r averag valorem tarif on thes¢ The State loses on agricultural schedule $12 to $1 of gain 
higher pri ] r ‘ 2-0 per I t) f the l es f —— -—— + - — —_—— — EEE acne renee 
1 rticles ex the l average of 1 bout t same ee ee i) a 
! f es hile this far: »] 1p hase 1] than | duties added to prices it tain industries 
s 16 _ , 1 of 1 1 hefor ¢ ir ns 
] I col en t maintained high 
Cost ¢ 
I f nf ) i p son \ ose Salaries or Cost to , . . 
Pr . ! a ‘ T nfarm- Cost to Cost to 
\ ‘ p t n h 1 hig are simil irly onmenn a ing popu- State | United States 
I ' . ! \ ran po es lation 
7 i | per g ae | is and all persons holding | ————~— | eee oncecmmapeecanetid eanennamantes 
t 1 be wa Heavy steel product $1, 417, 000 | $3,577,000 $4,994,000 | $378, 000. 000 
| es I i i her these hich t iT esigned to main- Light steel produ 2,125,000 | 38,049,600 | 10, 174, 600 70, OOF ) 
ee ‘ ‘ : funda ! wniust lias the | General st 6, 801,000 | 25,758,000 32,459,090 2, 475, 000, Ou0 
the 1 ‘tly | ‘ de an FAV f one Total ee 10, 343, 000 | 87,384,600 | 47,727,600 | 3,6 0,0_0, 000 
I i I of t eg v ! p lucers‘ Is 
‘ a ‘ ' ‘ > eg oe oe . z a on — a = 
} } i ate , “ 5 Loss to farmers, 1 nufacturers’ schedule.............. $10, 343, 000 
1 ! f ’ property in f tl Hers uch | Loss to State, manufacturers’ schedule__________ 47, 727, 000 
: ” a" ni " F i schedul $11,634,000 ; $1 of 
, rmers ! edules , ‘ 534,00 y $5 $1 0 
n 1 in favor of ‘ priced articl if such tarif are not : ar! mia \ 1 » eee, § 634,000, or $54 to $1 
; i batten ; _ = ithouch tl farmer its com- oe ; , co ex4 Onn nH 9 ~ 
1 te ropein prices for Kis products even when selling to The State loses, on all schedules, net, $54,355,000, or $94 to $1 of 
: Xt . “ ‘ . gain, 
t? price 1 clat i should ft lawmaker continue | ‘ . ; ; A 
: a sah ie . With a population of 1,356,621, inclnding 283,382 farmers, the 
u i . —e : ~~ : 4 ‘ ’ , 7 say) ‘ ie € , o ' * w . ” , 1 
It abe ed ur ! t these price comparisons are State's only su aoe 1 tariff gain, $591,000, gors to 4,244 wool 
gr S r res » n 39 j ins = fat . 
- bias i in the principal citi Because of the in- | S7OWeTs, oF 1 resident in $20, ineluding about 1,500 farmers, or 1 
7 rr ; ‘ © o or 1a 
ere I i expenses 1 l bu nD the spread be- | farmer in 190, and to 484 sugar gt wers, 
tween considerabl iter than it was To further illustrate the relative importance and weight of 
luring 1909-191 \ dolar at Chicago or New York, therefore, means | the burden of the tariff tax in the State of Washington, I pre 
! ! rm than it did before the war. Thus, the freight | sent for comparison the following tabulation of amounts of 
I wh Tarimore, Minn., to Minneapolis tn 1913 was 12 | Federal and State and county taxes cellected or collectible in 
i 10 i mpared with 17.5 ts in 1923, an increase | that State in the year 1922: 
& n W car to s 25 cents, com- ‘ . 
4 : mn sires : ? a : ei State of Washington, fiscal year 1922 
yvared with 4 in ine af ‘r cent ihe rease in freight . . ‘ 
a ‘ . lin: ate at ee a : an one : : Income and profits taxes collected___ $18, 738, 630. 39 
i ‘ : ' B* to Co per Cent Miscellaneous internal revenue col 
To show directly and coneretely the economic interest which leeted_ ___--~----~---~---------- 4, 877, 151. 68 $23, 610, 782. 27 
' t ‘ hir tor } . _ < es —— -o, 6 , ao & 
the tariff holds for the State of Washington I quote the fol- Total taxes collectible by State in 1922... _______ __ 17,819, O59. 11 
lowing calculations and tabulations issued by the Fair Tariff | Petal taxes collectible by counties in 1922_.._.____- 88, 475, 327. 52 
league under date of February 28, 1924: | Tariff tax estimate we a en eos + oe s+ 54, 945, 000. 00 
What the t t does to Washington By tariff tax is meant herein the added financial burden which 
[P 1.356.621 . rs, 283.382; woolgrowers, 4,244 (census | the tariff law entails upon the people. 
1919).] | The data as to the income and profits taxes and miscellaneous 
-——-- - - — | revenue is taken from the official report of the Secretary of the 
alt Treasury for 1922; the data as to the State and county taxes is 
| taken from the first official biennial report of the director of 
; I | Cost to ( Cost to the department of efticiency of the State of Washington; the 
to ‘ ’ ( t : . : . . . 
g ’ | United | data as to the tariff taxes is taken from statements of the Fair 
: ) ——— Tariff Leagne. 
A comparison of the above figures readily shows that the tariff 
Wo $ 78 : » | $2.9 &3, 731, 009 | $300, 000,000 | tax is the largest single class of tax that the people of Wash- 
7 2 715, 200 | 208,000,000 | ington have to pay. The tariff tax is about three times as 
} mo 30, 000, 0 . “es 
~ > . :| Yeoad.eag | Aarge as the State tax and much larger than the total taxes of 
lo ts, 200 82. 400 1, 600 53,000,000 | all the counties in the State. Such comparison also shows that 
) 000 the tariff tax is about three times as large as the total income 
~ ) 109, 000, 000 : : . : maw 405% 
; aaa mse | und profits taxes collected in that State for the fiscal year 1922, 
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and that the tariff burden of the State of Washington is almost | chemicals that can not in any way be 


> i is olson » « t is 
two and one-half times as great as the total of the income and | phosphorus. 
profits taxes and the miscellaneous internal revenues collected Of the 162 so treated 99 lost less than 10 days’ time. The accidents 
in that State for the fiscal year 1922. mentioned cover not only all research work in nearly five and one-half 
I repeat that the big tax is the tariff tax and that “an honest | years but the accidents due to the handling, storing, and caring for sev 
tariff revision is the paramount issue in tax reform.” eral thousand tons of chemicals. A great propo f all these chemi 
INJURIES FROM ARMY GAS EXPERIMENTS cals was sold and had to be handled in shipping 
| So far as the gas experiments were concerned | om urth 
Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the first week | only of the accidents were due to experiments and those the lighter 
in May last the annual convention of the Women’s International | ones 
League for Peace and Freedom was held in Washington. Under | rusting that this will furnish you with the int ation desired, 
date of May 3, as reported in the Washington Post of May 4, | 7 am. 
Dr. Gertrude Woker, of Switzerland, declared from the plat- Very sincerely, Axros A. Fries 
form Brigadier General, United States Ar 
that 700 soldiers were now in the Edgewood, Md., hospital suffering as Chief of Che il Warfare Ne 


the result of experiments made there by the chemical warfare branch 4 : 
ot 6 Aten Doctor Woker, we must assume, was misinformed. Instead 


of 700 soldiers having been at the time in the Army hospital 
Doctor Woker was stated in the article to be “a woman suffering from poison gas experiments “there was not a single 
scientist of renown.” . man in the hospital at Edgewood Arsenal as a result of gas 
I regarded the statement, if true, as a very serious indict experiments, neither were there any in the hospital due to ae 
ment of conditions existing in our Army Chemical Warfare | ejgents with gas.” I refer to this matter to indieate the desira- 
Service. Accordingly I wrote Gen, A. A, Fries the following | pitty of iccepting with caution statements made by foreigners 
letter under date of May 6: who come to America for purposes of pacifist propaganda 
May 6, 1924 
Brig. Gen. Amos A. Fries. rHE NEW REVENUE LAW 
Chief Chemical Warfare Service, Mr. GARNER of Texas Mr. Speaker, the American peo 
War Depariment, Washington, D. C. ple well remember the great cloud of Mellon tax propaganda 
DEAR GENERAL Fries: I wonder if you could give me an official state that swept over the country for some months beginning in 
ment as to the facts relative to the charges recently made by the | November last rhe people did not stop to inquire or realize 
Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom at its current |] that most of this propaganda was cooked up and paid for 
Weshington convention concerning the number of men hospitalized a in advance by a few thousand of the largest income sur 
a result of gas experiments tux payers Many periodicals hitherto pretending to be non 
Sincerely yours, JOHN Jacon Rocers. partisan, such as the Saturday Evening Post and the Literary 
Under date of May 12 and June 6 I have received the fol Digest, were made constant vehicles for the distribution of 
lowing replies from him: great masses of this propaganda, \ ch ih iarge measure Was 


either deliberately false or misleading. It is a tragedy at times 
that the people in the rush of their private affairs are so 
| gullible and susceptible of such paid propaganda influences 
Washington, D. C., May 12, 192}. | Millions of income-tax payers who all the time were receiving 
larger and more logical tax reductions under the Democratic 
proposals than under the Mellon plan, have been yelling them- 
selves hoarse for the Mellon plan and have been in mortal fear 
that there was no possible method of reducing their taxes 
except by the Mellon method. 


WaArR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE CHIEF OF CHEMICAL WARFARE SELVICB, 


Hon. JoHN Jacorn Rocers, 
House of Representatives, House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C 

My Dear Mr. Rocers: Replying to your letter of May 6, asking an 
official statement relative to the charges recently made by the Women's 
International League for Peace and Freedom concernMg the number of 
prin ne - rp SS Sey eee ene are ee off the prejudice created by the Mellon propaganda and realized 
as an immediate and incomplete reply. lates ee | : 

As I understand, the charge made at the Women’s International | bah what the Democratic proposal means and has meant to 

them from the beginning. 


A vast number of these same people have not yet thrown 


League for Peace and Freedom was that there were 700 men in the hos- | . : 7 5 
pital as a result of gas experiments. I have investigated and find that Another ludicrous phase of the tax situation has been the 
there was not a single man in the hospital at Edgewood Arsenal as a | self-constituted championship and guardianship of the cause of 
result of gas experiments; neither were there any in the hespital due to | tax reduction by President Coolidge and Secretary Mellon, 
accidents with gas. | The propaganda in support of them has sought to create the 

I might add that we have so few men sufficiently affected by gas to | impression that all persons and officials in Congress who were 
be sent to the hospital during peace that I do not recall offhand more | 20t willing to swallow the Mellon plan whole are, and all the 
time have been, enemies of every sort of honest or logical tax 
reduction. It is amazing that Secretary Mellon and his propa- 
gandists would have the impudence in the circumstances to as 
sume the championship role in relation to tax reduction as he 
proposed. In the face of the notorious fact that the Mellon- 
Coolidge influences in public affairs have been the unwavering 


than a half dozen cases in the last two vears among the officers, civil- 
ians, and enlisted men all combined. 

I am asking Edgewood Arsenal to give me as complete records cover 
ing the period since the war as it is possible to obtain. When that is 
received, should you care for more complete information, I shall be glad 
to furnish if. 


Sincerely vours, supporters of the infamous Fordney-MecCumber tariff measure, 

Amos A. FRiEs. | which is literally robbing 110,000,000 people in the way of ex- 

Brigadier Gencral, United States Army, tortionate prices of what they buy to the tune of three to three 

Chief of Chemical Warfare Service. and a half billion dollars a year, we nevertheless find them 

playing the rdle of leaders in tax reduction, which, of course, 

i does not include one penny of tariff-tax reduction. During 

War DEPARTMENT, | past months if any Member of Congress dared to mention the 

Orrick CHIEF CHEMICAL WARFARE SERVICE, idea of reducing the outrageous tariff taxes one dollar, he was 

Washington, D. C., June 6, 1925. | instantly assailed by the Mellon tax propagandists as an enemy 

Hon. Jonn Jacon Rocers, to all tax reduction. The bigotry and intolerance of these 
| 


House of Representatives, | propagandists became so insolent that not the slightest publicity 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. | has been given by them to any tariff reduction utterance or 
My Dear Mr. Rocers: An 11-day trip to Fort Sill, Okla., Fort Riley | proposal. 
and Fort Leavenworth, Kans., and to Wisconsin is the reason for my | The American people have but to stop and think one-half of 
} a second to realize that all citizens at all times stand for the 
| fullest measure of tax reduction and that the Democratic 
I have had a report compiled covering all the cases of men suffering | Party for a hundred years has a consistent and wonderful 
from the effects of chemicals at Edgewood Arsenal in the five years | record for rigid economy in public expenditures and for the 
four and one-half months from January 1, 1919, to May 15, 1924. | lowest consistent level of honest, equitable taxation. This, of 
| 
| 
| 
i 


delay in giving you the further data concerning gassed patients ad 
mitted to the hospital at Edgewood Arsenal. 


In that period of nearly five and one-half years 162 men were admitted | course, is the true Democratic attitude to this day, as is so 
to the hospital or treated at home for accidents of sufficient importance conspicuously illustrated by the Democratic record during the 
to lose one or more days at work. Many of these were injured by © present and preceding Congresses, 
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e outstanding facts and features of 

d of the new tax reduction law, the 
‘ written solely by Democrats in Congress, | 

eveal tl e paramount purpose of the Mellon | 

t vive the chief measure of tax reduction either | 

"n rs v th or the well-to-do. 

the A ean people are annually pay- | 

the aver . mount of S$7.400.000.000. The | 

{ ! wre j ect net reduetion of $3823,.000.000. 

t elati y speaking, shows 
! " if the Mellon tax proposal. The | 

embraced only two misceel- 

( { and hone tax and the 
‘ ing §$100,000.000 The come sur- | 
! rge |i ! I the 1 e to be cut | 

O.O00, § rdis to best Tre \ tatistics; the 
iefl if t the smaller t rs, was cut | 

egating § )00,000 Ss comp 1 with the 

{ ) per cent on large income These, together 
f ned ol reduct 1 of 20 I cent ‘e the sum 

Mell proposal ut which there has been such 

of ( 1! misinformation during recent 
t 
ye n in Washington knew from the be- | 

surd 1 proposals had not a remote 
| ( rm any of the membership of which | 
I ( n r \ I | ney nd even the tech- | 
rile of internal taxattor han Secretary Mellon. The | 
Nemocrat nm Cor at o en x f ere would be no | 
unis a feasible tax program should be offered, 
ecdiate nresented e Democratic (Garner) tax-reduction | 
! it is not unfair to say that the entire principle and | 
of this ian wa carried out by Congress and is now a | 
The Mellon-Coolidge propagandists constantly announced 
hould be the Mellon plan or nothing, or that there | 
d be no compromise Thanks to the Democrats in Gon- | 
ess, aided by many Republicans who realized the leg ‘islative | 
tion, the American people to-day have a tax reduction law 
{ sounder and more logieal than the Mellon proposal, which | 
ives the people larger reductions in the aggregate than the | 
Mellon plat Except for the false and misleading Metlon | 
propaganda and the ignorance and prejudice it has created in 
regard to the tax situation, the American people, including 99 | 
per cent of the business men, would to-day be thanking and 
ng the Democrats in Congress for having been seme Bee 
for au splendid tax measure carrying tremendous tax reduc- 
tions to them. 

Instead of a reduction of $323,000,000 confined to a few tax 
i s, aS Mellon proposed, the Democratic tax measure carries 
totul tax repeals or heavy tax reductions throughout the mis- 
cellaneous tux schedule, as shown by the table hereto appended 
and marked No, 1. 

Tie Demoeratic bill now a law effects a total tax reduction 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, of $361,000,000, and 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1926, of over $400,000,000, 
while it reduced taxes for the fiscal year 1925 $22,000,000 
more than the Mellon plan, and for 1926 $100,000,000 more. 
In addition to these wonderful reductions, which according 
to the Treasury will leave a surplus during the next two years, 
there is reduction of $232,000,000 for 1923, which was not in- 


cluded in the Mellon plan. 
The difference in principle between the Mellon and the Demo- 
ee plans is best illustrated by the fact that the Mellon plan 


would reduce normal taxes resting on more than 6,200,000 indi- 
viduals on the income-tax list only 25 per cent as compared 
with the Democratic reduction that will average 60 per 
eent on all incomes of $10,000 and below. At the same time 
the Mellon plan would cut in half the taxes on incomes of 


$100,000 and over while the Democratic measure gives them only 


22 per cent reduction In other words, the Mellon rates would 


allow larger reductions on incomes of $66,000 and over than the 
Democratic plan, while the latter rates allow much larger re 
ductions on those with incomes below $66,000. The net result 
is that of the more than 6,600,000 individuals on the income 
tax rolls, according to the hatest Treasury statisties of 1921 
all derive greater tax reductions under the Democratic tax 
rates exeept 6,100 of the very largest income owners, whose 
taxes would be cut 50 per cent at one step by Mr. Mellon. I 
append to my remarks a table showing the amount of tax im- 


posed by the present law, by the Mellon plan, and by the Demo- 


eratic 


total 


(Simmons-Garner) plan, and also showing the amount of 
reduction, 


iIncome-Lax 


|} to any 
' 


|} comparison of it with the tax attitude of teens 


u 


JUNE ! 


~ 





ar 
ara 


I also append com] table 


ficiaries 


tive showing number of bene- 


of the Democratic law and of the Mellon plan by 
States, the same being based on Treasury statistics for 1921. 


Democrats welcome any further efforts of Messrs. Coolidge 
and Melton to make an issue on the dead and defunct Mellon 
plan. To enact that plan now would have the effeet of raising 
the taxes of this 6,600,000 income-tax pa rs for the sake of 
reducing the surtaxes §,100 top surtax payers from 40 per 
cent down to 25 per cent, as demanded by the Mellon proposal, 
[I take it that these millions of beneficiaries under the new 
Democratic law will not be so foolish as to listen for a moment 


further wails by the Mellon propagandists. 


The readjustment 


of the estate-tax rates, accompanied by a 
gift tax designed to fit in the income and inheritance tax situa- 
tion, is but in keeping with the best modern thought on taxation. 
We have no apologies to make for this policy advocated by 
Theodore Roosevelt and other Republicans, as well as Demo- 
crats. 

Taken all in all, Democrats are proud of — tax record 
during this Congress; they welcome the fullest discussion and 


Coolidge an 
Mellon, stated, 


the larg 


s. 
ly 


which was primarily designed, 
‘st owners of 


as aireac 
wealth in this country. 


hat the 7 





enue act of 1924 in addition to reducing income i 
Saved 
Articl to taxpay 
lelephone and telegraph messages.........-....__ $34, 000, 000 
Beverages and constituent parts thereof. 7 - 10, 000, 000 
Admissions “of ee 33, UO, OOO 
Excise taxes: 
Auto trucks and bodies, chassis costing $1,000 and 
body $200 exempt from 3 per cent tax___ ~~ 5, 000, 000 
Tires, tubes, parts, and accessories, tax reduced from 
5 per cent to 24 per cent — See BE 
Smokers’ articles, 10 per cent tax on nidors and 
smoking tands repealed sainndieiilein eked ini dissathoses 1, 000 
Candy, 3 per cent tax r« pe Me aiehies . 13, 000, VOD 
Slot device weighing machines, tax reduced from “10 
per cent to 5 per cent... — sasicilecloclak chien etl tuiltbesisnabenaiocieibonen- cane Gearevaidiing ‘ 
Knives, dirks, daggers, etc., tax is repealed. : . 30, 000 
Liveries and livery beots, and hats, 10 per cent tax 
repealed Siebakiwes Baad i saab aisinsdiiliinilbit ek ia, 140, 000 
Hunting and ah voting garments and riding habits, 
10 per cent tax repealed * eal 180, OOO 
Yachts and motor boats and p jleasure boats and ¢ anoes 
if sold for more than $100, 10 per cent tax repealed_ 819, 000 
Carpets and rugs (square yard tax); trunks, sold in 
excess of $35; valises, traveling bags, suit cases, 
etc., if sold in excess of $25; purses, pocketbooks, 
sho} ping gy hand bags, sold in excess of $5; porta- 
ble lighting fixtures, lamps, and lamp shades, sold 
in excess of $10; fans sold in excess of $1; 5 per 
cent tax on all the foregoing repealed________-__- 1, 800, 000 
Jewelry: 5 per cent tax does not apply on articles 
sold for $30 or less; on watches sold for $60 or 
less; on church goods, musical instruments, and 
silver-plated flat tableware, irrespective of price. 
(Iyeglasses and spectacles and surgical instru- 
a Ee Ee | ee ee eee 11, 000, 000 
a taxes: 
Sales of produce on exchange, cut from 2 cents to 1 
CE NE retract inate Sintering gical 4, 000, 000 
Promissory notes, drafts, or checks, payable other- 
wise than at sight or demand, tax of 2 cents per 
$100 or fraction thereof, repealed__..._.----__ 2, 150, 000 
Occupational taxes: 
Brokers exclusively negotiating sales of produce or 
merchandise, exempt from $50 tax__-_.-.---.---. $490, 000 
Zenter sent Gk, Cs., POURING cb ckncubcthmcisibine 1, 600, 000 
Tete) GHENCEE conswwroecuanamesndean Greet avin - 136, 620, 000 
MISCELLANEOUS 
Item: Increase, 
While the bill reduces the tax on slot weighing ma- 
chines from 10 per cent to 5 per cent, it now ap- 
plies the 5 per cent tax to all classes of coin-oper- 
ated machines which will increase the revenue 
fremh thie seGtet GOON ..cnnnenctisecsnnsenmionse $150, 000 
Piaying cards: Rate increased from 8 cents to 10 


cents per pack—- 700, 000 


Mah jongg pung chow, “and similar. ‘tile ‘sets “taxed 
ee 1, 000, 000 
Tetrt COED wedcccncnsncdeetinwnees ies 1, 850, 000 
Tatas Cams Geen ccctibeen dienes 136, 620, 000 
_ | ogee a 1, 850, 000 
ee i ell ieadade 134, 770, 000 


ADDITIONAL EXEMPTIONS 


Tax on pool tables and bowling alleys of $10 per table or alley, does 
not apply if no charge is made for use of same. 

Seat tax on automobiles for bire does not apply ia 
automobiles used exclusively for conveying school children t 
school. 


respect of 
o and from 
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( s the Mell Democratic (Simmons) tar plans with the 1921 law (married person without denendenis). t arst \ é 
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ae f. 
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sponsible for it sought to lead the people into the belief that 


local taxes were to be reduced. Congress has no power of local 
taxation We have dealt with governmental revenues only. 
The State, county, city, borough, and township have their 
own powers of taxation, and we in Congress are responsible to 
the people only with regard to Federal taxes. The measure re- 
cently passed had to do only with income taxes and the usual 
I nue measures, 

Section 8S, Article I. of the Federal Constitution reads in part 
as HiOWS. 
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( Vellon and Democratic (Sim tar plans with the 1991 law (married person without dependents), the first $5,000 of all income to be dee i to he ea 
balance unearned—C ontinued 
Amount of reduction of | Amount of greater re- | Percentage 
Amountof total tax under— . , - , duction of total tax duction 
total tax under ; 
under- AX und 
‘ pie oie ic $$ —__——_|_—— ™ = 
| | Act of | Act of ne of \ 
4 f 1921 Mellon } (Simmons) | Mellon (Simmons) Melion a Mellon 
| Qo ‘ mon 
1924 1924 0 
} i iv24 
{ $150, 000.00 $5k, 140. 00 $35, 317. 50 $44, 117. 50 | $8, 800. 00 |. 22.2... sy, 2 i 
\ 100, 000. 00 mf), 640. 00 AO, 817. 50 65, 617. 50 14, 800. 00 $1.3 } 
{ 0, 000. 00 115, 640. 00 | 66, 317. 50 &7, 617. 50 21, 300. 00 412. 65 { 
} 200, 000, 00 144, 640, 04 81, S17. 50 109, 617. 50 27, 800. 00 $3. 50 9 
| 100. 000. 00 0. 640. 00 143. 817. 50 199, 617. 50 55, 800, 00 7 44.82 2 
1, 000, 000. 00 0, 640, 00 208, 817. 5O 429, 617.50 130, 800.00 |. . 15.73 
2, 000, 000.0005 1, 130, 640. 00 608, 817. 50 S89, 617. 50 280, 800.00 |. 46.15 
I; 000, 000. 00, 1, 710, 640. 00 918, 817. 50 | 1,349, 617. 50 430, 800. 00 16. 20 
+, 000, 000. 00 | 2, 200, 640. 00 | 1, 228,817. 50 | 1, 809, 617. 50 580, 800. 00 46.35 2 
, 000, 000. 00 | 2,870, 640.00 | 1, 538,817.50 | 2, 269, 617. 50 720, 800. 00 |.......... 465.34 
( tabl howing beneficiaries of the Democratic (Simmons) The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duti 
J duction plan and of the Mellon plan by States posts, and excises, etc 
oe Number | Section 7 of the Constitution provides: 
number | Number a All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Rey 
ae —_ — Demo- sentatives but the Senate may propose or concur with amendmer 
tax re Mellon crall on other bills, 
tu plan = Mm . 
1. mons) The sixteenth amendment to the Constitution reads as to 
plan lows: 
The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes on income 
, 43, OU9 2 > ae from whatever source derived, without apportionment among the s 
‘ i 5 om : 
A 30) 6 33. 3292 | eral States, and without regard to any census or enumeration 
‘ 6, O82 237 385, 845 Tl hay . + 4: . t - . : ’ 
; : 69. B7t Of 69, 651 ese have been my only guiding principles in voting upo 
( 269 6 123,173 | reform in taxation. 
Hels ae oe as ‘ Since the present session of Congress began it has been 
I _ 42, 249 14 great mystery to me why some Republican leader in the Hous 
a 67, 719 24 of Representatives did not propose a tax reduction or reyenu 
4 oo 22 meusure so that the same might be thoroughly discussed in 
i G11 Rae |} the House. Before Congress had convened a letter was wi 
11 
In ‘ 10), 300 2 | ten by the Secretary of the Treasury to the chairman of the 
“4 a aes = Ways and Means Committee suggesting a plan of tax redu 
a ky 69, 496 tion. Immediately after the writing of this letter a vast for 
Lo 67, 960 i tune was spent by persons unknown to the Congress in an 
Aly 14. 3407 » ® : : 
v4 nd 119 08 109 endeavor to browbeat and induce Congress to adopt this pa 
‘1 i ie »)> . . . 
husett IRS, 442 0) ticular plan of tax reduction. 
iene 128 501 - It is significant that the chairman of the Ways and Means 
NI ' 12 ) wt ‘ ° . . P : 
Mf oad 614 Committee refused to vote for that plan, and the Presiden 
M i 172, 519 104 172,413 | finally signed a different one after an overwhelming majority 
M 6, 90 7 oe ae in Congress had adopted another plan. 
\ RAS 41, 839 7 ‘ ¢ 
Nie 9 719 ; 9 718 Every Congressman and Senator has taken an oath which 
New pshire 32, 410 17 32,393 | impels him to go conscientiously into matters of this kind 
Now Aleck ; “Al 780 =" AL a and I rejoice that the dignity of Congress has been upheld and 
Nt x ) 7 7 Z 11, «St I 6 . ° 2 . 
\ k 1, 066, 637 20% | 1,064 587 | that the legislative department, fresh from the people, has 
North Carolina : ; 44, 161 38 44,123 | adopted a plan which gives proportionate relief to all of the 
Dakota Is, 440 1 18, 489 people 
Olio 167, 096 270 366, 826 j . . . . 
0 ma : 60, 381 1 69, 366 At the outset of the tax-reduction discussion it was my 
( mn 62, 804 Is 62,786 | idea to make taxes on a going business as moderate as pos 
Khe don i a 103 po sible, because every tax on business is passed on to the publi: 
tho | nd 18, O57 ; 7, OS ‘ oe > ll ony ° - 
nit irolina 5, 160 6 25, 154 | and necessarily increases the cost of living, That is still my 
ith Dakota 21, 681 0 21,681 | idea. But taxes on personal incomes can not be passed on 
a ~o-es oo ie nt a | to the public, and such taxes, as well as those on inheritances 
Utah = ; Sete 26, 128 1 6127) and gifts in anticipation of death, should be increasingly 
Vermont : eee Saledicene 17, 74 8 17,7388 | heavy as the income increases in amount and the individual! 
\ nia 6, 257 21 76, 236 , : . sam 8 3 
. i »¢ = » , Cc , ses S Z >. 
VV gton, including Alaska... 115, 688 21 | 115, 667 fortune increase in izA ‘ ° 
Wost Virginia , 277 8 75, 23 Nearly every great fortune in America goes back to the 
W iseonsit : 48, 457 67 148,390 | foundation of an exploitation of the natural resources of the 
: > 4} ‘ 2 409 : : “ere 7 : 
WYOMING... 2. onsen ees eee eee eee ; 7 ; 22,409 | country, directly or indirectly. Most of the huge fortunes 
I ‘ 6, 662, 176 6,109 | 6,656,067 | Which have been and are being created in this country are 
made possible by the tremendous natural resources with which 
: God Almighty endowed the land. Many of them do not rep 
Mr. KENT, Mr, Speaker, I do not propose to discuss local | resent creative genius as much as the ability to translate 
taxation. In the great propaganda which spread over the Na- | natural wealth into money. I have no disposition to tax 
tion when Congress went into session last December those re- | ¢hose fortunes out of existence. Wealth is necessary to con 


duct and maintain our business structure, but I believe that 
these fortunes which found their inception and their possi 
bilities in the exploitation of the natural resources of the 


| 

| American people ought to pay a generous share for the con 
| duct of the Government which makes them possible and keeps 
them in existence. 

I have been importuned in all sorts of propaganda to vote 
for the so-called Mellon plan, which, by the way, the Presi- 
| dent rejected in affirmation of the overwhelming sentiment of 

Congress and the American people. Very few people gave 
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their reasons fer such requests. I am convinced that 99 | conduct of this matter savors strong of a 
per cent of them are pleased with the tax-reduction measure | pa f the administration to throw this ques into pp 
\ i has been | ed and framed by the lawmaking branches | and make it a campaign issve for 19° I so stated pract 
of our Government oO al e! is who wir e me on t rete } 
We Were compelled to use the tax returns for 1921, filed in | to write to Secretary Mellon and ;: 
)) the basis for estimates for 1925 and 1924 niluence th ‘ tmin : 
At my request the Treasury Department furnished me with | expenditure whi chat ‘ 1 
the following table, showing total amounts of money paid by |] h power Inere ! 
taxpayers of a certain class: | ¢ d tT t of the | he 
e class: r tax | led over by the Cabine nbers Ww 
$4,000 and under , aioli linditelattadt $69, 721, 721 | we h the President every week san upon call of the Pr ‘ 
$25,000 and over ‘“ ii fa Z $30, 838 » | Uae Ld cratic Memb or for } d and ; 
| tax reduction and rium il « "I ! ros } 
Total - o> ERNE eo eoenabe ene coms ne oe oe 71 . ‘ a mental extray unce al li } ipy ivy } } 
it will thus appear that the small taxpayer who earns under | ger the imagination 
84.000 per year is paying only about $70,000,000 per yvear in In 1916 we pprop. l e Army $119.530,829: f¢ 
es Il am convineed that it costs as much to handle and | Navy, $150,526,6384: a al of $270.057.404 I r ¢ 
tabulate the returns according to the present way of doing | has appropriated { Art $300,000 
business in the revenue division. almost 195, 000,0 approxima s 0.000 ‘ 
Other figures are interesting. Kor the same period the total | over 1916 of al t $285.000,000 ‘ 
number of persons making income-tax returns was 6,662,176. | the World War in 191+ 
e so-called Mellon plan would have benefited 9.435 people | Arh n the 1 e of if all, with millions of dollar t 
re than the law as it existed before this Congress me The | people's 1 y t wh to the ove 
plan which has gone into effect and which my colleagues wil ‘ S t n | rou | ( 
hear in mind and which was really the Garner-Simmons or | by constitutional Democrats, we | reduced taxes 25 p 
Democratic plan has benefited 6,641,262 taxpayers more than | for 1025, payable in 1924, and we |} redu 
the old law benefited In my own State of Pennsyivania for | 1924 of three hundred and sixty-one 
the period just mentioned 621,103 people filed income-tax re- | four hundred millions of dollars ndl this reduetion } 
turns Kight hundred and thirty-three more people would | been affected by payment of adjusted compen on 
have heen benefited in my State by the so-called Mellon plan | ser me} 
thun by the existing law, but according to the Garner-Simmons l iis administration had eliminated its defi 
or Democratic plan which we have adopted we have benefited | amounting to $372,195,711. if it had eliminated a ! 
620.270 more people. In my own congressional district Dasé mental ext agar ‘ dd e ( e! lft Th 
upon the so-called Mellon plan and the records on file wit ’ exemption i t | t] ) 
rreasury Department about 29 more people would have been | per year, and we could h eliminated every n ' 
benefited. Under the Garner-Simmons or Democratic p | to modern b ‘ md could have 1 it 
every taxpayer in my district or 16,062 have been benefited | needed inereases to postal empleo; 
Il think we have arrived at the point where we can begin our | Congress is about ready »> v0 home In a few days 
exemptions upon earned incomes under $5,000 for men with | the people throughout the N on will know 
families, and every single nan who earns under $2,500 should | the possibilitic of tay i tl it 
be exempt. I think the exemptions should begin there for all | home-owning, home-building, and family whee ¢ 
taxpayers Those who earned from $4,000 to $10,000 per year | the work of those who forced the present ta tion | 
paid only $91,940,010 in the period mentioned. Those who | threugh the present Congress and past the Presiden s i” 
earned between $10,000 and $25,000 paid $126,886,410, whereas | tu wil pp ted and the | es for the ture 
those who earned $25,000 and over paid $430,838,965 will he realized 


fhe great home-owning, home-building class of people « 


within these preposed exemptions. About 6,000,000 of th: 


have been filing income-tax returns, and I am firmly convinces Mr 7 AR ‘ X R. Mr. Simm —y See Me _ to extend 1 
that the cost of operating the revenue division with regard to |! a ee vw a Soe oo = 
"4 . 2 = 4 ; "1 last two sessions of Cougs 
this multitude of tax returns is more than the amount actually 
received in taxes. You will find that the verage murried SIXTY -SEVES CONe I 
man, earning under $5,000 per year, is trying to raise a family, ; ' ' 
educate his children, buy a home, keep up his fraternal and ry 9, 1925 A i ' 
eligious standing, trying to appear with his family dressed | p: [ 1 of Print 1 Kx Yen 1} 
decently in publie, and endeavoring to purchase a fe if ‘ A Oo] pa 1 w out rol 
small and reasonable luxuries of life which give him spiritual a , 5 
and educational inspiration. From this class of wage earners | : 
we can well afford, in the last analysis, to lift the burden of | eee - a ee ' : , 
trifling income taxation. |, SaCamnee 2S, Sues 3 mee ReDemTENeE 
The so-called Mellon plan offered 50 per cent of tax redue- | Oy ms gre Yea i 
tion to the large taxpayer, approximately 246 in number, who | D Mei 3 Mot z 
would have been exempt from the payment of millions of dol- Bul | we roll eal 
lars on income tax, whereas it offered to the small taxp yer | i 
only 25 per cent reduction. My vote, which was consistent December 21, 1922: ( t ns for service in Civil az 
and sustained by the overwhelming majority in the House and | can Wars. Motion to re t. Na Fai 
Senate and also by the President’s signature, gave proportion- | No vote on final passage 
ate tax reduction equitably and ratably to all taxpayers FORT OFFICE APPROPRIATION—41. 2 
If this country had been struggling under a heavy load of | = jy. nnary 3, 1923: Slemp: Pneumatic t mendment for New York 
taxation in March, 1923, the President and his Secretary of the | 4, -¢512.911.50. Nay. Passed 
Treasury knew it. This Congress was elected in November, | 
1922. Neither President Harding nor President Coolidge called | ee ee eee 
it Into session. It met under the Constitution in December of | . 7°™™*tTY 8 1928: For support of Indian pupiis at Greenvi 
“9 . ben - * e a Ss (Rk ! Na I ed 
1923. I voted against its adjournment, because this adminis- | tie , . 
tration, having permitted it to remain home for a period of |  J®™*tTy 8. 1928: Temple an —_ r the word “t 
nine months, should have permitted it to remain in session until | St™k* out © S8e4,000— an ee a Poe 
relief had been given to the farmer and until the matter of | AGRICULTCRAL A RIATIC R 
threatened industrial dispntes had been legislated upon. 1 | January 3, 1923: JonEs, Texas: For expenses of pu ! 
regret that the President and his Secretary of the Treasury | eaes of the horse. Yea Passed 
did not call into conference Democratic and Republican leaders January 3, 1925: To table app from decision ef the Chair agwinst 


in the House of the people’s representatives, where all revenue | Carter motion to recommit with seed distribution wendment va 
legislation must originate, and go over with them thoroughly | Passed. 

the tax-reduction question. Unquestionably, the great men FOREIGN SERVICE OF UNITED § i 

upon both sides of the House would have agreed upon a fair February 8, 1928: For incre f salar nd emer n half 
and equitable basis for the reduction of taxation. The general | pay. To recommit. Yea. Failed. No rol! call o1 
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i il ldmenet 
| irent Na 
' meur with 
! f lding sitions 
\ro KA ) irtment Yea 


' l n ye i i 
’ \ Yea Pa 
| 
; ’ i , Va i 
) eM rR 4 | 
; i ) sVU40) x i ’ mn uv 
‘ 1 I ’ inl Yea j i | 
ae) \ tu i a | ) i | 
I \ i | 
\ ’ T’u ’ l , ‘ } 410m W 1 appropria- 
peden avon N y I’ j 
J Re DIS ro F 3 
| 
’ 2 INNA | ll ‘ 1's j 
} 
‘DI WITH HINA Atl i HS. 4 
’ ’ aD j 8 ) ‘ | n ff China.’ Tri 
pe I's j 
| 
k ie ( i Ss | 
PAX-EXEMPT SI HS 
\ men Constitution providing for Federal tax m of State 
i State taxation of Federal secur : Motion to recom- | 
tM Yeu Failed | 
) ur rf int ¢ ution Yea Pa I 
TrAXATIO 
! 
' i in i leri i from combined personal s+ ice and capital 
' issed | 
r rner plan Nay lailed 
vorth it for Garner pla Na Passed 
» cig Stri & ind ‘rt a4 Yeu Ia I 
ion to in \ Failed 
4 ' j 
i i 1 i 
H t HoeAlLs | 
Ni a ) it Nay Failed 
; b . irvy of Wa ) ial defense in time | 
i vd ti rtilizer in time of peace, to sell Muscle 
h » Hlenry Ford Yea Passed 
| 
I PS IARGRBS AGAINST TWO MEMBE s OF ONGRBSS | 
im, Penns nia, amend: Requesting Attorney General to pro- | 
, ) Stiga harge Yea l’as i 
’ ) mas amended I t the louse take no fur 
t i Yea Passed | 
EASE O is ARD Hu 4 
solution to authorize a temporary increase for law en 
i eu Passed ! 
| 
u.R 7 INTERI DEPARTMENT APPROI \TION | 
cur with conference report Nay Passed 
ft R 9-—WORLD WAR VETERANS COMPENSATION 
ly ' ’ Yea Passed 
I LES, 18 RELIEF FOR GERMANY 
> g $19,000,000 to German children and women Nay. 
Pa j 
i > CONVERSION OF SHIPS 
Amendment to merchant marine act of 1920 for improvement to 
modernize ships Yea Passed 
If, R, 8233-——INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION 
Amendment to increase appropriation for Federal Trade Commission 
from $680,200 to $949,000, Yea Passed, 
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clusion shall be 








ee 


R ? )MPENSATION OF SENATE AND HOUSE BS ) 4 
Bill to s ric Yea. Falled, 
Wf. R 7T28—OSAGB INDIANS 
ri ion of lands and funds in Oklahoma, Yea, Passed. , 
i y. RES 5—NARCOTIC DRUGS 

Appt ition for participation of United States in two intern 
onferen r tl ntrol of traffic in habit-forming drugs, $40,000 
j ‘ itives Nay Passed, 

i PROTECTION OF FISHERIES IN ALASKA 
Sutherland mendment To prohibit use of traps Yea Pas 
Bill p i thout roll call. 

H. RES, 254—CHANDLBER VY, BLOOM 
Substitute for resolution: That Sol Bloom was duly elected to Six 
‘ighth Congress from nineteenth district of New York. Yea. Pass: 
Passage of resolution as amended. Yea Passed, 
itl, R. 7995-——IM MIGRATION 
Begg amendment: The burden of proof that he is not subject to 


ipon any alien who attempts to enter the United Stat 
Nay assed 
Passage of bill for limitation of immigration. Yea. Passed 
H. R. 655 DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA GASOLINE TAX 
Passage of resolution for tax of 2 cents per gallon, Yea, Passei 


H. RES, 243—AIR SERVICE INVESTIGATION 
Underhill amendment: To limit investigation appropriation outsid 
of District of Columbia to $15,000. Yea. Failed 
Hi. R. 7220—AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION 
Thirty thousand doilars may be used for manufacture of black! 
vaceine Yea, Passed, 
Motion to recommit. Nay. Failed, 
Bill passed without rell call. 
H. J, RES. 184—CHILD LABOR 
Passage of resolution to consider, Yea. Passed. 
Amendment to change from 18 years to 16 years, Yea Failed 
Passage of resolution for regulation of child labor. Yea. Passed 


H. R. 6557—REORGANIZATION OF THE FORBIGN SERVICH 

Motion to recommit. Yea. Failed. 
Bill passed without roll eall, 

H. J. RES, 248—CHINESE INDPMNITY 
To provide for the remission of further payments of the annua 

installmeuts of the Chinese indemnity, Nay. Passed. 
H. KES. 278--CAPE COD CANAL 
To cousider bill for purchase by the Government. Present, Passed 
H. R, 7995—RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION 

Con eport Yea Passed 

H. R. 7959-—ADJUSTED COMPENSATION 
To postpone consideration of President's veto. Nay. Passed. 

H. BR. 7959——-WORLD WAR VETERANS’ COMPENSATION 

To pass bill over President’s veto. Yea, Passed. 

H. R. 6715—REVENUE; TAX REDUCTION 
Coaference report, Yea. Passed. 

H. &. 8233—INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION 
Conference report (Disagreement on navy yard amendment.) Nay 
Failed 
H. R. 9033——M’°NARY-HAUGEN BILL 

Final vote on passage. Yea. Failed. 


6645—BUREAU OF PROHIBITION 
Yea, 


INCREAS 


H. R. 
To create a bureau in Treasury Department. Passed, 
S, 1898—POSTAL SALARY 
Yea. Passed. 


EIGHTEENTH AMENDMENT 


Conference report, 


Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, in compliance 
with the permission given me by the House to extend my remarks 
on the eighteenth amendment I shall to some extent reply to 
the gentleman from Ohio and include an article which shows 
how real property has advanced instead of declining in value, 
as predicted by those who were opposed to the eighteenth 
amendment and the Federal laws enacted by Congress to carry 
out its provisions, 

Every variety of camouflage is used by the wets in order to 
attempt to defeat the enforcement of the eighteenth amend 
ment. Pleas for beer and wine, in spite of the plain letter of 


the Constitution; attacks upon enforcement officials who are 
loyal and active, without assaults upon those nominees of wet 
Congressmen who are complaisantly nullifying the Constitu- 
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telling of crime and drunken 
record in police statistics; appeals 
sectional pride, to racial animosities, to 
humanity, diversified by lofty 
moderation—we heard all 


” home-brew istics 
eh any) 


ious pre judice, to 


Ig 


never finds to 


baser impulses ot 


of 


iInvova 


temperance and have these 
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epeatod 
\ gentleman from Ohio—a general, distinguished soldier on 
Union side in the Civil War, and statesman of many 
vs Saturday, January 19, 1924, repeated these arguments | 
iw HoUuse The oldest Member of the body, he portrayed 
h as a victim to-day of the drink evil. assert that 
lay the young men and young women who are alcohol ad- } 


fs are only 
» years ago. 


ad girls, 


a small fraction of those who habitually drank 
We are outdoor folk to-day. Athletes, both boys 
are never drunkards, They drive high-powered autos 


th rarely an accident because of drunkenness. They dance 
ugh the night. Alcoholized bodies could not stand that 
in. They have packed every college to the limit of its 
ipacity and have surpassed the scholarship records of our 


ithers and our grandfathers. 
do this. The 


Minds stupefied by alcohol could 


nevel churches record the unprecedented gain in 
mung people’s societies, both in membership and in activities. 
mith lost in drink does none of these things. They are de 
manding and are assuming a larger part in the public and 


usiness life of the Nation. 

What honest y can believe that the revolu- 
ian in the life of vouth could be possible if the drinking habits 

only a half decade ago were still in force? Youth to-day 

siner than in any age in our history. The liquor traffic stil! 
uins boys and girls, but for each one who goes down that road 
to death to-day a thousand were destroyed by the k 
traflic just a few years back. 

‘To unfavorably compare our record in crime with Europe and 
then to draw the conclusion that prohibition is responsible for 


observer of society 


Is 


valized 


the greatest number of murders in America argues either igno 
rance of the facts or unwillingness to face them We have 
more erime than Europe has. But the alien in our midst com 


mits the greater portion of that crime. The records show that 
over SO per cent of the violations of the eighteenth amendment 
ind laws enacted thereunder, both Federal and State, are com- 
mitted by aliens. Our record for murder and homicide has long 
been worse than other nations. But where other countries, 
particularly in Europe, have shown an increase in crime since 
the war, America alone among the nations of the world has 
recorded a falling crime rate. When we shut the doors of the 
saloon we cut off the source of much of our crime. 

I know not how to answer one who cifes the number of 
arrests and convictions of those charged with violation of the 
Volstead Act as evidence of failure to enforce that very law. 
The violation of the liquor laws has always been one of our 
most serious problems. Before the arrival of national prohibi 
tion we closed our eyes to many of these violations. We knew 


that moonshine stills were running in many rural districts 
We knew that peddlers sold the product of these stills against 
the law. The words “ moonshiner” and “ bootlegger”’ were not 


invented after the Volstead Act. They are an inheritance from 
the days when the gentleman from Ohio voluntarily placed 
himself under personal prohibition. We arrested and punished 
only a small fraction of those who illegally manufactured liquor 
in those days. 


Who ever heard ef a saloon observing the law under the 
license régime? When the front door closed the rear door 


opened, In many places no pretense of closing the front door 
was even made, It was this defiance of all restraints that made 
prohibition inevitable. We outlawed the saloon because the 
saloon would keep no law. I question if any city in America 
to-day has as many illicit dealers in intoxicants as it had under 
the license system, Comparison of the Federal internal revenue 
figures with the local license totals in any city will reveal the 
existence of thousands of “ speak-easies” before prohibition 
Add to these the probable number of illegal dealers who did 
not even have a Federal license, and the total will astound 
you. The actual fact is that we are dealing with the greatest 
foe to law the world has ever known. Where in former years 
we compromised with this enemy and closed our eyes to the 
host of daily violations of law, to-day we are waging a war to 
the death. Law against outlaw; democracy against organized 
booze: that is the array of forces in the greatest contest we 
have ever faced. 

The old-time saloonists themselves protest against the Ohio 
gentleman's defense of their order. I hold in my hand one of 
the letters sent to the gentleman from Ohio. He has doubtless 
received others, perhaps scores or hundreds. I do not know 
just what the church people, the ladies’ organizations, and the 
friends of prohibition in Ohio have said to him about his attack 


i 
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ee eencspeieiineieanatitetes iin 
on the Puritan and on prol 
enemy of the eighteent! in ’ 
idoption, there came to him vy oA 
how reatl he genftlen 1 ’ 
“ft ' 
) 
M ) \ 
rf ' 
' | 
later i red j t 
W l 1 i 
income tax vith Fs 
|} admit that wr 3 

of bis adopted runt 
that I read in Sund i 

Puritan vher j 

the law ' iw i i 

ente T th ! , 
witches in M sh i i 
me trom hin a } \ 
Reserv where ) ' : 

h Puritan g i Sta i 
sion upen tl I rd ‘ i 

then lye ust ” requested . slain 

states that Mr. UrsHaw ! ! 

you say he Is." 

The records ow th 22 ” A 1 ) i 
22 in all the history Ne England \ i t > 
human beings were do jeath fo h sing ' 
and 153.000 in Franc i “ 5) i 
forsooth W lo yor wine h Wl 
ish muisition doing i h 
you refer imely, th ” teenth nt Wl 2 i ‘ 
would not make ip an i l i I I 
large city in Spain a ! im » whieh \ 
those who ar he su Ss h it it | i 
by the Spanish inquisition to be alle] viou po 
cally charitable fre from bia rid preg > t } 
tribe of alien theught illen to the we tighes ' } 
grea suuntry of o Ha nu it you ) i io 
ibuse and mendacious ‘ t ha h giously i ’ ' 
Puritan now as well as the seve: ‘nth nitury indulg la 
you forgotten the history of the W fern R ll i nrad 
it impossible to make a prope i yresel it i w hie 
the Puritan spirit is asserting i i nD , , i i 
law and order Ilave you ever ited Da Ohio Read what 
is irved in stone as you t h un hou ’ i 

That regard for the public welfat a th i i ' 
yther “ The right to a f gor ! i »p ' 1 
itizen to obey that goy ner 

Who gave America H ira | Ya | I 

Who gave Ameri “ul th 1 i ) 
he people? The Puritan 

Who gave America its ft fr ) hh rr ! 

Who established Hudson Academy ha i , ! vel ifo 
Western Reserve University | 

Which part of the { ted S za ' 
the Union in the war o hich ou ) ] tt 
Western Reset . .e 2 

Where WV the under zrou I ! i i i i wi i 
freedom to thousands upon thousands red bh 
War The Puritan Western R: 

° * ° With all the traditions of that pa rf Te try i 
soil of which has given us so much that tution 
you might have left the Puritan and all glori 4 tag } mM 
handed down to us alone. * * * 

Your friends now are the alien bootlegg yell a ; n 
of New York State, who has made ever itizen of tl State of Ne 
York a constructive anarchist and rebel against the Government of the 
United States. And you have done all this for a drink be 

In conclusion, the writer fought the hteenth amend nt as it iM 
being gradually brought to us with all the power he possessed As a 
hotelkeeper, my bar was part of my stock in trade and my selfish tn 
terests made me its defender [ spoke before literary societies. Rotary 
and Kiwanis Clubs, Protestant hurches ind opposed with wha 
strength was mine against the impending eighteenth amendment My 
father was a distiller of Scottish whisky | have been a onsistent 
drinker all my life; but whatever I may have expected ym a Dem 
crat in New York State * * °* T[ never thought I'd l ) 1 i 
gressman from the great Buckeye State defend booze, * * * 

Very sincerely yours, 
Joun McF, Howrs 





The Hon, 


There has been a decrease in the number 


divorces sought 
because of intemperance. | 


mmparatively few suits are brought 
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on this gr d to-day The breaking up of home life and the 
a n th rate among the native born is attributed by 
ma ‘ sociul students to the presence of married women 

: t with the inevitable decadence of the home. 

{ | luced ce ‘ \ Drunken men are 
| ,on al ‘ r stre Judge Gemmill, of Chicago, 
pul he t det se in arrests for 

l ng ft 0.000 in 1923, or 2,000,000 in the 

j ent ly 2.000 penal institutions were empty 

‘ f We of prisoners was taker Our crime rate 

( rrp ) I ed thou d between 1917 and 1922. Our 
‘ i ! \ new records for the world, and the de- 
( equivalent to t saving of 875,000 
] ' e decreased public charity. due to intemperance, 
} 1000000 an We now |! e 250,000 fewer industrial 

ts p ‘ cuused by alcohol-numbed minds or muscles. 
Wi e doors of nearly all the brothels which once 

thi birne morals, and bodies of our people. We have | 
ele (l not halt the flood of evil forees dragging down 
¢ “tn 

The b ‘ lollars once sper f strong drink now 

puere ! ‘ Wile of it austry i 1 < merce over all our 
! we ha been buyin i billion dollars’ worth 
of | in pol In each of the three last dry vears 
‘ inie have paid more money in dividends 
to policy he \ lina thee } e paid in death claims. 
() ! ‘ now samot it to « S18,000 000,000, or 
Wi n I seventh « ti total amoun ( the tional debt. 
One ( even yn 1 n the Nat owns an automebile. 
0 1.000.000 aut manufactured last year found ready pur- 
Wi l mstructir ove O00 more home per month row 
than in 1919. Even the high cost of building ce: not halt this 
build which surpasses both industrial and business con 
structic Department store general retail tr amusement 
velry and luxury trades have reported unprecedented 
in the amount of business done. For one single item 
( "I t alor the radio. we spent last vear $400,000 000, 
\ 1 ! that ! nm the world ever knew. Vhysi- 
eall we re healthier and ronger in the past. The 
Ce Rureau reports an increase in longevity since prohibi- 
We are morally better, as the statistics of our churches 
s well as the reports of our criminologists prove. We are 
happier, as every legitimate amusement enterprise can testify. 
Without prohibition none of these things would have been 
possible achievements 
rhe e t n enforcement of prohibition, but these 
ele are neith oO numerous nor so us as the opporents 
of prohibition w they were or as they tld have us believe 
| most iSual comparison of conditions to-day, in spite ‘of 
whatever defects we may find in enforcement with conditions 
und license, will satisfy any fair-1 led student of our na- 
t life th ve have made unparal d gains in every field 
‘ ur | ess since prohibition 

Phe ¢ n of the drink-sodden na s of Furope, the 
1 tides of crime there, the political er of the liquor 
1 in Nngland, France, Spain, and Italy, the general smug- 
¢ ( high-powered aleohol, the home distilling in France, 
the « sion of all laws for control, the mounting death rate in 
neal every European country, the unemployment, the poverty, 

! these appro in strongest tern that which President 

( | ! termed the American policy of government in his 
mess o Congre when he uttered these words: 
I an inescapable personal rf yonsibility for the development 
‘ ‘ of industry, of thrift, and of self-control. These do not 
‘ 0 Government but from the people themselves. But the 
Government cun and should always be exp ive of steadfast deter- 
ninatio always vigilant, to maintain condit s under which those | 
virtues are most likely to develop and secure nition and reward. 
I s is the American policy. 

It is in accordance with this principle that we have enacted laws 

protection of the public health and have adopted prohibition 

in narcotic drugs and intoxicating liquors. 


An unbiased observer of effects of prohibition, Felix Isman, 
one of the best-known realty experts in America, writes as 


follows in the Saturday Evening Post of March 1, 1924: 





Tue Errect or PROHIBITION UPON REALTY VALUES 
W n the Volstead Act went into effect in 1919 it was ebvious and 
iney ile that the status of scores of millions of dollars’ worth of 
holdings would chang Whether this change would be for better 
or worse few persons were in position to say. The most natural guess 
to make was a pessimistic one. To the superficial observer it seemed 
clear that if thousands of locations which had been producing an in- 
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come from the sale of intoxicating beverages could no longer be » 
for that purpose prohibition would fall like a blight upon the real-est 
market. 

Any such conclusion, however, overlooks a fundamental character 
real estate a basis of value—teal 

bl itself. You can’t chop the hea 
an ax or with a Volstead Act. 

People are the of 


iteé 


of 


as is 


off r 


estate 
d 


more 
ile 


or 


tate 


less 


in elther 


basis value; the best way to destr ’y real- 





value would be to destroy the people; which reminds me of the st f 
the dog and the pig: 

“What a wonderful animal you are, pig,” said the dog. “WwW 
every part of you is worth money; your tail, your legs, everythir 
even your hair is used for bristles. My body—what is it worth? A 
lutely nothing! It is less than worthless.” Touched to the quik 
this realization of hin own worthlessness, even though he had expr: 
it, the dog continued : 

“But you are still nothing but a pig.” Now, prohibition killed 
aloon, but the corner lot on which it stood was not a dead dog 
was a dead pig. The question confronting the real-estate man wa 
to do with the corpse. 


BURYING THE CORPSE 
red the property 


owners thought, 


War-tinx 
its 


prohibition had rend 


the 


in question 1 


for former purpese, as but for a temp 


period. They were willing to bide their time. But when national 
hibition became a certainty and the knowledge that new usage n 
be created or obtained for the tremendous quantity of realty used 
the sale of aleoholic stimulants became an acknowledged fact ther 
little short of panic among owners and long-term tenants. Not 
had the realty conditions to be met but considerable finesse and a 
ough understanding of the condition of the owners’ minds and temp 
ments we required to restrain panic-stricken ones from upsettir 
the carefully laid plans of those who had been called upon to bur 
corpse, 

A difficult part of the situation was the feeling by many owner 
saloonkeepers had been paying excessive rent for the use of 
realty, and the thought of a sure and certain return to normalit 
a condition fraught to many with anticipation of great distress. 

For years a part of the American public scarcely realized th 
subject of prohibition was other than an argument. The quest 
to whether deprivation of alcoholic stimulants was a moral i 


whether it was a deprivation of personal liberty became practically 
only discussion. To the state mind, however, was a 

aspect of the case: Prohibition would change the status of valu 
better or worse to the owners of untold millions of realty holdings 


Ilow to bury the corpse was a question of great perplexity, ev 


real-e there 


the expert who had taken the time to study records of the effect 
prohibition upon realty values in the various prohibition States 
spite of thie persistent manufacture of statistics by the propaga 
agercies of both wets and drys, real-estate experts who had sti 





this subject thoroughly knew the effects of prohibition upon val 
small towns, counties, States, and fairly large citi But all thi 
formation now had to be considered in the light of an unpreced 
situation, for there was a tremendous difference between the la 
city in any prohibition county or State—at the time it went dry—a 
New York in 1919. In the smaller tewns and cities values had } 
rally not become stabilized; many things might affect them. I: 
larger cities values are much more definitely fixed. 

The effect of prohibition in its various phases could not Rave el 
so far-reaching years ago, because the ciiies were much small 
values were naturally much less, whereas in 1919 not only had 
cities grown tremendously in size but realty—prebably out of proj 


tion to growth in population—was at its peak. The imminent cl 
so soon to descend upon these fairly stabilized conditions with a «¢ 
tury or more of tradition behind them presented a problem 
be fairly desc ribed as stupendous. 

The effect of State prohibition upen realty, however helpful, was 


whicl 


very different condition from that of national prohibition. The ei 
of State prohibition upon realty formerly used for the sale and manu 
facture of liquor could be nowhere nearly so great as the conditions 


which the Volstead Act created, for many reasons. 
THE TURN OF THE TIDE 


The lessons taught by modified and absolute State prohibition upor 
realty were manifeld. Many of us will remember the great apprelen 
sion which realty owners of liquor establishments had when the new 
law in the so-called prohibition States went into effect; how the maga 
zines were flooded with illustrations of the city deserted, and how 
during the first year, realty values of property used for either the 
manufacture or dispensation of aleoholic liquor were frightfully hurt; 
but to everyone's surprise, little by little these establishments were 
taken for other enterprises and they were, in the main, quite success 
ful. Busimess picked up generally; the ecavings banks becan to find ap 


increase in their deposits; people began buying their own homes, and 
merchants their business establishments ; the jails were being emptied ; 
a general air of prosperity became increasingly apparent, and what 








CONGRESSIONAL 


mfart 
comtort 





and good will in the minds 

gan to become plainly apparent. There was less friction in th ir; 

prices ¢ 

und but taking decided strides beyond former peak prices 

Now this is what the realty broker who had studied the history of 
ffect of State prohibition knew. So it 


which disturbed 


{ realty mmenced to advance, not only recovering lost 


was not so much the fear 


of depreciation in price him as the gigantic problem 
of disposition, 
Not only was the 


hotel proprietor 


saloon the object of attack but 
throughout the country 
was in a quandary how to 
worried whether he could 
] rent as well 


practically 
, representing a 
meet changed 
meet, not 


every 


tremendous 


investment, conditions, and 
very much only his expenses but 


In addition, the brewery owners, were confronted with a far greater 


problem, because they held special buildings, erected for special and 
icular purposes, and were upon the horns of another dilemma; 
theirs was far more perplexing. Distilleries were the breweries’ 


twin brothers; in fact they 

This Is particularly a story of how the corpse buried. for the 
with startling Thousands of 
business; other thousands of restaurants have 


were Siamese twins 
was 


» has been done success 


saloons have 


uit of either ad 


ted their affairs to the new conditions or given way to other 
unches of trade endeavor. Thousands of breweries, distilleries and 
wholesale liquor warehouses are now, in the main—not Additional 
thousands of hotels that faced the problem of how to give up thet: 


irs without the 
And thereby 


use of red ink on 
hangs 


their books 


solved the difficult; 
These i 


our tale problems have me s hoppy 


NEW TENANTS AT HIGH 


‘BNTALS 


Let us begin with the corner saloon; it was the most widlesp 





il-estate problem. It was very different from the hotel eCaAnIse 
suloon Was a comparatively small inyestment in proportion to the 

tter Now, a strange thing happened in and around New York Ciry 
lan iloons had occupied most prominent corners Some of them 
presented opportunities for representation—I mean opportunities for 


national advertising purposes—far beyond the worth of the space for 


ere merchandising 


purposes The chain stores waited in line fo 
them Chey outbid one another, and in almost all cases th yrominen 
locations brought more money than the saloons ever paid for them 
h hain grocery stores took up many of the others in less promi 
nent spots Many saloons had leases made before the neighborhoods 
had changed for the better, and they subleased the properties a i 


ibstantial profit In this way the situation 
ete and profitable manner 

There is a peculiar condition 
where the 


was dealt with in a com 


which surrounds a 


limited 


ertain 


lilding—one space is used for a length of 


er day The largest saloon, occupying considerable space, at its 
usiest times would really have use for but a small portion f its 
pace his is also a condition with a billiard hall It is necessarily 


» with a theater Now. the chain stores sensed the saloon situation 


Many of them could do business in a 


chairs or 


very small space They required 
lounging space; in fact the founder of the 
told me that the keystone of his 

founded on the inability of the permit a 
longer than the consummation of a purchase 
it up by the chain store into small stores, utilized for 
poses requiring small and frequent purchases, and 


ter utilization became immediate 


no tables, largest 


hain-tobacco. stores 


business was 


store to customer to remain 


So the lurget space was 


business pur 
in this manner bet 
THE 


HOTEL MEN’S PLIGHT 


The saloon was practically a one-man business. One could run an 
endless number of stores from a main center, but pot saloons; In fact 
it most States it was unlawful to do so. GOne prominent grocer in New 
York City wants but a dollar per day profit from each of his stores 


A large 


protit 


andy 
Now, 
establishment 

with 


manufacturer advertises the 
the saloon man had to live 
The chain store, if its loeation is 
1 portion of its profit as 

transition from saloon to the 


slogan “A penny a 


pound 
from the profits of his one 
successful, can 


part 


additional rent so that, all in all, the 


various branches of merchandising has 
resulted not only in an increase of value but in a much higher grade 
of investment, and also in at least a better outlook for the future in 
point of permanent returns. Likewise the restaurateur is better able 
to pay rent, even though he does but a legitimate business. People 


eat more and more frequently. 
mon 


They pay better prices. They have the 
y they formerly spent in saloons to aid them in doing so 

different and far 
born problem, because its furnishings were in many cases very el 


The hotel, however, presented a yastly more stub 


iborate 


nd pensive. The saloon fixtures could be hauled off in a truck and 
that’s that, but if a hotel with 200 rooms or over found itself unabl 
to pay the rent because its bar had been put out of business, the 
owner couldn't dump at least $200,000 worth of stuff on trucks and 


rent the place to a chain grocer 
found before the hotel was out 
damage to its realty value 


Many different 
of trouble or 


solutions had to be 


out of business without 
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\ st some of the manag iow l t § 

tt t they didn’t get v v far with tl rl vit great a 
hension, nearly all of them raised the prices of root nd food 
was sound and almost immediately lifted t 1 ‘ it of their 
difficulty Their principal competition was with restaurants of the 
better sort, which had also been selling liquor, but those restaurants 
were either raising the price of food or going out of business also, But 
the most important revenue-producing change in hotels began with rent 
ing the space formerly occupied by the bar to a merchant Chis the 
realty expert knew was the first step Then he discovered that the 
was ample space for a lot of other stores. By making a few change 


he could offer merchants show windows facing both the street and t 
lobby Then first-floor 


inine or second floor. 


acain, restaurants were 


rhis helped to solve the 


removed to the m« 


problem for a lot of 


them 

Rut not very hotel was so situated or constructed as to make th 
solution possible rhe proportion of bar receipts to other income would 
vary, of , very widely with different establishments Scores of 
hotel muld not survi even after landlords had made adjustments in 


article we are not consi 





ering the fate of 
Therefore the hotel 1 n 
of prohibition may read 


hotel, but the real estate who went out 





with astonishment a state 


ment that the problem was solved by turning the into an 
This 


averages 


establishment 
larger returns than the hotel 
in be a unted for by easy arithmetic: A room 
ughly, 200 square feet. A rent for wholesale 


$2 per night per room, predicated upon 300 nights 


high 
would be 


per year, or $600 per room annually Now, it was quite easy to obtain 
$2 per square foot for office space; so the owner recovered first or 
ground floor space, also considerable second-floor space, and considerable 
of tl basement space, which had been given to Mr. Hotel Man as a 
by-product incident to his utilization of the rooms. That happened in 
numerous in nees in e large cities, and for the purposes of th 
irticl is the happy ending 

rt jority of hotel kee] who irvived were most agreeably 

rised to see how the 4 lic rose to the situation Though the 

xl © Ijustment was ry trying to all of them, the nw air of 
estfolr wh 1 pervaded the establishment after the bar had been 

mel was most agreeable to everyone from manager to bootblack 


CONVERTED BREWERIE 


Next let us misider the brewery A lot of people, including direc 


rs of brewing companies, had been worrying for several years before 


prohibition, and about all they had for their pains was a headache 
It is known that some of them might survive in a fashion by nranu- 
facturing neat products, but it was doubtful whether “near” prod 


uet would have a sufficient sale to permit of their 
There they 
nearly every one covering as much as a city block of space. No 
evennie-producing could think of but find 


1 towering mass of brick could resemble a white 


being exclusively 


nantfactured by the larger 


things 


breweries, stood, enormous 


I business one would them 


‘ntirely too large If 


lephant, the brewery did The real-estate man looked at them and 
heaved a sigh Their owners looked at them and groaned. Numerous 
proprietors of little manufacturing businesses wandered through them 
ind decided that their enterprises might as well lease the Grand 
‘anyon 

But other events were hurrving along a solution which the real 
‘state mran was not slow to discover Demand for old buildings of 


ilmost any kind or shape, of four brick walls, with a dependable roof, 


became so insistent by reason of the tremendous rise in materials and 





labor that the brewery buildings could no longer be overlooked In 
short, these two problems—like the gingham dog and the calico cat— 
ite each other up The prices of bricks, steel, cement, and, above all, 


labor, were mounting skyward 


built 


Here were vast structures in excellent 


repair, soundly The reproduction cost of 


space was in 


these buildings would 


” enormous about 


Covered demand Hiow 


that 


them 


using 
for warehouses? And quite a number went 
could he 


ing of beer; most of this machinery was modern and economical 


way 
The machinery in them 


the mak 


adapted to numerous uses besides 


of operating cost Within a short time quite a number of breweries had 
been converted into some other kind of factory. The real-estate man, 
however, held the key to the situation for many of the oldest brew 


for often 


eries 


these establishments had originally 
out. In the intervening years the city had grown and 
ounded them At the national 
there had been no other use 


sought cheap land 
some distance 


finally suri time prohibition came if 
for the buildings of breweries so situated 
and the land could sold at a 

Many sales were made on this 
tually One of the largest and most 


churches in New York City has been erected 





the ks in them have been high profit 


in many instances, basis, whether the 


buildings were a torn down or not 





prominent 
of an old brewery 


upon the site 


The procedure of suecessfully disposing of the 


similar to that 


distillery was 
of the breweries, but do not overlook 


corpse 


in a general way 


ee ——s 
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the fact that this problem was not nearly se acute. Whisky is still 
being legally manufactured, which briegs us te seme ef the unsus- 
pected by-products ef prohibition 

As before stated, @ great deal of whisky is not only being manufaec- 
tured but legally seld on plysicians’ prescriptions through drug storea. 
It is sold in a manner which reminds me of a story told years ago in 
the old Weber & Pields Music Hall Little Joe Weber, in one of the 
plays, speaking of his experience in Europe, said, “One bought fruit 
over there and paid for jewelry While the cheerful possessor of one 
of these Jitile slips waits for the elerk to fll the bottle he is rubbing 
elbows with a crowd of men who rushed in for a sandwich and a cup 
of coffe: Lack of these men is a smal) boy examining a radio outfit, 
and the other ceunt stands a woman purchasing rouge. Or is it 
ef ret j be it is fountain pen. Anyway the drug store, in 

t rm I whisky } iness, is now a soft-drink stand, | 
reniauranut, and miniature department store. Imstead of having to 
reek low rents the old apothecary shop usually did, this new estab- 
J nent is bidder for the wrest expensive spaces in the world. 

RUM’S COMPETITORS 

Oo e, you have thought of the moti ture show and what 
h 1 t receij as soon as t saloor ent « of business. 
A matt ! motion-picture the r had been giving the 
f hoa meri ] for some ye previously. It is a well-known 
i t one xl mot ] ture house conld sh at least half, if 
I tl h p entage of the gs ons jin it neighborhood 

ri I it i ] t probl Entertainment 
{ commodit ist ertainly as p to ire food. Both are 
I of ‘ I ind motion pictur ‘ e under the head of 
ente nvent for f the who purchased th For not more 
{ 50 ne i rehase bout tw hours of entertainment in a 
! ‘ he I ‘ dome t ‘ with 1 i j 
‘ I n with the my ( cl millionaires, hero@s, 

’ cowboys = ri Chapl You can laugh, cry, be 
t ! ! iformed without effort Che | der couldn't offer so 
much for ! mone 

So mot } eture how we be t! SA n in a bare-fisted 
fic? ind the mply ph “l to prosperity when their adversary wa 
‘ lawed 

Nearly evervone saw that for himself; bat perhaps vou didn’t know 
that or ‘ n billiard parlors had illing mortality 
rate but are now solid investments, in the nyair The original billiard 
and pool parlor usually nestied close te a bar, under the mistaken 
notion that tt would draw trade frem the brass rail (uite the oppo 
site always happened. Tem, Dick, and Harry stopped after the first 
ume to have a drink and neglected to return. 

Meanwhile the rent for all that floor space under the billiard table 
Vax going merrily on; also the light bill The absentmindedness of 
Tom, Dick, wad Harry put pearly as many billiard parlers out of busi- 
ness in the course of a yeur as other optimistic managers started. 

When the brass rail went down, the uneasy manager of all those 
expansive, as well as expensive, tables theught he 6aw his finish. But 
he has a larger plave now and pays a higher rent. Tom, Dick, and 
llarry continue at their game all eveniag. They play better and get 
more fun out of it since being released frenr that high-voltage attraction 
of that neighborin ral 

rhe inerease in the demand for soft drinks since prohibition has 
been tremendous; so much so that a prominent orange-juice chain-store | 
proposition Las beceme a very impertant factor in the demand for ultra- 
central space a condition which all users of such space must reckon | 
with in a highly conmpetitive sense 

Though nearly everyone guessed correctly tbat prohibition would 
have a numrked effect upon seft-drink sales, but few thought it would 
multiply and multiply golf courses. If they thought of golf in eon- 
nection with prehibition at all, it was probably to werry about the 
future of their country club after bar revenue was cut off. 

But prohibilion sent thousands of Men sev-rrying out to the links 
who had never quite feund time before. 

Phe increase in golf courses has been tremendous, with absolutely no 
sign of diminution. This game requires so great an area for a limited | 
number of persons that it seems inrpossible to predict limits to the 
demand for such spaee near metropolitan districts. 

A golf course should have at least about 110 acres. Translate this | 
into city blocks and line them up. One hundred and ten acres so ar- 
rang would stretch from Feurteenth Street to Harlem if laid down 
in New York City. It can not very well be used by more than 300 
persons. The hours of play have lengthened since prohibition. At- | 
tendance is better. Men are more keenly interested in the game. | 
They concentrate on mastering its tec hnic, and the result shows In | 
club receipts. 

The new golf course is not only a considerable real-estate deal in 
itself but it brings about a condition which makes that neighborhood | 


desirable Nearly anyone would like to live pear 110 acres of well-kept 


So the real-estate man finds that formerly neglected acres are 


ground. Bo 


ie. 


salal 
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SPORTS BENPFITED 

Locations for golf courses were naturally and necessarily select 
in localities where Jand cheapest, considering accessibility 
many sections, altheugh pessessing great merit, bave increased tres 
dously in value through the advent of the golf course, hastened ir 
inception through the mediunr of the abolition of liquor. 

All outdoor sports have been benefited by prohibition 
able growth of interest in tennis is in some measure due to the abses 
of a strong counter attraction. In fact, tennis promises to run 
bali a close race for premier honors. 

Baseball, is probably 


was 


The 


rema 


however, a more outstandinmc example tft] 


golf. From California to Florida plans are being made for lars 
grand stands and larger baseball parks. Vhat has happened to bas: 


ball has nothing to de with Babe Ruth or pennants. It is the en; 
thing that is happening to tennis, golf, prize fighting, boating, swi; 


ming, and amusement parks. Never before in this country was ther; 
such enthusiams for eutdoor sports. What effect this will have o 


future generations of Americans is a subject for some one else Ir 
dwelling upen it I might everlook the fact that if 10,000 persons atte: 
baseball games where previously only 2,000 fans gathered, every li 

commercial establishment around the park has a proportionately la 

value. Watch them grew from sheds to real buildings. You 
have to go back very far te recall when they were represented by the hx 
dog man’s basket as he steed on the curb. But you have already sm 
what happened to his basket. It’s a snyall building now. 
owner time to realize what these changes mean. One may be sure 


the modern baseball park will cause changes in the neighborhood p 


der 


Give 


portionate to its own evolution, 

Many elements enter into the ever-increasing demand for better 
more housing. Let no one say it is absurd that prohibition had a a 
nant part. John Workingman has more money to-day than he has ey 


had in the history of the country and probably in the history of 
world, and the elimination of John Barleycorn for John Working: 
probably means an additional room at least to his living quarters. M 
opinion of the housing situation is that prohibition has created, throug 
its success aS a money saver, a tremendous impetus in the mind of t 
latent home seeker, the desirability of investing his savings in 
place where he knows he can find shelter, without the drag of the pa 
ment of rent, as quickly as possible, and he has become luxurious in 
not luxurious to the point of wastefulness, but he wants 

He now has the money to pay for it and he is getting i: 


demands ; 
elbowroom. 
UNEXPECTED BY-PRODUCTS 

The tremendeus demand for housing is universally known. Ther: 
never so many home seekers as at the present time, nor so ma! 
Where this condition exists prosperity always reiz: 
The branches of the building trade have so many ramifications that 
when it is prosperous generally so is the whole country. The savin 
banks through the public’s savings must invest their funds so as to p 
interest to the depositer, and much of this money seeks real-estate cha! 
nels and helps the house builder to expand his operations. 


heme purchasers. 


Seashore resorts—hbut ene could go on in am almost endless strat: 
shewing the decided benefits which have accrued to real estate direct 
and indirectly through the medium of the abolition of the salvo: 


primarily. 

Now, a strange thing has happened regarding realty investment 
Money is coming into it fram sources hitherto unknown. Some 
many some ones—is making money from some source unknown to t 
realty dealer, and this money is going into real estate. It has 
tremendous impetus to the stability of the high prices prevaili) 
the present timre. Just what trade or profession this capital com: 
from the realty dealer knows not, but you and I may probably make 
very successful guess. Is it possible that the new mysterious money 
coming into realty is money made unlawfully? If so, it is not 1 
only indirect aid to realty values derived in defiance of the law. 

In New York race tracks, with betting rampant, exercise a decided 
beneficial effect upon the theater, restaurant, and so on. In New Yor! 
State, like bootlegging, betting flourishes illegally. Dance halls, under 
the guise of so-called clubs, pay much higher rents, because a club is 
not compelled to close at the legal hour. 

From the time the Volstead Act went into effect it has been a prime 
factor in the real-estate business. The corpse of Demon Rum has been 
handled almost as successfully as that of the porker, but no pig ever 
had so many unexpected by-products as prohibition. It will be inter- 
how many more are yet to turn up. 


ote 


been 


esting to see 


Years ago the first Armour said one used everything about the pig 
but his squeal; the realty expert did more than that with the realty 


used for liquor purposes—he utilized the squeal. 

HISTORY OF THE 
DAVIS of 
has always 


AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE 


Mr. Speaker, the Democratic 
favored an adequate American merchant 
marine unhampered by adverse laws and consequently not 
needing antidoes in the form of subsidies from the Public 
Treasury. Only under the propitious policies of Democratic 


Mr. 
Party 


Tennessee. 
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an American merehant marine ever flourished | 


inder Democratic administration that American shipping 
| through its golden era and the white-winged argosies 
fle American flag sniled the seven seas without the 
subsidies or other artificial stimulants. When the Re 
in Party first came into power, the United States had 
largest merchant marine in the world, and American 

carried twice as much of our rapidly growing exports 


imports as all others combined, besides engaging exten- 





in rrving the trade between other nations. Under | 
blighfing effects of high protective tariffs and other Re- 
can policies after 50 years of nearly continuous Republi- 


rule our former eminence on the sea had dwindled until 
ian 90 per cent of our own imports and exports were 
ed under alien flags 

soon as the Democratic Party came into power in 1915 
gan constructive and effective efforts to restore the 
rican flug to the seas, and within three years and before 
entered the World War American shipping engaged in 
foreign trade, and the pereentage of our greatly increased 
rts and exports carried in American vessels had more 
doubled, which was described in the report of the Com- 
ioner of Navigation as “a growth without precedent in 
own history or in that of any other maritime nation.” 


Vhen we were drawn i he Work lar e od for); : 
— =” Gr n into the World War and th need for | The organization of the House and the committee assignments 


tional ships to help win the war became immediate and 
erative, the Democratic administration consummated the 
t prodigious shipbuilding program in the world’s history, 
the result that our merchant marine became the second 
est in the world—nearly as large as that of Great Britain 


greater than the combined tonnage of the next five na- | 


al merchant marines. When the war was won and our | 
ps and supplies returned, our Government-owned vessels | 


re placed in the mereantile operation, and trade routes were 


stuablished to every principal foreign port upon more than | 


i) routes in nearly 600 services, American flagships carrying | 


er 50 per cent of our imports and exports. For the first 

me in a third of a century 50 per cent of the crews on 
\merican vessels engaged in the foreign trade were American 
itizens. 

Although having passed through nearly a year of the world 
slump in shipping, this immense Shipping Beard business had 
to its credit over $400,000,000 net profit from the operation of 

s vessels when the Republican administration came into 
nower, 

Then followed a saturnalia of extravagance, inefliciency, and 


favoritism, und a deliberate program to dispurage und discredit | 


Shipping Board vessels and trade routes so as to get the Gov- 
ernment out of shipping at once and at whatever sacrifice at 
the behest of private shipping interests, both foreign and domes- 
tic. In order to favor the same interests the Republican ad- 
ministration strenuously endeavored to put through the in- 
famous Lasker ship subsidy bill, but it was so obnoxious that 
even an overwhelmingly Republican Congress did not dare 
enact it into law, and the recent Republican national platform 
did net mention it. In.a tremendous effort to effect the passage 
of this vicious bill the proper functions of the Shipping Board 
and Emergency Fleet Corporation were wholly neglected, and 
publie funds appropriated by Congress for the merchant marine 
were illegally diverted and prostituted to a nation-wide propa- 
gunda for a subsidy to a few favored interests. This was pur- 
suant to a deliberate scheme to turn the cream of the Govern- 
ment-owned fleet over to a shipping monopoly at a song and 
permit them to wax rich at public expense, and to scrap the 
remainder of the fleet to avoid a possibility of them coming 
in competition with a few hand-picked favorites. In order to 
justify such «a course in the public mind Chairman Lasker and 
his cohorts carried on a tremendous campaign of disparagement 
of the ships and of Shipping Beard operation, insisting that 
the Government-owned ships could never succeed, and that 
American-flag ships could not successfully operate without large 
bounties from the Public Treasury. This was accompanied by 
a rapid additional lay up of vessels and consequent destruction 
of our valuable trade routes, notwithstanding the fact that 
they were operating to full capacity carrying American prod- 
ucts to foreign ports. 

On January 1, 1920, 1,525 Shipping Board vessels of a total 
deadweight tonnage of 8,681,791 were in actual commercial opera- 
tion. Notwithstanding the world-wide slump in commerce 
resulting in the worst shipping depression and the largest 
lay up of ships in history, yet when the Republican administra- 
tion went inte power March 4, 1921, there were still in active 
operation 981 Shipping Board vessels of 7,235,556 deadweight 
tons; it will be noted that there was a comparatively small re- 
duction in tonnage, most of the ships laid up being of the 
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SIXTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS ri KEI LICA Mi 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, whatever m \ 
approval or disapproval of the record of the House « Repre 
sentatives in the first session of the present Congress s i 
at least must stund out uncontradicted—its legislative a 
plishment is unexampled in volume and importance in re 
yeurs. The bor y which tuany people said at e OUTSE would | 
impotent to legislate at all turned out to be one of the it 
efiicient and effective legislative machines in history 

The Sixty-eighth Congress convened on December 3, 1923, and 
adjourned on June 7, 1924. ‘Che actual days in session numbered 


142, as compared with 139 in the first session of the Sixty- 
seventh Congress, 144 in the first session of the Sixty-sixth Con- 


zress, and 114 in the first session of the Sixty-fifth Congress. 


were not completed until December 17, and the permanent rules 
were not finally adopted until a month later hus it is to be 
noted that the organization of the House was not finally per 
fected and that the House was not completely equipped to do 
business until six weeks after it was first called to order 

Its legislative record therefore stands out all the more notably 
in comparison with that of the first sessions of the three 


pre 
vious Congresses, which experienced no such difficulties in 
organizing and adopting permanent rules of procedure. rhe 


number of bills and reselutions introduced during the session 
just closed total 10,481, as compared with 9,775 for the first 
session of the Sixty-seventh Congress, 11,419 for the first session 
of the Sixty-sixth Congress and 6,873 for the first session of the 
Sixty-fifth Congress. Of these 200 became public laws, as com 
pared with 10S in the first session of the Sixty-seventh Congress, 
93 in the first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress and 91 in the 
first session of the Sixty-fifth Gongress. In addition to these 
there were finally enacted 87 public resolutions and 66 private 
laws and resolutions, making a grand total of public and private 
laws and resolutions finally enacted during the first session of 
the Sixty-eighth Congress of 393, as compared with 152 in the 
first session of the Sixty-seventh Congress, 121 in the first 
session of the Sixty-sixth Congress and 109 in the first session 
of the Sixty-fifth Congress. in other words, during the session 
of the Congress just closed more public and private laws were 
enacted than in the similar sessions of the three preceding 
Congresses all put together. 

Coming now more particularly to the work of the House 
itself, the record is even mere notable. There were copn- 
sidered and reported by the various committees of the House, 
and placed on the calendar, 652 public bills and 297 private 
bills, making a total of 929 as against 415 public and private 
bills in the first session of the Sixty-seventh Congres:, 368 in 
the first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress, and 145 in the first 
session of the Sixty-fifth Congress. It thus appears that in the 
session just closed more bills were considered and reported by 
committees than were reported altogether during the similar 
sessions of the last three preceding Congresses. 

Out of the 929 bills reported 594 were acted upon by the House 
either favorably or unfavorably, as against 293 in the first 
session of the Sixty-seventh Congress, 239 in the first session 
of the Sixty-sixth Congress, and 101 in the first session of the 
Sixty-fifth Congress. In other words, during the session just 
closed, with all the delays and disadvantages that existed al 
the outset, we actually considered, debated, and finally disposed 
of.very nearly as many bills in the 142 days of the session as 
were aeted upon in the 397 days of the three preceding 
Congresses. 

The record of dispesal of the public business, not counting 
the 135 resolutions passed by the House, makes an average of 
more than four bills a day considered and acted upon, which is 
unexampled so far as I know, and certainly during the more 
than 20 years that I have been in Congress. 

It is a striking fact that this record was made under a revi 
sion of the rules of procedure which it was predicted would 
interfere with the power of the majority to dispose of legisla- 
tion promptly and effectively. The House proceeded during the 
first month after its organization under the rules of the 
previous Congress, and during that month the Committee on 
Rules considered all proposals submitted for the revision and 
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amendment of those rules and the whole subject was fully 
and freely debated on the floor. As a result six changes were 


made in the rules which had been operative during a number 
f four of relatively minor and two of 


of preceding Congresses, 


major importance 


Among the former, a new committee was created to deal with 


legislation for the benefit of disabled veterans of the World 
War, which legislation had been formerly under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and 
other committees There is no question but that this has | 
worked well It not only relieved the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, already overburdened, of some very 
important and technical legislation, but the new committee 
reported a most excellent bill which received the unanimous 


vote of the House. This committee has also heen empowered by 
the House to make a complete survey of all soldiers’ hospitals 
with a view to more effective coordination. Amendment of 


the rule relating to the Unanimous Consent Calendar was 
adopted requiring three objections to permanently erase a bill 


from the calendar on -the second day of its consideration. 
This amendment seems to have been justified and to have 
worked .well. ‘hwo other changes applied to the Committee 
on Rules, one requiring that a rule reported should lie over 
for a day unless authorized to be immediately considered by a 
two-thirds vote and the other that any bill reported must be 
netually taken up for consideration within a limited time. The 


object of the latter was to prevent the practice greatly com- 
plained of in previous Congresses, of the so-called “ pocket 
veto” of a rule by the chairman or some member of the 
committee having it in charge. These changes seem to have 
worked well 

Of the other two, relatively greater in importance, the first 
Was the repeal of the so-called “ Underwood rule,” designed to 
prevent the amendment upon the floor of revenue bills. This 
rule had heen adopted in the Congress elected in the second half 


of the Taft administration by the Democratic majority 
frank purpose of facilitating the passage of the so-called 
gun” tariff bills, and it became enlarged in 
echairmen’s rulings that it virtually prevented any amendment 
of a tax or tariff bill upon the floor of the House. The rule was 
admitted to be unfair, even by its authors, and no objection was 
offered to its repeal by the majority in this Congress, although 
it was feared by some that it might impede the orderly con 
revenue bills. The new system. however, was 


for the 
“ pop 


so its scope by 


sideration of 
thoroughly tried out during the consideration of the tax redue- 
tion bill in the House and I think there can be no question but 
that the bill as it finally passed the House was in precisely the 
same form as it would have been had the amendment not been 
ndopted. 

The last of the amendments to the rules was of a more novel 
character, and its operation has been observed with interest 
both by its proponents and opponents in the only instance in 
which it has been tried out. This rule provides that when 150 
Members sign a petition to discharge a committee from a bill 
referred to it 30 days previously it shall be in order to consider 
it, notwithstanding lack of action by the committee, on the 
first and third Mondays of every month. This rule was in- 
voked in four instances during the session, but in only one 
were the necessary number of signatures procured. That was 
in the case of the so-called Barkley bill to abolish the Railroad 
Labor Board and make certain other amendments to the Esch- 
Cummins Act. It is not necessary for my purpose to consider 
the merits or demerits of the legislation itself. Opinion was 
very sharply and apparently quite evenly divided upon it. On 
two Mondays it was discussed, together with the rule, until 
late at night, and, so far as actual legislative progress had been 
made, the bill was in precisely the same situation at the con- 
clusion of the discussion as it was at the beginning, and it be- 
came so evident that no further progress could be made that 
the rule was not invoked by the sponsors of the bill on the 
next Monday when it became in order. During the discussion 
of the rule two important decisions were made by the Chair; 
first, that no bill brought up under the rule could be considered 
except on Consent Mondays, and, second, that the motion to re- 
cess was not in order. Under these conditions two conclusions 
are inevitable, first, that no bill to which a majority, or even an 
aggressive minority somewhat less than a majority, is opposed 
can be finally acted upon within anything but an indefinite 
period, and, second, that to the extent that the rule is invoked 
the Consent Calendar is destroyed, and this without any actual 
filibustering or the employment of any but legitimate tactics 
in opposition. I would not be prepared to say that the rule 
has not some merit. Certainly there could be no valid objec- 
tion to it if the original petition required the signatures of a 
majority of the House. It is not impossible to suppose a case 


| 
| 


| ployes, the constitutional amendment 
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where a committee might pigeonhole a bill which the majority 
of the House were sincerely anxious to have passed, and in 
such case the majority ought to be allowed to work its will 
But if the rule is to be used by a minority to compel the ma 
jority to act upon legislation which it does not desire to con 
sider, this rule has proved and will continue to prove a failu 

Once the organization had been perfected and the rules 
procedure settled, the House proceeded to function with ner 
ness and dispatch. It was generally agreed by the majority 
at the outset that every effort would be made to adjourn { 
Congress before the national conventions, and it* was also 
agreed that before adjournment in addition to the necessary 
appropriation bills certain major pieces of legislation must }) 
considered and acted upon. Among them were: 

Tax reduction, further restriction of immigration, adjusted 
compensation for World War veterans, liberalization of the 
laws for the benefit of the disabled veterans of the World War 
pensions for Civil and Spanish War soldiers and their 
pendents, the constitutional amendment for the regulation «; 
child labor, action upon the several offers for the devel 
ment of Muscle Shoals, increased compensation for postal em 
to make taxable the in 
come derived from the bonds of municipalities and subdivisioy 
of States, and agricultural relief. 

Final action was had in the House upon all these messi) 
The last of the great appropriation bills, the second deficiey) 
bill, carrying among other items $132,000,000 for the firs: 
ment under the adjusted compensation act, and some $25,0004 
for the payment of claims of the dependents of dece 
veterans of the World War, failed in the Senate by reaso; 
an individual filibuster. The Senate had added to the bit) 
general reclamation act and specific appropriations for the init 
tion of several new reclamation projects. In conference 
House had agreed to the reclamation act and to all of thes 
appropriations except two, one a project which seemed to }; 
little if any merit. It was because of the failure of the Hons 
to agree to this appropriation that a Senator in the elosin: 
hours of the session talked the bill to death, with the resy 
that the payment of some $150,000,000 to people entitled to 
under the law is delayed for six months. Of course the first 
action of the House at the next session will be to pass this 
appropriation bill and to take up, I hope, the general subject 
of reclamation legislation which is of vital importance to nia 
of the great Western States, 

Under the circumstances one may well pause, T think. to 
question the wisdom of rules of procedure which permit o 
individual by the exercise of lung power alone to thwart tl: 
will of the practically unanimous majority of both Houses of 
Congress. 


e 


ce 


The bill providing for an inerease in the salaries of postal 
employees was vetoed by the President on the main ground that 
it did not carry the revenue necessary to provide for the it 
crease. No action was taken in the Senate, where the messag 
first went, to override the veto, so that the bill did not become 
law for this session. Assurance was given in the House by the 
chairman and other members of the Committee on Post Offices 
that the question of providing from the postal revenues thx 
additional revenue necessary to take care of the increases in 
pay contemplated will be taken up as soon as the Postal 
Commission established for the purpose of more equitably ad 
justing the revenues from the various classes of mai! shall 
have made its report, and it may be fairly expected that a bill 
will be brought into the House early in the next session which 
will. provide for a substantial increase in the pay of postal 
employees with the mail rates so adjusted as not to create a 
deficit in the postal revenues. In such case there would seem 
to be no difficulty in the way of final enactment f this legisla. 
tion. 

It may be noted that the House attached to this measure 4 
well-considered corrupt practices act, which as a separate 
measure the President announced he would have approved. 

Most unfortunately the constitutional amendment to tax the 
income derived from State and local securities failed to re- 
ceive the necessary two-thirds vote by reason of the very large 
vote cast against it upon the Democratic side of the House, thus 
leaving in continued existence the greatest anomaly of our 
whole taxing system. It will be difficult if not impossible to 
finally arrive at an equitable adjustment of the graduated in- 
come tax system so long as it is possible by investment in this 
class of securities to escape all taxation whatsoever. Just so 
long as the rates on the larger incomes remain so high as to 
discourage investment in productive enterprise the temptation 
of very rich men by investment in these dead securities to 
escape all taxes will continue to prove to be irresistible. 
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rhe adjusted compensation bill which passed both Houses 


was vetoed by the President, and subsequently his veto was 
overriden, and consequently that measure is now a law. The 
cowpensation in this ease takes the form of an insurance cer- 


tificate payable at the end of twenty years. It is estimated 
that the total cost will amount to something over $2,000,000,000, 
with an average annual expense of something like $100,000,- 
(o00—not merely so severe a charge on the revenues as the bill 
ssed in the last Congress would have caused had it become 
law. 

the so-called Bursum bill providing increased pensions for 
Civil and Spanish War veterans and their dependents passed 
both Houses, but it was vetoed by the President and the veto 
sustained in the Senate. 

The consideration in the House of the various offers for the 
development of Muscle Shoals resulted in the acceptance by a 
relatively small majority of the Ford offer. This, however, was 
locked in the Senate and an agreement made to consider the 
matter during the next session. 

The immigration bill passed both Houses by large majorities 
and was signed by the President. 
to be the most carefully thought out and effective piece of legis- 
lation on this subject ever enacted by Congress. 

Two bills passed by the House and which subsequently be- 
came laws of great benefit and importance to disabled veterans 


pa 
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It is generally considered | 


of the World War were, first, a law to increase their hospital | 
facilities, and the other a bill so liberalizing the provisions of | 


the existing law as to greatly facilitate their 
obtaining proper compensation, 

The child labor constitutional amendment passed both Houses 
by considerably more than the requisite majorities, and now 
awaits action by the States. 

Of all the major pieces of legislation the tax reduction bill 


eave rise to more extended consideration and debate 


simplify and 


other. 
thut prepared under the direction of the Secretary of the 'Treas- 
ury, and made public even before the meeting of the Congress. 
Thus its provisions had been well known for months and had 
been extensively commented upon—favorably in general—by 
the great newspapers of the country. The outstanding features 


han any | 
The bill as first reperted to the House was essentially | 


of the bill were the reduction of the high surtaxes to 25 per | 
cent and the low normal taxes to 4 per cent, thereby reducing | 


the high surtaxes 50 per cent and the low normal taxes 25 per 
cent. Scientifically accurate and wise as the bill seemed to 
many of us it was evident that unless the sentiment of Con- 


cress had changed very substantially since the last tax reduc- | 


. : : 5 —- o ‘ . 
tion measure was passed it would be impossible to make so} laws were enacted dealing with the following subjects: 
at | 


This | 


creat a reduction 
least a corresponding reduction in the low normal taxes. 
seemed particularly true with regard to the Senate, that body 
having in the last Congress shown its preference for surtaxes 
higher than those approved by the House. 

Upon that occasion the House had by a substantial majority 
reduced the high surtaxes from 65 to 32 per cent. The Senate, 
however, increased the House rate to 50 per cent, and in view 
of that action the House conferees were instructed to agree to 
the 50 per cent Senate rate. It was also to be noted that of the 
174 members of the House who had voted to sustain the 52 per 
cent rate 73 had not returned to Congress, leaving 101 
the older Members who it was thought could be safely relied 
upon to vote for a rate so low as 25 per cent. A very careful 
poll, theroughly checked and rechecked, revealed the fact that 
not to exceed 150 votes could be surely relied upon to sustain 
the so-called Mellon rates. This poll also showed that some 45 
Members had expressed their unwillingness even to go below the 


in the high surtaxes, certainly without 


existing rate of 50 per cent. It thus became indisputably 
evident that the 25 per cent rate could not be agreed upon, 


with the prospect that even the lowest rate that could be 
adopted in the House would be raised—as it in fact afterwards 
was—by the Senate. 

Shortly after being reported the tax bill was taken up under 
the rules of the House in Committee of the Whole, with entire 
freedom of debate and amendment. Early in its consideration 
a substitute for the Mellon rates was offered by Mr. Garner, of 
Texas, the ranking minority member of the Ways and Means 
Committee, increasing the high surtax rate to 44 per cent and 
reducing the low normal rate to 2 per cent. This, with other 
changes in the rates, it was estimated would create a deficit of 
more than $300,000,000. Another substitute was offered by Mr. 
Frear, of Wisconsin, a member of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, to retain the existing high surtax rate of 50 per cent. 
The accuracy of the poll te which I refer was proved in the 
test votes on the three separate rates. For the Mellon plan 
the vete was 152 as against 244, or 2 more favorable votes than 
had been counted on; for the Frear amendment the vote was 
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46 as against 254, or 2 more favorable votes than had been 


counted upon, and the Garner amendment was adopted by a 
vote of 221 to 196. 
Under these conditions at the request of a number of my 


colleagues I undertook negotiations with a view to 
ing whether it would be possible to agree upon a system of 
rates which could command united Republican and 
stand as a Republican bill. Finally an adjustment was avreed 
upon, involving the decrease of all the then existing surtax 
rates by 25 per cent and the low normal rate by 50 per cent. 
In addition to this, provision was made for the arbitrary re 
duction of this year’s taxes by 25 per cent. 

When the bill was reported to the House from the Committee 
of the whole, this amendment was adopted, receiving the solid 
Republican vote, and the bill was later passed by a vote of 
408 to 8. 

As had been expected the Senate departed much further from 
the Mellon tax program than did the House, and adopted some 
very radical amendments. The high surtax rate of the House 
of 37} per cent was increased to 40 per cent, but the in- 
termediate rates remained practically the same, varying upon 
the standard incomes not to exceed 4 on 1 per cent. In con- 
ference the Senate yielded on practically all of their amend- 
ments and the bill finally passed was essentially the 
measure, and received the approval of the President. 

The new law reduces taxes some $400,000,000. It remedies 
many of the administrative faults of the then existing law, 
makes an immediate cut of 25 per cent in all taxes and a cut 
for the future of 25 per cent in the case of the high surtaxes 
and 50 per cent in the case of the low normal taxes. As such 
it is a vast improvement over the tax law it superseded and can 
be successfully defended anywhere. People who were set upon 
the adoption of the Mellon bill exactly as introduced and who 
have criticized those of us who were willing to make certain 
concessions for purpose of getting the best bill possible 
and one which could be finully enacted should pause to consider 
that had the House failed to pass a bill which commanded 
the support of the majority party not only would there have 
been no tax reduction legislation at this session but undoubtedly 
a bonus bill would have been passed providing for cash pay 
ments which would have doubled or tripled the outlay necessi 
tated by the present law, and that other bills would have 
been passed which would have greatly increased the permanent 
charges upon the Treasury. 

Of the 504 bills acted upon by the House 895, as I have 
said, became laws. In addition to those specifically mentioned, 


ascertain- 


support 


Liouse 


the 


Bering Sea sealing claims, the creation of a dairy burean tn 
the Department of Agriculture, a law providing additional ap 
propriations for the eradication of the foot-and-mouth 
agricultural eredits, a law for the protection of fisheries In 
Alaska, a law extending further protection to animal reserva- 
tions, establishing the upper Mississippi River wild-life and 
fish refuge, amending the national defense act and providing ad 
justment of pay in the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and Coast 
Guard, providing for better roads in national parks, amending 
the national park act, extending for three years the provisions 
of the Federal roads act and authorizing an annual expendi- 
ture of $75,000,000, a law providing for the refunding of the 
debt of Finland, another for the refunding of the debt of 
Hungary, several laws amending the credits and refund pro- 
visions of the revenue act as recommended by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, a law providing additional inspectors for loce- 
motives, a measure strongly recommended by the railroad op- 
erators, a law providing for a temporary increase of the Coast 
Guard for the purpose of more effective enforcement of the 
prohibition law, a law extending the time for final report with 
reference to rural credits, amending the Shipping Board act 
with regard to construction, reconstruction, and conversion of 
ships, prohibiting the entry from Mexico of tick-infested cattle, 
a law amending the act providing for vocational rehabilitation 
for civilians, extending the time for making advances by the 
war finance corporation, providing for the distribution of 
cannon and other war trophies, providing for compensation to 
United States employees injured in line of duty, a law pro- 
viding for a Federal industrial institution for women, amending 
paragraph 3 of section 16 of the interstate commerce act relat- 
ing to action by carriers for the recovery of charges, a law to 
prevent oil pollution of navigable waters, prohibiting the im- 
portation ef crude opium for the manufacture of heroin, pro- 
viding for the protection of forest lands, to provide for stock- 
raising homesteads, to furnish equipment te the Leavenworth 
penitentiary for the purpose of furnishing Government supplies 
and to compensate prisoners for labor, to continue construction 
work on the San Carlos Federal irrigation project in Arizona, 


disease 
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a law for the reorganization and improvement of our Diplomatic 
ind Consu Service, 41 laws relating to Indian lands, com- 
pensation, per capita payments, and Indian schools, claims, 

lotment irrigation project and so forth, 88 laws for the con- 
truction of bridges, and laws relating to the District of Co- 
luinbia, among them, the gasoline tax law, law exempting the 
property of the TD. A. R. from taxation, the incorporation of the 
National Medieal Society. the teachers’ Salary law, law to} 
nmend the act to regulate the practice of dentistry, to regulate 
the practice of optometry, to regulate rents, adjusting the 
salaries of police and firemen, a law to develop the park and 
playgrour tem in the District of Columbia, a law regulating | 
tratlic hrough the streets 

In addition to these bills which subsequently became laws 
the Hk ‘ Iso pussed among others the Hoch resolution de 
claring agriculture to be the basic industry of the country, and | 
to change freight rates on all products of agriculture, inelud- | 
ing livestock, to the lowest possible rates, a bill to establish a 
ltureau of Aeronauties in the Department of Commerce, a bill | 
to amend the packers’ and stockyvards act of 1921, and a num- 
ber of bills dealing with matters in Alaska, several bills relat- | 


ing to procedure in Federal courts. and changes in judicial dis 


triets, several bills affecting the Postal Service, six omnibus 
pension bill civil service reclassification legislation, and the 
monumental bill containing the revision and codification of 


the Statutes of the United States. 

The two major designed to 
depressed agricultural conditions in 
pussage. It seemed that neither the 
of the Senate nor that of the House 
mensure which could command the necessary support. 
so-called Norbeck-Burtness bill reported by the Senate 
beaten on the floor, as was the MeNary-Haugen bill in 


measures afford relief 

certain States 
Agricultural 
were 


due to 
failed of 
Committee 
uble to agree on a 
was 
the 


House. The failure of both was due largely to the fact that the 
farm organizations were unable to come together upon the 


precise measure which would afford the relief desired. 
understood in the Committee on Agriculture of the House that 
most of the western farm organizations were back of the 
MeNary-Haugen bill, but it was equally evident that some very 
powerful farm organizations were opposed to it. The bill was 
very far-reaching, technical, and complicated, and while it re- 
ceived very thorough and extensive debate, a large number of 
Members of the House who were willing to go to almost any 
length to relieve the very serious depression in agriculture in 


It was 


some of the States were very seriously concerned lest the 
remedy proposed might not prove to be even a greater evil 


than the condition it was designed to relieve. The opposition 
to the b¥l was in no sense partisan, but it appeared that the 


main block of votes cast against it came from the Southern 
States, 
Of the 12 appropriation bills presented during the ses- 


sion just closed 11 became law in practically the same form 
as passed by the House. It is not necessary to make more 
than a passing reference to them, as that subject has been 
exhaustively and ably treated by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, Mr. Mappren, of Illinois, in a speech 
printed in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of June 7, 1924. Too 
much credit in my opinion can not be given to Mr. MAppEN 
and his associates for their efficient preparation and handling 
of these vitally important measures. They came out of the 
committee with the regularity of clockwork. It was seldom, 
indeed, that they did not appear on the exact date appointed, 
sometimes months in advance, and it was for this reason that 
the fixing of the date of adjournment and the preparation of 
the legislative program was a comparatively simple affair. 

The bills had been so carefully and efficiently prepared, were 
so bullet-proof, so to speak, that amendments were rarely 
offered or adopted in the House. Of course, their totals were 
substantially added to in the Senate, as has been the custom 
for many years, but in conference these additions were pared 
down in the great majority of instances to about the figures 
agreed upon in the House. As a consequence the Budget esti- 
mates were exceeded in only an insignificant number of in- 
stances, und the total amount carried in all the bills showed a 
decrease below the Budget estimates of something over $10,- 
000,000 and a decrease below the total sums appropriated for 
the preceding year of something more than $100,000,000. Had 
there not been appropriated in the deficiency bill which failed 
in the Senate, as above described, $132,000,000 on account of 
the first year’s expense under the World War adjusted com- 
pensation act, the total reduction in appropriations as com- 
pared to the year previous would have been in excess of 
$2382,000,000, 

I think it can be fairly said that the record of the House of 
Representatives in the first session of the Sixty-eighth Congress 


of but 15 was able to carry out its program to the letter. , 


| tion 
| candidate: 


| people, 





is a decidedly creditable and noteworthy one in spite of the 
unusual delay incident to its organization and the adoption of 


the rules. In so far as the volume of legislation considered 
and acted upon was concerned it did as much work as was 
done in similar sessions of the last three Congresses all put 


together. Furthermore, the party in control with a major 


lot 
only with regard to the date of adjournment but with regard 


also to the legislative measures to be considered and acted um 2 

I think it can be fairly said, too, that the House of Represe 
tatives of the present Congress has proved itself to be—in so ; 
at least, as the fiscal affairs of the Government are concerned 
as was intended by the framers of the Constitution—the don) 
nant body of the legislative branch of the Government. 

Mr. Speaker, under leave granted for extension of remarks 
I insert herewith the platform adopted by the Republican Part 
in convention assembled on June 11, 1924. 

REPUBLICAN PLATFORM 1924 

“The delegates of the Republican Party in national conven 
assembled bow our heads in reverent memory of War: 
G. Harding. We nominated him four years ago to be oy 
the people of the Nation elected him their Presi 
His human qualities gripped the affections of the Ameri 
He was a public servant unswerving in his devotion 1 
duty. A stanch Republican, he was first of all a true patric: 
who gave unstintingly of himself during a critical period of oy 
national life. His conception and successful direction of ¢! 
Limitation of Armament Conference in Washington was 
achievement which measurably advanced the world along 


t} 
tilt 


| path toward peace. 
The | 


“As representatives of the Republican Party we share in the 
national thanksgiving that in the great emergency created 
the death of President Harding there stood forth fully equipped 
to be his successor one whom we had nominated as Vice Pres 
dent—Calvin Coolidge. As Vice President and President. 
word and deed, he has justified the faith and confidence whic! 
inspired his selection. He has put the publie welfare ahead of 
all other considerations. He has given to the people practical 
idealism in office. In his every act he has won, without seeking. 
the apphause of the people. The constantly accumulating evi 
dence of his integrity, vision, and single-minded devotion to the 
needs of the people of this Nation strengthens and inspires ou 
confident faith in his continued leadership. 

SITUATION IN 1921 

“When the Republican administration took control of the 
Government in 1921 there were four and a half million unem 
ployed, industry and commerce were stagnant, agriculture was 
prostrate, business was depressed, the bonds of the Government 
were selling below their par value. Peace was delayed, misun 
derstanding and friction characterized our relations abroad 
There was a lack of faith in the administration of government 
resulting in growing feeling of distrust in the very principles 
upon which our institutions are founded. 

“To-day industry and commerce are active; publie and pri 
vate credits are sound. We have made peace; we have taken 
the first step toward disarmament and strengthened our friend 
ship with other powers. Our relations with the rest of the 
world are on a firmer basis, our position was never better un- 
derstood, our foreign policy never more definite and consistent 
The tasks to which we have put our hands are not completed. 
Time has been too short for the correction of all the ills we 
received as a heritage from the last Democratic administration, 
but the notable accomplishments under Republican rule war- 
rant us in appealing to the country with entire confidence 

PUBLIC ECONOMY 


“We demand, and the people of the United States have a 
right to demand, rigid economy in government. A policy of strict 
economy enforced by the Republican administration since 1921 
has made possible a reduction in taxation and has enabled the 
Government to reduce the public debt by two and a half 
billion dollars. This policy rigorously enforced has resulted in 
a progressive reduction of public expenditures until they are 
now $2,000,000,000 per annum less than in 1921. The tax bur- 
dens of the people have been relieved to the extent of $1,250),- 
000,000 per annum. Government securities have increased in 
value more than $3,000,000,000 dollars. Deficits have been 
converted into surpluses. The budget system has been firmly 
established and the number of Federal employees has been re- 
duced by more than 100,000. We commend the firm insistence 
of President Coolidge upon rigid Government economy and 
pledge our earnest support to this end. 

FINANCE AND TAXATION 


“ We believe that the achievements of the Republican adminis- 
tration in reducing taxation by $1,250,000,000 per annum, re- 





(924 





iucing the public debt by $2,432,000,000, installing a Budget 
system decreasing the public expenditures from $5,500,0Q00,000 


ner annum to approximately $3,400,000,000 per annum, thus 
restoring the ordinary expenditures of the Government to 


substantially a pre-war basis and in the complete restoration 
of publie credit, the payment or refunding of seven and a half 
hillions of public obligations without disturbance of credit or 
ndustry, all in the short period of three years, a 
ecord unsurpassed in the history of public finance. 
The intelligent assessment of taxes, their fair and scientific 
lection, and the efticient and economical expenditure of the 
money received by the Government are essential to the prosperity 
if our Nation. 
“ Carelessness in levying taxes inevitably breeds extravagance 
in expenditures. The wisest system of taxation rests 
lightly on the individual and economic life of the 


present 


most 
country. 
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the public demand for a sound permanent tax policy is in- | 


sistent. 

‘ Progressive tax reduction should be accomplished through tax 
eform. It should not be confined to less than four million of 
ur citizens who pay direct taxes, but is the right of the more 
thun one hundred million who are daily paying their taxes 
ndirectly through their living expenses. Congress has in the 
nain confined its work to tax reduction. The matter of tax 
reform is still unsettled and is equally essential 

* We pledge ourselves to the progressive reduction of the taxes 

of all the people as rapidly as may be done with due provision 
for the essential expenditures of the Government administered 
with rigid economy and to place our tax system on a 
pence-time basis. 
- “ We indorse the plan of President Coolidge to call in Noyem- 
ber a national conference of Federal and State officials for the 
development of effective methods of lightening the tax burdens 
f our citizens and adjustment of questions of taxation as be- 
tween the National and State Governments. 

We favor the creation by appropriate legislation of a non- 
partisan Federal commission to make a comprehensive stud) 
and report upon the tax systems of the State and Federal Goy 


sound 


ernments to serve aS a basis for an intelligent reformation of | 


our systems of taxation and as a basis for the proper ad- 


justment of the subjects of taxation as between the National | 


and State Governments with fairness and justice to the tax- 
payer and in conformity with sound economic priciples. 


FOREIGN RELATIONS 


“ The Republican Party reaffrms its stand for agreement among 
the nations to prevent war and preserve peace. As an im- 
mediate step in this direction we indorse the Permanent Court 
of International Justice and favor the adherence of the United 
States to this tribunal as recommended by President Coolidge. 
This Gevernment has definitely refused membership in 


10911 


been reduced to 


a peace footing, there has been an increase in 
the land and air forces abroad which istitutes a continual 
menuce to the peace of the werld and a but ) turn of 
prosperity. 

“ We firmly advocate the calling of a confe i limita 
tion of land forces, the use of submarines and poison gas, as 
proposed by President Coolidge, when by the adoption o 1 ner 
manent reparations plan the conditions in Euro tiake 
negotiations and cooperation opportune and possible 

iy treaties of peace safeguarding our rights i ) 
derogating those of our former associates in arms, the Repub 
lican administration ended the war between this country and 
Germany and Austria. We have concluded and signed wit! 
other nations during the past three years more than 50 
treaties and international agreements tn e furtheran ) 
peace and good will 

“New sanctions and new proofs p lanent accord ha 
marked our relations with all Latin Ameriena rhe long-stand 
ing controversy between ¢ ind Peru has bes advanced 
toward settlement by its submission to the President of the 
United States as arbitrator; and with the helpful cooperation 
of this country a treaty has been signed by the representatives 
of 16 American Republies which will stabilize mditions on 
the American Continent and minimi pportunities for 
war 

‘Our difficulties with Mexico have happily yielded to a most 
friendly adjustment. Mutual confidence hus been restored, and 

} a pathway for that friendliness and helpfulness whiel yuld 
exist between this Government and the Government of ou 
neighboring Republic haus been marked. Agreements have been 


the | 


League of Nations and to assume any obligations under the | 


covenant of the league. On this we stand. 

“ While we are unwilling to enter into political commitments 
which would involve us in the conflict of European policies, it 
should be the purpose and high privilege of the United States 
to continue to cooperate with other nations in humanitarian 
efforts in accordance with our cherished traditions. The basie 
principles of our foreign policy must be independence without 
indifference to the rights and necessities of others and co- 
operation without entangling alliances. This policy, overwhelm- 
ingly approved by the people, has been vindicated since the end 
of the Great War. America’s participation in world affairs 
under the administration of President Harding and President 
Coolidge has demonstrated the wisdom and prudence of the 
national judgment. A most impressive example of the capacity 
of the United States to serve the cause of world peace without 
political affiliations was shown in the effective and beneficent 
work of the Dawes Commission toward the solution of the 
perplexing question of German reparations. 

“The first conference of great powers in Washington, called 
by President Harding, accomplished the limitation of armament 
and the readjustment of the relations of the powers interested 
in the Far East. The conference resulted in an agreement to 
reduce armaments; relieved the nations involved from the great 
burdens of taxation arising from the competitive construction 


and manufacture of capital battleships; assured a new, broader, | 


and better understanding in the Far East; brought the promise 
of peace in the region of the Pacific; and formally adopted the 
policy of the open door for trade and commerce in the great 
markets of the Far East. 

“This historic conference paved the way to avert the danger 
of renewed hostilities in Europe and to restore the necessary 
economic stability. While the military forces of America have 
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entered into for the determination 


the claims of the citizens of each 


by judi ial 


OMMISSIONS of 


country 


iguinst the respective 
Governments. We can confidently look forward to more perma 
nent and more stable relations with this Republic that joins 
for sO many miles our southern border 
rhe wisdom of our policy, now well detined giving pra 
eal aid to other peoples without assuming political ob igation 
| has beet conspicuously demonstrated The ready and generous 
response of America to the needs of the suddenly stricken people 
of Japan and the starving in Russia gave evidence of our help 
ful interest in the welfare of the distressed in rr lands 
“The work of our representatives in dealing with subjects of 
such universal concern as the traffic in women and children 
the production and distribution of narcoti lrugs, the sale of 
arms, and with matters affecting public health and morals, 
demonstrates that we can effectively do our part for humanity 
and civilization without forfeiting, limiting 7 estricting ou 
national freedom of action 
“The American people de cherish th idependen rut 
their sense of duty to all mankind will ever prompt them to 
give their support, service, and leadership to ry cause wl 
makes for peace and amity among the nations of the world 
“ We favor the holding from time to time of international con 
ferences for the advancement and codification of internatio 
law 
For FBI's 
“In fulfillment of our pledge in the national platform of lye 
we have steadfastly refused to consider tl! ‘ancellation of 
foreign debts Our attitude has not been that of an oppressive 


creditor seeking immediate return and 


wnoering existing tinnn 

cial conditions ur position has been based on the conviction 

that a moral obligation such as is ineurred should not be 
disregarded. 

“ We stand for settlements with all debtor countries similar in 

character with our debt agreement with Great Britain That 


settlement, achieved under a Republican administration, was the 
greatest international financial transaction in 
the world. Under the terms of the agreement the United States 
bow receives an annual return upon the $4,600,000,000 


the history of 


wing to 


us by Great Britain with a definite obligation of ultimate pay 
ment in full, 

The justness of the basis employed has been formalis 
recognized by other debtor nations Chirty-five per ent of 
the total foreign debt is now in progress of liquidation 

“Great nations can not recognize or admit the principle of 


repudiation. 


To do so would undermine the integrity essential 
for international trade, commerce, and credit 
REORGANIZATION OF EXECUTIVE DEPART 

“ We favor a comprehensive reorganization of the executive 


departments and bureaus along the lines of the plan recently 
submitted by a joint committee of the C 


Ma 


unqualified support of President Coolidge 


neres whieh 
mg ; itl 


has the 
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representation on the les il Reserve Bos nd « 

Federal Tras Commission. to 

We have greatly strengthened our foreien mark 
for the disposal our agricultural products 

The crux of the problem from the standpoint of {1 
is i net profit he receives after his outlay The proce 
bringing the average prices of what he buys and what he 
closer together can be indirectly expedited by reduction in t 
steady employment in industry, and stability in business 


process can be directly expedited by lower freight r 
better marketing through cooperative effort and a mor: 


organization of the physical and human machinery of qd 


ate 


bution, and by a greater diversification of farm products. 

“We promise every assistance in the reorganization o 
marketing system on sounder and more economical lines. 
where diversification is needed, Government assistance 
| the period of transition. 

“ We favor adequate tariff protection to such of our ag 
tur:ul products as are threatened by foreign compe n 

‘ We favor, without putting the Government into bu 
establishment of a Federal system of organization for coc 
tive marketing of farm products 


| of 


The vigorous efforts of this administration toward bro: 
ing our exports market will be continued. 
“The Republican Party pledges itself to the developme 
enactment measures which will place the agricultural 
America on a basis of economic equality with « . 
industry to insure its prosperity and success. 


PRIS OF} 


MINING 

“The mining industry has experienced a period of depr: 
as the result of the abnormal economic conditions growi: 
of the Great War. This administration has accomplished ) 
in improving the conditions affecting this great funda 
industry and pledges itself to continue its efforts in this 4 
tion. 

HICUWAYS 


“The Federal aid road act adopted by the Republican 
gress in 1921 has been of inestimable value in the develom 
of the highway systems of the several States and of ‘the Natio 
We pledge a continuation of this policy of Federal cooper 
with the States in highway building. 

“ We favor the construction of roads and trails in our nat 
forests necessary to their protection and utilization. Ir 
propriations therefor the taxes which these lands would 


| if taxable should be considered ag a controlling factor. 


LABOR 

“The increasing industrial life, the constant 
necessary efforts because of world competition to increase 
duction and decrease costs, has made it especially incum|» 
on those in authority to protect labor from undue exacti 
We commend Congress for its prompt adoption of the rec 
mendation of President Coolidge for a constitutional am: 
ment authorizing Congress to legislate on the subject of c! 
labor and we urge the prompt consideration of that amendn 
by the legislatures of the various States. 

*“ There is no success great enough to justify the employn 

women in labor under conditions which will impair ti 
natural functions. We favor high standards for wages, v 
ing and living conditions among the women employed in 
dustry. 

“We pledge a continuance of the efforts of the Repub! 
administration to eliminate the 7-day 12-hour work wee! 
industry. We regard with satisfaction the elimination of 
12-hour day in the steel industry and the agreement eliminati: 
the 7-day work week of alternate 13 and 11 hours, broug 
about through the efforts of President Harding and Preside: 
Coolidge. 

* We declare our faith in the principle of the 8-hour day. 

“We pledge a continuation of the work of rehabilitat 
workers in industry as conducted by the Federal Board 


stress of 


|; Vocational Education, and favor adequate appropriations 
| this purpose. 


of tl { tem both 
] t larch 4, 
By | order th 
ke ! ( } t pniaced o the 
t i » the classified service. 
‘ ( t irst, second, and 
{ ‘ nd the placing of ft prohibition en- | 
tt 1< f c rvu without 
! I the 7 ent ners 
| ect 1 extend 
at VW bel ¢ in 
| i HONS 
’ l onl } ( e to 
} P ‘ ’ } safe 
\ e, Al nd Amer 
Oe 1 ‘ ry nate 
i ned fo suppo! he high American 
] ( ( Life evailil ( r Jands 
] of t that t! prot é m ha 
4 { } | { i? trial i ind er 
} ] oul na r, resvo 
j dh i ine? 1 prosperit to all 
1 ou nd ry ¥v 3 r increased 
( ic icultural product an employed 
I (| ¢ Ole unable to pure! necessities 
of Wit he ict maintenance of the tariff principle 
‘ ! v need always to compete with cheap lands and 
c } broad md with lower standards ¢ ] ing. 
( I \ I of the protective pt I pl nas once more 
} 1 hy the effects of the emergency tariff act 
( ct of 1922. 

Vi ! eve that fl power of the President to decrease or 
ft e ¢ duty in the tariff act furnishes a safe- 
‘ ui excessive duties and against too low customs 
‘ ind ords ample opportunity for tariff duties to be 
ad} l after a hearh that they may cover the actual differ- 
‘ the of production in the United States and the 

( ! I ( intries of the world. 
AGRICULTURI 

fn deali with agriculture the Republican Party recognizes 
that wea f 1 with fundamental national problem, and 
that the prosperity and welfare of the Nation as a whole is de- 
1 nt upon the prosperity and welfare of our agricultural | 
pont 

“We rec ize that agricultural activities are still struggling 
v lverse Conditions that have brought deep distress. We 
| the party to take whatever steps are necessary to bring 
bs } need condition between agriculture, industry, and 
a hich was destroyed by the Democratic Party through 
2 unfortunate administration of legislation passed as war 

We rm that under the Republican administration the 
problems of the farmer have received more serious consideration 
than ever before, both by definite Executive action and by con- 
gressional action, not only in the field of general legislation but 
also in the enactment of laws to meet emergency situations. 

The restoration of general prosperity and of the purchasing 
powel our people through tariff protection has resulted in 
an reas lomest consumption of food products, and the 
prices of many icultural commodities are above the world 
price vel by reason of direct tariff protection. 

“Und the leadership of the President at a most critical 
tir corporation was organized by private capital making 
nvailable $100,000,000 to assist the farmers of the Northwest. 

RR ving the disturbance in the agricultural export market, 
the result of the financial depression in Europe, and appreciat- 
i the export field would be enormously improved by 
rar Ol rehabilitation and the resulting increased consuming 
} et Ipport and direction were given to the 
\ f the American representatives on the European Repara- | 
; ( «yy aw) 

rhe re wl in 1921 of the War Finance Corporation, with 

oans of over §$300,000,000, averted a complete collapse in the 
ulturs mawstry 

We have established new intermediate credit banks for 
f ture d increased the capital of the Federal farm loan 
eyseteimn My rgzency loans have been era ited to drought- 
stricken areas 

‘We have enacted into law the cooperative marketing act, the 
grain future and packer control acts; given to agriculture 


“ We favor a broader and better system of voeational edu 
tion, a more adequate system of Federal free employme) 
agencies with facilities for assisting the movements of season: 
and migratory labor, including farm labor, and an ample « 
ganization for bringing the man and the job together. 

RAILROADS 


“The people demand and are entitied to have prompt an 
efficient transportation at the lowest rates consistent with goo¢ 
service and a reasonable return upon the value of the propert) 
devoted to 

“We- f 
seientif * ~~ 


"“e service. 
iat the American people demand a eareful and 
stment of railroad rate schedules with a view 
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to the encouragement of agriculture and basic industries with- 

it the impairment of ilroad 

rhe present laws regulating railroads which were enacted 

to meet postwar conditions should be modified from time to 
me as experience develops the necessity therefor 

rhe consolidation of railroads subject to the appros 


necessary ra service 


uo 


Interstate Commerce Commission into fewer competitive sys- 
ns will result in advantages to the public 

the Labor Board provisions of the present law should be 

meuded whenever it appears necessary to meet changed condi- 


is. Collective bargaining, mediation, and voluntar 
m are the most important steps in mai 


arbitra- 


inintaining pe iceful Labor 


tions and should be encouraged We do not believe in com- 
ilsory action at any time in the settlement of labor disputes 
Public opinion must be the final arbiter in any crisis which 


ally affects public welfare as the suspension of transporta- 
Th Therefore the interests of the public require the b 
uvce of an impartial tribunal which can in an 
iake an investigation of the facts and publish its 
Phis is essential as a basis for popular judgment 
We favor 


ilnte- 
emergency 
onclusions 
a Stable, consistent, and constructive policy toward 
railroads 


VERNMENT CON I 


American Nation rests on 

which bred a spirit of independence 
nd self-reliance, The Republican Party stands now, 
all attempts to put the Government into 
American industry should not be compelled to struggle 
rovernment competition The right of the 
eulate, supervise, and control publie utilities in the public 
interest we believe should be strengthened, but we 
pposed to the nationalization or ernment 
publie utilities 


the prosperity of 
vivate initiative 


the the gor 
has 


as alw ivs 
against business 
“aealust 


Government to 


are firmls 


0 ownership of 


CUAL 
The price and a constant supply of such an @ssenfial com 
modity as coal are of vital interest to the public. The Govern 
ment has no constitutional power to regulate prices, but in 


bring its influence to bear by the powerful instrument afforded 
by full publicity. When through industrial conflict the supply 
s threatened the President should have authority to appoint a 
ommission to act as mediators and as a medium fot 
arbitration. In the event of a strike the control ot 
should be invoked to prevent profiteering 


voluntary 
listribution 
MERCHANT MARINI 


“The Republican Party stands for a strong and permanent 


merchant marine, built by Americans, owned by Americans, and 
manned by Americans, to secure the necessary contact with 
world markets for the sale of our surplus agricultural and 


manufactured products, to protect our shippers and importers 
from exorbitant ocean freight rates, and to become 
arm of our national defense. 

That part of the merchant marine which is now owned by 
the Government should continue to be improved by economical 
and efficient management, with reduction of the losses now 
by the Government through taxation, until it is finally placed 
sound a basis that with ocean freight rates becoming 
normal, due to improvement in international affairs, it can be 
sold to American citizens, 

WATERWAYS, 


L powert nl 


paid 


al so 


FLOOD CONTROL, AND WAT! POWER 

Fully realizing the vital importance of transportation in 
both cost and service to all our people, we favor the construe 
tion of the most feasible waterways from the Great Lakes to 
the Atlantic seaboard and the Gulf of Mexico, and the improve- 
ment and development of rivers, harbors, and waterways, in- 


land and coastwise, to the fullest extent justified by the pres- 


ent and potential tonnage available 
We favor a comprehensive survey of 


the conditions under 
which the flood waters of the Colorado River may be ontrolled 
and utilized for the benefit of the people of the States which 
border thereon , 

“The Federal water power act establishes a national water- 
power policy, and the way has thereby been opened for the 
greatest water-power development in our history under condi- 
tions which preserve the initiative of our people while protect- 
ing the public interests. 

. THE WORLD WAR VETERANS 
We reaffirm the admiration and gratitude which 
cour soldiers and sailors. 

“The Republican Party pledges a continuing and in 
solicitude for all those suffering any disability as a 
service to the United States in time of war. No country and 
no administration has ever shown a more generous disposition 
in the care of its disabled, or more thoughtful consideration in 
providing a sound administratiou for the solution of 


we feel tor 


reasing 
result of 


the many 
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problems 


nvol i l na aires . 
id promptly available to the tevans 
i mfusion eth nev, and malad tion existing 
reto since the es lishment of a Gover ent agency fo 
i histering such benefits has in the main been cured by 
nt egislation, and plans are being actively made looking to 
1 Lurthner improvement in t operation of the bureau The 
has Statutes } ve been so liberalized as to bring wi 1 Them 
terms 100,000 additional beneficiaries the privilege « 
pitalization in Government hospitals, as recommended by Presi 
det Coolidge, has been granted to all veterans irrespective o 
t rigin ot disability, and over 0,000,000 has been appropri 
ited for ] spital construction, which will provide sutlicient beds 
to care for all. Appropriations totaling over $1,100,000,000 
nade by the Republican Congress for the care of the disabled 
dence the unmistakable purpose of the Government not to 
msider osts wher { Ve ire ot ties I n Ss concerned 
No legislation rt i t f the disabled soldier proposed 
luring th st four yea \ erans’ orga ns has failed 
to ct msid i l 
We ple Ige ourselyes to meet the problems of the future 
7 £ ive of our Wounded and disabled in a spirit of 
rality ind with that thoughtful consideration whieh will 
ible movernment to give to the individual eteran that 
neasul ) ire guaranteed b n effective administration 
Inachiner » whiel + patriotic se ices and sacrifices eutitle 
mm 
We belie eta the de elopment eilect ( nal etic ent, whether 
of oil, timber, coal, or water-power resources of the Government 
nly as needed and on ifter the publie need has become a 
matter of publife reeord, protected with scrupulous carefulness 
and vigilant itchfulness against waste, speculation, and 
Inonopels 
Che natural resources of the country belong to all the people 
ind are a part of an estate belonging to generations yet unborn 
The trovernment poliey should be to safeguard, develop, and 


ize these possessions 


1 The conservation policy of the Nation 
originated with the Republican Varty under the 
lhheodore We hold it a privilege of 

Party to memorial to him the 


he laid 


Inspiration of 
the Republican 
foundation 


Roosevelt 


build as a on iieh 


ED ATO AND RELIMF 


The eonservation of human 
solemn responsibilities of government 


whieh 


resources is one of the 


obligatien 


Mast 
There is an 
an not be ignored and which demands that 
Government shall as far as 
people and the States the benefit 


Federal 
the 


the 


lies within its power 


of its counsel 


give to 


The welfare activities of the Government connected with the 
irious departments are already numerous and important, but 
lack the coordination which is essential to effective action To 
meet these needs we for the crea 
tion of ae 


ipprove the recommendation 


ibinet of edueation and relief 


post 


UNIVERSAL MOBILIZATION IN TIME OF WAR 


“We believe that in time of war the Nation should draft 
its defense not only its citizens but also every resource which 
may contribute to success. The country demands that should 


the United States ever again be called upon to defend itself by 


for 


arms the President be empowered to draft such material re 
sources and such services as may be required, and to stabilize 
the prices of services and essential commodities, whether 


utilized in actual warfare or private activity 


IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 


rhe unprecedented living conditions in Europe followin 
World War created a condition by which threatened 
with mass immigration that would have disturbed 
yur eeonomie life. The law recently enacted is designed to pro 
tect the inhabitants of our country, not only 


e the 
we were 


seriously 


the American citi- 


zen but also the alien already with us who is seeking to secure 
an economie foothold for himself and family, against the com 
petitition which would come from unrestricted immigration 
The administrative features of the law represent a great con- 


structive advance and eliminate the hardships suffered by immi 


grants under the emergency statute 
We favor the improvement of our naturalization laws and 
the adeption of methods which will exert a helpful influence 
among the foreign-born population and provide for the educa 
tion of the alien in our language, customs, ideals, and stand- 
irds of life 
HAWAII ALASKA 


“ We favor a 


eontinuance for the Territory of Hawaii of Fed 
eral 


assistance in harbor improvements, the appropriation of 
its share of Federal funds, and the systematic extension of the 


ement of lunds by the Hawailan race. 


nul 
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“The Government at Washington is served to-day by th 
sands of earnest, conscientious, and faithful officials and en 
ployees in every branch. It is a grave wrong against t} 


> 


patriotic men and women to strive indiscriminately to besm 
the names of the innocent and undermine the confidence of 
in the Government under which they It 


people live, 


< iS @ver 
graver wrong when this is done for partisan purpose or f 
Selfish exploitation, . 


The Republica administration has already taken chare 

the prosecution of official dereliction, and it will eontinue 

work of discovery and punishment, but it will not confuse 

innocent with the guilty nor digress for partisun advant; 
from the strict enforcement of the law. 


LAW AND ORDER 
“We must have respect for law. We must have obsery; 
of law. We must have enforcement of law. The very e: 
ence of the Government depends upon this. The substitu: 


of private will for public law is only another name for opp 


| Sion, disorder, anarchy, and mob rule. 


| equality. 


“Every government depends upon the loyalty and respect « 


citizens. Violations of law weaken and threaten govern: 
itself. No honest government can condone such actions o7 
part of its citizens. The Republican Party pledges the 


strength of the Government for the maintenance of these 
ciples by the enforcement of the Constitution and of all lay 
WOMEN DBELHYGATES 
“ We extend our greeting to the women delegates who for 
first time under Federal authorization sit with us in full 
The Republican Party from the beginning 


| espoused the cause of woman suffrage, and the presenc 


of tl pl lninistration with 
Luunce ¢ Lhe coustructive 

{ i ‘ ey | ] v has been and 
i = 2 f ‘ ! t 1 the Filipino 
nr t st a n entirely 
} rte i 

f t v ~~ to them with the 
et j ! the \ people had 
‘ nce id condition of 
thie | { t wi f Oo be th 
dow n tl Americun co é of the many | 
tall row out « ( relationship 
t 

n when it is ¢ dent to Congress that inde- 

i he hetter for the ! mile « the } ppines with 
th eir domestic concerns and the status in the | 

W | | the Filipino people then desire complete independ- 

‘ i ¢ Cl { ladiv accord it. The re- 

t f careful study of the ‘conditions in the Philippine | 
Tsien iret thet the time for such actic has not yet 

I EA ‘ 

1 } mat ( he rid and semiarid lands in the 
West | tl of intensive tudy n the Depart- 
" { ‘ terior d I the past is Ve New policies 
md 1 of ope i have been adopted which promise 
to insure i@ successful accomplishment of the objects sought. 
The completion of this reorganization plan is regarded as one | 
of the achievements of the present administration in the in- | 
terests of farmers immediately and of ali the people ultimately. 

COMMERCIAT AVIATIOD 

We advocate the early enactment of such legislation and the 
taking of such steps by the Gevernment as.will tend to pro 
mote commercial aviation. 

ARMY AND NAVY 

Phere must be no further weakening of our Regular Army. 
We advocate appropriations sufficient to provide for the train- 
of all members of the National Guard, the Citizens’ Mili- 
fury Training Camps, the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps, 
Otlicers’ Reserve Corps, and the reserves who may offer them- 
selves Lor service. 

“We pledge ourselves to round out and maintain the Navy 
to the full strength provided the United States by the letter | 
and s} of the Limitation of Armament Conference. 

rHW NEGRO 


We urge the Congress to enact at the earliest possible date 


lederal antilynching law, so that the full influence of the 
Federal Government may) be wielded to exterminate this hide- 
ous crime 

We believe that much of the misunderstanding which now 
exists can be eliminated by humane and sympathetic study of 
its causes. rhe President bas wisely recommended the crea- 
tion of a commission for the investigation of social and eco- 


nomic conditions and the promotion of mutual understanding 
and comidence. 


MONDST GOVERNMENT 


“We recognize the duty of constant vigilance to preserve at 
all times a clean and honest Government and to bring to the 
bar of justice every detiler of the public-service, in or out of 
office 


* Dishonesty and corruption are not political attributes. 
recent investigations have exposed instances in 
both parties of men in publie office who are willing to sell 
official favers, and men out of oflice who are willing to buy 
them, in some eases with money and in others with influence. 

The sale influence resulting frem the holding of publie 


cr ngressioné I 


of 


position or from association while in public office, or the use of 
such influence for private gain or advantage is a perversion of 
public trust and prejudicial to good government. It should be 
condemned by public opinion and forbidden by law. 


‘We demand the speedy, fearless, and impartial prosecution 
wrongdoers, without regard to political affiliations or 


of al 


position; but we declare no greater wrong can be committed 
against the people than the attempt to destroy their trust in 
the great body of their public servants. Admitting the deep 
humiliation, which all good eitizens share, that our public 


Life should have harbored some dishonest men, we assert that 
these undesirables do not represent the standard of our national 
@ntegrity. 


The | 





these women delegates signifies to many here the completi 
of a task undertaken years ago. We welcome them not 
assistants or as auxiliary representatives but as copartner 
the great political work in which we are engaged, and 
believe that the actual partmership in party councils shoul 
made more complete. 

CONSTITUTIONAL GUARANTIES 

“The Republican Party reaffirms its unyielding devotion to 
the Constitution and to the guaranties of civil, political, and re- 
ligious liberty therein contained. 

PARDY RESPONSIBILITY 

“Jn our form of government parties are essential instrumental- 
ities. Our Government functions best when the Chief Executive 
is supported in the Congress by a majority of the same politi- 
cal faith, united by common principles, and able by concerted 
action to carry out in an orderly way a definite, consistent, 
and balanced program. 

“In urging the people to elect a Republican President and 
Vice President we ask them to elect to the Senate and House 
of Representatives men and women who believe in the Repub- 
lican principles, acknowledge party responsibility, and who can 
be relied upon to keep faith with the people by earrying out 
the platform which the Republican Party now presents and 
pledges itself to fulfill,” 

ADJUSTED COMPENSATION 


Mr. KENT. Mr. Speaker, every Member of Congress during 
the present session has received in every mail requests that 
vote a certain way upon the “bonus” or “ adjusted compensa- 
tion” question. Very few letters have set forth any reasons 
for such requests, excepting that in most instances the service 
men suggested that favorable action upon this question would 
be some recognition for their comrades of the services 
dered during the World War. 

It is to be regretted that this matter comes before the pres- 
ent House for action. It should have been disposed of 
soon as the war closed. 

Let us examine for a moment the history of this controversy. 
In my judgment we must go back to the first days of our puar- 
ticipation in the war to procure the proper perspective. In one 
of the greatest and most efficient plans ever conceived by min 
5,000,000 of young men and women were transferred from tlhe 
peaceful pursuits of industry and lodged in the armies aw 
navies of the Nation. Other than food and clothing, they were 
allowed mere pittances, their dependents being allowed less. 
Those who were actually dependent were in ‘some instances 
thrown upon the mereiful charity of relatives. In this picture 
we must recall that we were then the most prosperous Natien 
in the world. We had not been affected, except favorably, 
by the battles in Europe. The wealth of the world had be- 
come centralized here. In every city, town, and village men 


hea 
. 


rel- 


had received “bonuses” that production might be stimulated. 
A new class of millionaires had been added te our population. 
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m this peaceful and prosperous existence went forth our 
oung men and women to fight the battles of democracy. And 
s they went we assured them the battle was “to make the 

rid for democracy.” Their mothers were assured 
was a “war against war” and this terrible confiict would 

er be repeated. 

We who remained at home of course sacrificed in some ways. 

We even bought bonds “ till it hurt.” We still have the bonds, 
nd they are worth to-day more than par. 
orld is still here. Every class of our population 
:vored treatment except in a few rare instances, where indus- 

tries classed nonessential suffered. To stimulate 
tion of essentials prices were paid which were never equaled 
the world’s history. 


safe 


ais 
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it | 


The wealth of the | 
received | 


produc- | 


We commandeered only the man power of the Nation; every- | 


e else demanded its price and received it. 


1 find no fault 
the selective-service draft, but 


recognize the inherent 


reign right of a nation to commandeer and conscript its | 


i powe r 


cessary, by the slaughter of war, to uphold the Nation’s 
ichts. This power exists and recognizes no right of com- 
ition. 
but we did not commandeer the material wealth of the 
ntry while spending freely of that greatest of all wealth— | 


healthy, strong citizenry of the Republic. 


We guaranteed 
armer a price for his product. We 


poured billions into 
railroads and munitions plants. Hundreds of thousands 
vernmental employees each received a bonus of at least 


1) per year. In my own home territory fabulous sums were 


1 out as “* bonuses.” 
When the boys came out of the service they confronted a new 
ler of things. A warlike nation had been transformed over- 
lit into one of peace. The administration in power when 


was declared had been “hamstrung” by a new and hos- 
Congress. ° Th 
Vhat was once 


a nation, holding the moral leadership of the 


e guaranties of peace were flung to the winds. | 


place it upon the battle field, to be extinguished, 
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Mr. Speaker, before concluding my remark 


sTw to express 
my condemnation of the “ legislative u rality ( his ad 
ministration in bringing this question out upen the floor in the 
manner provided by the Rules Committee, with a partieular 
measure suggested and only 20 minutes «leb , \ 
matter providing for the expenditure of $2,000,000,000 fYeet. 
ing 110,000,000 people, is worthy of more decent treatment, 
This merely follows out the usual practice of ¢ erless ad- 
ministration 

I have given this question exhaustive thoucht w u ’ 
mitting myself to the time of voting upon it. I feel t in 
spenking from my own heart and conscience T have spoket m 
the Nation’s heart and conscience. And when vy follow that 
test we shall never fall into error 

These remarks are not made to Justify or excuse my consist- 
ent vote for this measure, but in gratifi n that at ) 
of the Nation’s great moral obligations is met. 

SPECIAL-PRIVILEGE SEEK 

Mr. CROSSER. Mr. Speaker, on August 12, 1924, a a 
primary election, the people of the twenty-first district, in ¢ e. 
land, whom I represent, will answer the special-privils ekers 
who arrogantly have been trying to bulldoze and browheat 18 
representatives of the people and to dictate to them by means of 
publications financially supported by thtse interests. This 
means which is used to control public opinion as much as pos- 

| sible is now commonly known as propaganda. The special 
privilege seekers, having seen during war how seemingly cer 
tain were the results of propaganda, have ever since been 
using false propaganda in order to compel the adoption of 
policies they favor and to destroy public men who oppose the 
| autocratic policies of these men. 

The special interests demanded that the taxes on incomes 
above $100,000 per year be reduced twice as much as the taxes 
on the small incomes, and they threatened vengeance on Con- 
gressmen who would not obey their orders howled he- 


rld, possessing a foreign policy which commanded respect, | 


h could open the markets of the world to the products 


\merica’s labor and farms, became a nation, contemptuously 


rirded by her sisters, drifting aimlessly about in a sea of | 
miplicated international relations, her markets cut off, her 
iborers idle, and her farmers, in large measure, in bank- 


ruptey and under the sheriff’s hammer. 

Rut there was enough honor left in her people to admit that 
creat inequalities had been suffered by her service men. And 
20 both political parties and their leaders proceeded to 
issure the service men that some recognition would be given 
them. A small sum of money was to be given to each service 
man that he might take a short vacation, purchase something 
appropriate for his mother, wife, or sister, whose prayers had 
followed him to the cannon’s mouth, or help to carry him along 
the road in his handicap and equalize in small measure the 
burden we had placed upon him in the service. And the money 

as to be raised by taxation imposed mostly upon those who 
profiteered during the war. 

Sut as time went on the soldier found he had been “ gold- 
bricked ” most cruelly. This administration, upon the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, refused compensa- 
tion to the service men upon the theory that a vast deficit 
would be visited upon the Treasury if such a measure were 
passed. This prospective deficit became a surplus. The Treas- 
ury Department was only nine hundred and _ sixty-eight mil- 
lions out of the way in its “ guess.” Meanwhile, the only tax 
measure which could have reached the profiteer was ernsed from 
the statute books. The old Congress went out. A new one, 
fresh from the people, came in, and by an overwhelming vote 
paid its tribute to the service men. The President, forgetting 
the proprieties, lashed with fury all service men and challenged 
their morality, as well as that of Congress, in attempting to 
equalize the burdens of the war. The President admitted there 
was inequality, but stated it could not be adequately compen- 
sated. But he forgot there could be appreciation expressed and 
a small pittance given in recognition of inequalities suffered and 
services rendered. 

The floutdering policy of this administration has lost the 
reapect of our people. The service men, insulted and aghast, 
militant and ready again to die for their country, hold ont a 
helping hand to the farmer who is prostrate in bankruptcy 
without a market and without hope for immediate relief. 

let us try now to think as we did in the days immediately 
following the armistice. Let us gauge the service man’s prob- 
lems as we then gauged fhem, as they shoul! be, by the test 
of social, industrial, and political conditions as they existed 
then, 


great 


They 
cause | introduced a home loan bill to enable the people 


» get 
homes by means of long-time loans at a low rate of interest, and 
so they urged that an opponent be entered against me at the 
August 12 primaries. They did not want to give up any of 


their war profits to pay the men who did their fighting, and, of 
course, they ras at me because I favored doing somet! 
make up for the loss of wages, salaries, and 
by the soldier boys during the late war. 


ec ing to 


suffered 
The special interests 
are always the first for a fight when they can get others to do 
the fighting and paying. 

I know, however, that the people will on August 12 be alert 
and will vote. They will answer the hypocritical suggestions 
of special privilege with such emphasis and such a majori 
that they will not again insult the intelligence of the people 


business 


ADJOURN MENT 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 11 o'clock and 7 
minutes p. m.), under its previous order, the House adjourned 
| until to-morrow, Friday, June 6, 1924, at 11 o'clock a. m 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLI 
Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, 
Mr. SNELL: Committee on Rules. I. Res. 
tion to appoint a subcommittee of the Committee 
ciary to examine into and report on the ban 
United States; without amendment 
to the House Calendar. 
Mr. 


TIONS 
t 350. 
{ on 


runtey Ie 


(Rept. No. 075). 





RAYBURN: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com 
merce. H. R. 9610. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
| the Board of Suy ervisors of Lowndes Cour 5 Miss., to construct 
ia bridge across Tombighee River; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 981) Referred to the House Calendar, 
| Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. HEH. R. 9612. A bill ‘anting the consent of Con- 
gress tot » State « Ceorgia, rough its highway cepartment, 
to construct a bridge across the Oconee River; with an amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 982). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SINNOTT: Committee on the Public Lands. S. 1987 
An act accepting certain tracts of land in f! ity « I ! 
Jackson County, Oreg without amendment (Rept. N S 
teferred to the Tlouse Calendar. 

| Mr. ZIHULAAN: Committee on fhe Dis f Columbia = 


2604. An act to enable the “"ustees Oo lloward Unily sity to 
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| 


a an athletile fleld and gymnasium project, and for other 
pury without amendment (Rept. No. 984). Referred to 
the Comimittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PARKER: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
! ‘ S. 2887 An act authorizing transfer of certain aban- 
doned or unused lighthouse reservation lands by the United 
States to the State of New York for park purposes; without | 
amendment (Rept. No. 985) Referred to the Comiiittee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Unior 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 
PS. de bed A bill to restore homestead rights in certain cases: with- | 
out amendment (ltept, No. 986). Referred to the Committee 
ol thie \\ qi lou ‘ on tl e state of the | nion 

\I RICHARDS: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 
9 ; \ bill to add certain lands to the Nevada National | 
bore n Nevada: with amendments (Rept. No. 987). Re- 
err fo the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Unio 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries H. R. 9632. A bill for the protection 
0 the northern VPaeifie halibut fishery: with amendments 
(Rept. No. 988) Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
louse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAUGEN: Committee on Agriculture. S. J. Res. 127. 
A joint resolution to provide that the powers and duties con- 
ferred upon the Governor of Alaska under existing law for the 
protection of wild game animals and wild birds in Alaska be 
transferred to and be exercised by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture; without amendment (Rept. No. 989). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAUGEN: Committee on Agriculture. H. R. S981. A 


bill to establish standard weights for loaves of bread, to pre- 
vent deception in respect thereto, prevent 
thereof, and for other purposes; without 
No. 90) Referred to the Committee of 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. JOHNSON Washington: Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. UH. RK. 9689. A bill to change the title of 
Commissioner General of Immigration to Third Assistant See- 
retary of Labor, and for other purposes; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 991). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAUGEN: Committee 
A joint resolution authorizing 


to contamination 
amendment (Rept. 


the Whole House on 


of 


on Agriculture. S, J. Res. 98. 
the President to extend an in- 
Vitation for the holding of the third World's Poultry Congress 
in the United States in 1927, and to extend invitations to 
foreign governments to participate in this without 
amendment (Rept. No. 992). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole Tlouse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAUGEN: Committee on Agriculture. 
to establish an Alaska game commission 
animals, land fur-bearing animals, and 
for other purposes: without amendment 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole 
the Union 

Mr. HAUGEN: Committee on Agriculture. S, 2148. 
to empower certain officers, agents, or employees of the De- 
partment of Agriculture to administer and take oaths, affirma- 
tions, and affidavits in certain cases; with amendments (Rept. 
No. 994). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr, JOUNSON of Washington: 

283. Joint 


and Naturalization os 2 

mit to remain within the United States certain aliens in ex- 
cess of quotas fixed under authority of the immigration act 
May 19, 1921; without amendment (Rept. No. 995). Re- 


ferred to the House Calendar. 


CONZTeSS ; 


S. 2559. An act 
to protect game 
birds, in Alaska, and 
(Rept. No, 9938) Re- 
House on the state of 


Committee on Immigration 


resolution to per- 


Res 


of 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 
Rule XITT, 


Under clause 2 of 


Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 811. 
A bill for the relief of Frederick Marshall: with amendment 
(Rept. No. 067). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Tlouse. 

Mr. MAGEE of Pennsylvania: Committee on Naval Affairs. 
H. R. 3771. A bill for the relief of John Clarence Shea; with- 
out amendment (Rept. No. 968). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House 


Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 
HW. R.5812. A bill for the relief of Katherine Macdonald; with 
an amendment (Rept. No. 969). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 


An act | 








A 
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Mr. SWING: Committee on Naval Affairs. H.R. 8072 \ 
bill for the relief of Emma Zembsch; with an amendny 
(Rept. No. 970). Referred to the Committee of the W 
House. 


Mr. DREWRY: Committee on Naval Affairs. H.R. 8566. A 
bill for the relief of Claude 8S. Betts, late ensign (pilot), na 
air service; with an amendment (Rept. No. 971). Referred 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DREWRY: Committee on Naval Affairs. H.R. 9204. A 
bill granting six months’ pay to Constance D. Lathrop; { 
out amendment (Rept. No. 972). Referred to the Committe: 
the Whole House. 


Mr. BRITTEN: Committee on Naval Affairs. H.R. 9461. A 
bill for the relief of Lieut. Edward E. Byrd, jr., United Sta 
Navy; without amendment (Rept. No. 973). Referred to 1 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BRITTEN: Committee on Naval Affairs. H.R. 6755. A 
bill granting six months’ pay to Maude Morrow Fechtei 
without amendment (Rept. No. 977). Referred to the Cor 


‘mittee of the Whole House. 


Mr. DARROW: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 7825. A 


bill for the relief of William C. Gray; without amendny 
(Rept. No. 978). Referred to the Committee of the Who 
House. 

Mr. BRITTEN: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. S169 


A bill for the relief of John J. Dobbertin; with an amendny 


(Rept. No. 979). Referred to the Committee of the Whol 
House, 
Mr. WINTER: Committee on War Claims. H. R. S727. A 


bill for the relief of Roger Sherman Hoar; with an amendment 
(Rept. No. 980). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 


| House. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. S. J. Res. 110. A joint resolution to ad 
mit Leia, Gersch, and Civia Lipman, three Russian orphan 
children, to the United States; without amendment (Rept. No. 


996). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 
Mr. HAUGEN: Committee on Agriculture. H. R. 5135. <A 


bill for the relief of Leonard R. Coates; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 997). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on Naval Affairs. H.R. 
5779. <A bill to place John P. Holland on the retired list of the 
United States Navy; without amendment (Rept. No. 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HAUGEN: Committee on Agriculture. H. R. 7053. A 
bill for the relief of the Pitt River Power Co.; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 999). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. WOODRUFF: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 825-4. 
A bill for the relief of Fayette L. Froemke; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1000). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 


NOS), 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. Ql. 
1843. <A bill for the relief of Edward A. Grimes; withio 


amendment (Rept. No. 1002). 
Whole House. 
Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 5705. 
bill for the reimbursement of certain persons for loss of 
bonds and Victory notes while naval general court 
martial prisoners; without amendment (Rept. No. 1008). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STEPHENS: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 9308 
A bill to authorize the appointment of Machinist Henry F 


Referred to the Committee of the 


A 


Mulloy, United States Navy, as an ensign in the regular 
Navy; without amendment (Rept. No. 1004). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (S. 2917) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
complete purchases of silver under the act of April 23, 1918, 
commonly known as the Pittman Act; Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill (S. 1237) for the relief of settlers and claimants to 
section 16, lands in the L’Anse and Vieux Desert Indian Res- 
ervation, in Michigan, and for other purposes; Committee on 
the Public Lands discharged, and referred to Committee on 
Indian Affairs, 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS Ordre Grand-Ducal de la Couronne de Chene | 
: ' " ray} : lit : to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
Inder clause 5 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 8 : oun 7 : ; ‘ 
troduced and severally referred as follows: | By Mr. WILSON, of Indiana: OMT (ER R. 9719) 


ry Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (HL. R. 9697) declaring the | #2, imcrease of pension to Martha RP. M 3; to the Com 


‘ 





é ence of an emergency arising out of the low price of mittee on h valid Pens . 
heat, and providing for the purchase of the surplus of wheat a Peg , Mu (H. R. 9720) ¢ n 
ie erop ¢ 1924 available for export; to the Committee or to Maria lorstmeyer; to the Committee 1 In I rr 
uiture, 
Mr. ACKERMAN: A bill (11. R. 9698) to amend the rey | LITIONS. ET 
t of 1924: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
i Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. BR. 9699) limiting the creation Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitic ind papers ere 1 
rrension ot i¢ rest ] Ty es tT) New Mexico ul } Arlz mia > on © | r) (re sk na re ! ! _ tor i 
e Committee on the Public Lands. ' sold. B Mr. BARBOUR Petition o We eT Colony M 
Mr. PORTER: A bill (HL. R. 9700) to authorize the S ‘ , Of Fresno, Cs elat » | (O16 1 op 
of State o enlarge the e and ( t build hit i ! ny I sae , cel t ‘ tt i 
. ‘ : j ! establish: ¢ ; ‘ t oo md P t R ‘ 
United - { n Tok: Japan; t the imittes nt " By M OK (bh ‘ ? ! n rie er 1 
Affairs. ri ds of e New Waverly (tnd let st | Sey ( reh, 
Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 9701) to amend an: el ; Ppere ; Cor it ut ct ' it seetar- 
1“*An a to fix the salaries of officers and members « e 1 ee ms CEE. J. Es , “ ! ce » tne 
politun police force, the lied SS ( park pobice Lore ee noe 
the fire department of tix strict of Columbia,” approved O16. B RAMTON: Pet ! ‘ | constitu- 
27, 1924; to the Committee on the District « Columbia, euts ol t cM , vprsScopal ¢ ll of Richmond, 
Mr. SNELL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 285) providing | Mich., in sup A the constitutiona ehnadment to prohibit 
he creation of a j int comm ion on national defense: to ‘ Planks ri t 3 (H. J hie | >> ta ® Commiltee 
‘ommittee on Rules on the Jud , 
by Mr. SUMMERS of Washing Joint ress » (Ld Mi. J ir. GARBER H H 
Res. 286) to encourage the export of wheat and of flour manu- : th ‘ charge, U1 ML State Vete I in Ht 
ured in the United States from wheat grown ierein; t pHEAL NO ou ‘AU OK ) RE Lior 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. ach PR Eee ; em Ou Opi rul - i 
By Mr. BACON: Joint reselution (H. J. Res. 287) antl ni! LOspit cl Muskogee; to the Committee on Public 
ng the erection of monuments to Thomas Jefferson and James MMENES a Grounds 
l son, at the seat of Government, and authorizing the publi bb HUDSON: Petiti of the members of the 
ition of Madison’s Debates of the Federal Convention ne Aiverside M , t Episcopal Chur of Flint, Mi nders 
relevant documents, in conmemoration of the one hundred and thie PeIeeh fituttion imendment to prehibit sectarian 
ieth anniversary of the Declaration of Independence Lo the I : ! t © , initiee ¢ ne J 
Committee on the Library. wv. ATSO, tithe ( t members of the |] Baptist 
‘ i I ' t¢ I ‘ l ‘ Litu nal 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS ! '; to the Committee on the Judi 


. : : ‘ : 20. By Mr. MacLAFFER : Petition of the C. C. Thoma 
Under clause 1 of Rule NNII, private bills amd: resolutions > 14 * “ 7 ths Fagg : rhomas 
: . WAVY Lost, NO. 244 OF Ul merical pris Mer rancisct 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: ; ‘ —s oa " - enn 
. ats : : reget aaa ( req l t t the | Ss. &. A I be allocated to the 
By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: A bill (HL. R. 9702) grant : : 
‘ : 3 , : ; : : il Rese reorce of the t lith naval district: also favoring 
ing «wu pension to Missouri Ganson: to the Committee on Invalid ae ' . t] ‘ 7 
: { tl LULDOrize e* establishment ol proper 
Pensions. . 
itn : i aleitiliaen an ' az on e lower pe on of San Francisco Bay: and 
By Mr. FREE: A bill CA. R. 97038) for the relief of Sonhie J. . on . 1 I I ! t 1 t* muinta 
‘ . ; ; ai its A v i Oj © Ssuill ell i ries , hai taain 
Rice; to the Committee on Claims © personnel of the Navy in nformity with the 5-5-2 ratio 
: “ ; : 5 a oa | COuLO nil! Witil Lil ; 2 WMLIO; 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 704) for the relief of the Steam Wi ‘ ( ttee on N al Aff @ 
‘ . »N te of Califor . the Committee o Cleiis a rEvErd . ' ' . 
Co., of the State of California ; to the Committee on Cl 021. By Mr. PATTERSON: Petition of the Taylor Memorial 


By Mr, FROTHINGHAM: A bill (HL. RR, 9705) for the relief | 1 
of Catherine W. Bussey; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. GARBER: A bill CH. R. 9706) granting a pension to 
Donie C. Eakins; to the Committee on Invalid Vensi 
By Mr; HAWLEY: & bill (I. R. 9707) granting an increase 
of pension. to Mary Crook; to the Committee on Venusions. OO70 ated tom oh sh War ae oo 
By Mr. HICKEY: A bill (HL. R. 9708) granting a pension to | \<*") (hfe 1 Becca nor stg Mle ectnage ie agp tegen nian 
John Swarts; to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ae pane Por ae SESE ae prancts 0, Calf, In re House 
By Mr. LOZIER: A bill (H. R. 9709) granting a pension to |) Yat; ta the ommuirtee aideda en teen =" 
I rederick Robb; to the Committee on Pensions. y Also, aes - _s ' alifornia Federation of Women’s 
By Mr. MICHAELSON: A bill (EL R. 9710) granting a pen- Be ee a ee an ee 
sion to Henry C. Rietz: te the Committee on Pensions. es oaeee ee oe 4 - a ne ' ; ; 
Ry Mr. MOONEY : A bill (FL R. 9711) for the relief of Mary MY 4. Also, petition of ¢ har es O. Busick, Sas ramento, Calif., 
Moore; to the Committee on Military Affairs. Se a o ae pesos 6 Mary bill; to the Committee 
By. Mr. ROGERS. of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9712) for | °8,the Post Office and Post nents. 


‘ : “ . ‘ nea 3025. Also, petition of the Ebell of Los Angeles, Los Angeles 
the relief of Rebecea E. Olmsted; to the Committee on Military | Calif.. indersing findings. of military and naval affairs sae 
Affairs. 


mittee of the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce providing for 
By Mr. RUBBY: A bill (H, [f. 9718) granting an increase of | an appropriation te erect a general hospital of 1,000 beds on 
pension to Mary Bb. Kirk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | tj,e erounds of the National Home for Volunteer Soldiers at 
By Mr. SEARS of Plorida: A bill (H. R. 9714) for the | Sawtelle. Calif.: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
relief of William Alexander Somerville; to the Committee on 3026. Also, petition of Jeremiah F. Sullivan, president Cali- 
Claims fornia Bar Association, San Francisco, Calif., opposing Senate 
By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 9715) granting | bill 624, relative to restricting the power of Federal judges in 
an iInerease of pension to Louise W. Henderson; to the Com- | reference to instructing juries; to the Committee on the Judi- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. | ciary 
Also, a bill (H: R. 9716) granting an increase of pension to 3027. Also, petition of R. McLntyre, 1562 Seventh Avenue, 
Mary M. Sturgeon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | San Francisco, Calif., urging passage of San Carlos dam bill 
By Mr. THOMPSON: & bill (H. R. 9717). granting an in- | (S. 966); to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
crease of pension to Naney BE, Heller; to the Committee on 3028. By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: Petition of Swedish 
Invalid. Pensions. Methodist Church, of Seandia, Kans., by O. J. Lundberg; presid: 
By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R, 9718) granting permission | ing officer, and mil Isaacson, secretary, indorsing the proposed 
to Lieut, Gol: Kyle Rucker. Judge Advoeate General's, Depatt- constitutional amendment, to prohibit sectarian appropriations 
ment, United States. Army, to accept the decoration, of the’ (1L [. 159) ;,to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


maplist Chure! of Paulsboro, N. J., in support of the constitu 


| appropriations (H. J. 
Res. 159)-: to the Committee on the Judiciary 





IOUS. ‘ 


5022. By Mr. RAKIR: Petition of Roosevelt ‘amp, Spanish 





War Veterans, Los Angeles, Calif., urging Support ot tlouse bill 
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SENATE 


Kripay, June 6, 1924 


The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Our Father and the God of our fathers, we come to Thee 
this morning gratefully accepting the opportunities of service, 
realizing that our dependence must be upon Thee, so that in 
the last analvsis of possibilities in connection with that service 
we must recognize the hand that guides and the wisdom im- 
parted to us We beseech of Thee to be in the deliberations 
of this day and the deliberations following which will soon 
close the session 

Grant unto each one, we beseech of Thee, that the turning 


away from the duties of high responsibility may be with the 


sense of a holy satisfaction in connection with the duties accom- 
hed Gauard 
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the armed forces of the United States from 
Columbia who served in the Great War. 

The message also announced that the House had passed bil! 
of the following titles, in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

H. R. 166. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue patent to the city of Redlands, Calif., for certain lands 
and for other purposes; ' 

H. R. 3387. An act authorizing repayment of excess amounts 
paid by purchasers of certain lots in the town site of Sanis 
formerly Fort Berthold Indian Reservation, N. Dak.: 

H. R. 4088. An act to establish the upper Mississippi Ri 
wild life and fish refuge; 

H. R. 5558. An act to authorize the incorporated town 
Juneau, Alaska, to issue bonds in any sum not exceedin: 
$200,000 for the purpose of improving the street and sewerns 
system of the town; 

H. R. 6652. An act to authorize the city of Los Angeles, in 
the State of California, to construct and operate a line of rai! 


the District 


of 


| road across the Fort MacArthur Military Reservation, in th, 


plis each life, we beseech of Thee, so that no 
sorrow Shall darken it and no bereavement shall shadow the 
home. We pray for Thy divine help. Seek for us places of 
ervice, Be near to us constantly, and when life’s journey is | 
ended be with us. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen, 
The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro- 
ecedings of the legislative day of Tuesday last, when, on re- 
quest of Mr. Curtis and by unanimous consent, the further | 


reading was dispensed with and the Journal was approved, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House of tepresentatives, by Mr. Halti- 
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had disagreed 
to the nmendments of the Senate to the bill (HL. R. 6941) grant- 
ing pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and 
lors of the Civil War, and certain widows and dependent 


children of soldiers and sailors of said war; requested a con- 





ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and that Mr. Furtver, Mr. Evviorr, and Mr, | 
Cook were appointed managers on the part of the House at 
the conference, 

The message also anneunced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1942) to protect navigation from obstruction and 
injury by preventing the discharge of oil into the coastal 
navigable waters of the United States, with an amendment, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

the message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution of the Senate sev- 
erally without amendment: 

S. 697, An act providing for the disposal of certain lands on 
Crooked and Pickerel Lakes, Mich., and for other purposes ; 

S.2150 An act authorizing annual appropriations for the 
maintenance of that pertion of Gallup-Durango Highway across 
the Navajo Indian Reservation and providing reimbursement 
therefor ; 

S. 2761. An act to authorize the withdrawal of lands for the 


protection of antelope and other game animals and birds; 


S.esSs4. An act relating to the American Academy in Rome; 

8.2982. An act to quiet the title to lands within Pueblo In- 
dian land grants, and for other purpeses ; 

S. 3023. An act designating the State of New Mexico as a 
judicial district, fixing the time and place for holding terms 


therein, 
An 


ot court 
S. 3024 


and for other purposes ; 
act providing for the acquirement by the United 


States of privately owned lands within Rio Arriba and Taos 
Counties, N. Mex., known as the Las Trampas grant, by ex- 
changing therefor timber, within the exterior boundaries of | 
anv national forest situated within the State of New Mexico; 

S. 3244. An act granting the consent of Congress to the Board 
of Supervisors of Hinds County, Miss., to construct a bridge 
across the Pearl River in the State of Mississippi: 

Ss. 832690. An act to amend an act regulating the height of 


buildings in the District of Columbia, approved June 1, 1910; 


S.3880, An aet to grant the consent of Congress to the Cin- 
cinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific Railway Co. to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Cumberland 
River, in the county of Pulaski, State of Kentucky, near the 
town of Burnside; 

S. 8420. An act granting the consent of Congress to the con- 


struction, maintenance, and operation by the Denver & Rio 
Grande Western Railroad Co., and of 
a line of railroad across the southwesterly portion of the Fort 
Logan Military Reservation in the State of Colorado; and 


its successors assigns, 


S. J. Res. 73. Joint resolution providing for the appointment 
of a commission for the purpose of erecting in Potomac Park, 


in the District of Columbia, a memorial to those members of 





State of California; 

H. R. 8522. An act granting to certain claimants the pref 
ence right to purchase unappropriated public lands; 

H. R. 9402. An act granting the consent of Congress to ft! 
Fullerton & Portsmouth Bridge Co. to construct a bridge acer 
the Ohio River to connect the city of Portsmouth, Ohio, and th 
village of Fullerton, Ky.; 

H. R. 9515. An act granting the consent of Congress to th 
Delaware State Highway Department to construct a br 
across the canal near Rehoboth, Del.; 

H. R. 9516. An act granting the consent of Congress to ¢! 
city of South Sioux City, in the State of Nebraska, to constr 
a bridge across the Missouri River between the States of Ni 
braska and Iowa; 

H. R. 9517. An act granting the consent of Congress to t! 
North Texas Co., of St. Jo, Tex., a corporation organized under 
the laws of the State of Texas, to construct a toll bridge ac: 
the Red River in the vicinity of Illinois Bend., Tex.; and 

H. R. 9518. An act granting the consent of Congress to | 
State of Alabama, through its highway department, to co 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Coosa River at or nea 
Leesburg, Ala. 

The message further announced that the House had adopted 
a concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 28) to authorize | 
printing of proceedings of Congress, together with the } 
ceedings of the unveiling in Statuary Hall, upon the accept 
ance of the statue of Sequoyah, in which it requested the co 
currence of the Senate. 

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATES OF APPROPRIATIONS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the President of the United States, tran 
mitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation for the De- 
partment of Commerce, fiscal year 1924, for protecting thie 
seal and salmon fisheries of Alaska, in amount $55,000, which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed (S. Doc. No. 147). 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
President of the United States, transmitting a supplementa! 
estimate of appropriation for the War Department, fiscal year 
1924, for the transportation of the Army and its supplies, etc., 
in amount $167,384.93, which, with the accompanying papers 
was referred to the Committee on. Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed (S. Doc. No. 146). 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
President of the United States, transmitting a supplemental 
estimate of appropriation for the United States Veterans’ Bu- 
reau, fiscal year 1924, for hospital facilities and services for 
patients of the United States Veterans’ Bureau, in amount 
$6,850,000, which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed 
(S. Doe. No. 144). 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
President of the United States, transmitting a supplemental 
estimate of appropriation for the Federal Board for Vocational 
Education for vocational rehabilitation of persons disabled in 
industry, in amount $909,000, which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed (S. Doe. No. 145). 


TAXATION AND TAX-EXEMPT INCOME (8S DOC, NO. 148). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chairman of the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion, which was ordered to be printed in the Recorp and to 
lie on the table and to be printed, as follows: 





1924 





FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION, 
Washington, June 6, 192}. 


The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES SENAT®, 
Washington, D. C. 
Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith a report of the Federal 


Commission 
to Senate 


NORRIS). 


Trade on taxation and tax-exempt income, in 
451, agreed to February 28, 1923 
Additional reports in complete response to this resolu- 
tion will be later submitted. 

By the 


Cordially yours, 


partial 


response (Sen- 


Resolution 
ator 
direction commission, 


ol 


Huston THOMPSON, Chairman. 

REQUESTS FOR TARIFF INVESTIGATIONS boc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following letter from the chairman of the Tariff Commission, 


which was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


(S. NO. 142). 


United Srares TARIFF COMMISSION, 


Washington, June 5, 192}. 

Ion. ALBERT B. CUMMINS, 
President pro 
My Dear Sir: In response to Senate Resolution 221, requesting the 
Tariff Commission to inform the of the number of 
which have made bona fide requests for tariff investigations ; 


tempore United States Senate. 


Senate industries 
the num- 
ber of such requests upon which the commission has been unable to act; 
what, if any, sum of money should be provided by Congress in order to 
meet the the of the country 
for trade necessary data concerning tariff ad- 
justment, I have the honor to submit the accompanying report. 
Respectfully, 


legitimate requests of business interests 


information and obtain 


THOMAS O, MARVIN, Chairman, 
PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF 


Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, I ask that the action of the 
House of Representatives on the omnibus pension bill be laid 


PENSIONS 


before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6941) granting 


pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent children of 
soldiers and sailors of said war, and requesting a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

Mr. BURSUM. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments, agree to the conference asked by the House, and that 
the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the President pro tempore 
appointed Mr. Bursum, Mr. Fernacp, and Mr. WALSH of Massa- 
chusetts conferees on the part of the Senate. 

BRIDGE NEAR REHOBOTH, DEL. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Chair to lay before 
House bill 9515, just received from the House. 

The bill (H. R. 9515) granting the consent of Congress to the 
Delaware State Highway Department to construct a bridge 
across the canal near Rehoboth, Del., was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, yesterday the Senate passed 
Senate bill 3409. Identically the same bill was introduced in 
the House and was passed last night as House bill 9515. The 
Senate bill has not yet been taken up in the House, but the 
House bill itself came over from the House a few moments ago 
in a message, and has just been laid before the Senate. I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Dela- 


the Senate 


ware asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill. 
There being no objection, the bill was considered as in 


Committee of the Whole, and was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 


to the Delaware State Highway Department and its successors and 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and the ap- 
proaches thereto across the canal between Rehoboth Bay and the 


Delaware Bay, being a part of an inland waterway, partly natural 
and partly artificial, from Chincoteague Bay to Delaware Bay, at a 
point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or near Rehoboth, 
in the county of Sussex, in the State of Delaware, in accordance with 
the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construc- 
Yion of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 1906: 
Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, upon the 
recommendation of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, to 
frant permission to the said Delaware State Highway Department, 
its successors and assigns, under such terms and conditions as the 


"9 


=, 
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sald Secretary deem 


may equitable and fair to the public, to ss 
and occupy such public lands pertinent to the United States Canal 
as may be necessary for the bridge and approaches thereto 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is he y 


expressly reserved, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
POLLUTION OF COASTAL NAVIGABLE WA% 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
action of the House on Senate bill 1942 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 1942) to protect navigation from obstruction and injury 
by preventing the discharge of oil into the coastal navigable 
waters of the United States, which was to strike out all afte 
the enacting clause and to insert in lieu thereof: 

That this act may be cited as the “ Oil pollution act, 1924 

Sec. 2. When used in this act, unless the context otherwise re- 
quires 

(a) The term “ oil” means oil of any kind or in any form, including 
fuel oil, oil sludge, and oil refuse; 

(b) The term “ person means an individual, partnership, corpora- 
tion, or association ; any owner, master, officer, or employee of a vessel; 


and any officer, agent, or employee of the United States; 

(c) The term “ coastal navigable waters of the United States” means 
all portions of the sea within the territorial jurisdiction of the United 
States, and all inland waters navigable in fact in which the tide ebbs 
and flows; 

(d) The term “ Secretary means the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 3. That, except in case of emergency imperiling life or prop 
erty, or unavoidable accident, collision, or stranding, and except as 
otherwise permitted by regulations prescribed by the Secretar is 
hereinafter authorized, it shall be unlawful for any person to dis- 
charge, or suffer, or permit the discharge of oil by any method, means, 
or manner into or upon the coastal navigable waters of the United 
States from any vessel using oil as fuel for the generation of preopul 
sion power, or any vessel carrying or having oil thereon in excess of 
that necessary for its lubricating requirements and such as may be r 
quired under the laws of the United States and the rules and regula 
tions prescribed thereunder. The Secretary is authorized and empow 
ered to prescribe regulations permitting the discharge of oil from 
vessels in such quantities, under such conditions, and at such times 


and places as in his opinion will not be deleterious to health or sea food 


or a menace to navigation, or dangerous to persons or property engaged 


in commerce on such water 


, and fer the loading, handling, and unload 
ing of oil. 

Sec. 4. That any person who violates section 3 of this act, or any 
regulation prescribed in pursuance thereof, is guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and upon conviction shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $2,500 
nor less than $500, or by imprisonment not exceeding one year nor 
less than 30 days, or by both such fine and imprisonment, for each 
offense. And any vessel (other than a vessel owned and operated by 
the United States) from which oil is discharged in violation of se« 
tion 3 of this act, or any regulation prescribed in pursuance thereof, 
shall be Hable for the pecuniary penalty specified in this section, and 
clearance of such vessel from a port of the United States may be with- 


held until the penalty is paid, and said penalty shall constitute a lien 


on such vessel which may be recovered in proceedings by libel in rem 
in the district court of the United States for any district within 
which the vessel may be. 

Sec. 5. A board of local inspectors of vessels may, subject to the 
provisions of section 4450 of the Revised Statutes, and of the act en 


titled “An act to provide for appeals from decisions of local inspectors 
of vessels, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1918, suspend 
or revoke a license issued by any such board to the master or other 


licensed officer of any vessel found violating the provisions of section 
3 of this act. 


Sec. 6. That no penalty, the 


or withholding of clearance, or the 

suspension or revocation of licenses, provided for herein, shall be en- 

forced for any violation of this act occurring within three months 
after its passage. 

Sec. 7. That in the administration of this act the Secretary may 


make use of the organization, equipment, and agencies, including engi- 
neering, clerical, and other personnel, employed under his direction in 
the improvement of and and in the enforcement of 
existing laws for the preservation and protection of navigable watere 
And for the better enforcement of the provisions of this act, the officers 
and agents of the United States in charge of river and harbor improve 
ments, and the assistant engineers and inspectors employed under them 
by authority of the Secretary, and officers of the customs Coast 
Guard Service of the United States, shall have power and authority and 
it shall be their duty to swear out process and to arrest and take into 
custody, with or without process, any person who may violate any of 
said provisions: Provided, That no person shall be 


rivers harbors 


and 


arrested without 
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ai for a vi tion not mmitted in the presence of some one of the 
f ind provided further, That whenever any arrest | 
e pt ions of this act the person so arrested shall be 
f ith 1 re a conrmissioner, judge, or court of the United 
of the alleged against him; and such 
a u | pre } in respect thereto as au- 
] W of g t the United States. 
8. 7 tt lition to the existing laws for 
t I l v ble w ] ill not be 
rued te J rin an nner afl the pro- 
9. 7 thorized and directed t ke such 
t rt ha ! ¢ sub- 
nto the navigable waters of the United 
onnecting vith t WwW ers, 
t I terfere ith 1 com 
he fisher t with a 
G u ich lin Ww t 1 
i | r ll rey ! 
( pu 
with h I mu di 
le / i hat ri i 
il i I ! I i 
ppl mst « 18 INV y 
il i t > ) lew 

her i r e@exatoin t 
t 

! WILL! 1 Pp dent I desit to brie 
f t rT ru wend i lowin 
1 to mo ! t! Thiele concu int I net ¢ 
1} Hou 

rator ren ber oil pollution if wis dis 

her one t ’ ed lI ! thin 

rms lants as we ips, t the 

< tal ma ible w ! of th United States pollution 

ih the « eo i! fy 1 Shi} 0 md plants. 

Personally I quite agreed ith t comm t wis al- 

1 ther nt rable hat and plants hould led but 

that idea did not find favorable reception at the hands of the 

Hieuse of Representative The amendment de excindes 

land plant but does provide that the Secretary of War shall 

make an inquiry as to the extent of pollution of navigable 

water fr land plants 1 believe on the why » that it is 
wi le ation and will be productive of pubie good. 

[ move that the Senate concur in the amendment of the 
Tlouse. 

Mr. FLETCHER Mr. Pr dent, I think the legislation, in 
order to carry out its purpose and be really efficacious, ought 
to inelude tand plants, but, as the Senator om Ohio has 

d, it appears that there is difference of opinion about it. 
I think the investigation would be very appropriate. leading 
to further legislation in regard to the matter. The measure 
before us certainly provides very definite progress along the 
lines which are desired and which are quite important. I 
agree with the Senator that the best procedure would be to 
concur in the amendment of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio that the Senate concur in 
the amendment of the House. 

rhe motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 


The following bills were severally 
and referred as indicated below: 


read twice by their titles 


H. f. 9516. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
city of South Sioux City, in the State of Nebraska, to « 
struct a bridge across the Missouri River between the 
of Nebraska and Iowa; 

H. R. 9517. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 


‘ 
North Texas Co., of Saint Jo, Tex., a corporation organized 


state 

















under the laws of the State of Texas, to construct a toll 
bridge across the Red River in the vicinity of Illinois Bend 
Tex. ; and 

H.R.9518. An act granting the consent of Congress to th 
State of Alabama, through its highway department, to eo: 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Coosa River at 
near Leesburg, Ala.; to the Committee on Commerce. 

FINANCIAL DEPRESSION AND UNEMPLOYMENT 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, the Pr 
dent pro tempore just laid before the Senaie a communication 
from the United States Tariff Commission upon which I wish 
lo comment tor a moment, 

On May 12, 1924, I presented a resolution that was adop 

juesiing the United States Tariff Commission to inform the 

jute ot the number of bona fide requests by industries 
turiif investigations, the number of such requests they were 
obliged to de: because of lack of funds, and, thirdly, t! 
umount of mey that it would be necessary to have appro 

| by the Congress to permit them to make the investiga 

tions requested | hona fide industries under the flexible 

ovisi of t tariff act. The report on this resolution 
has just now been presented to the Senate. 

I call the attention of the present administration to 
ituation in which it will place itself if it adjourns th 
S 1 of Congress without the appropriation asked for by t 
| } Stat Tariff Commission. It will be held responsi! 
in purt tor business curtailment. The report states that 
Tarifi mmission has instituted 387 investigations, and tha 
there are 75 bona fide petitions of industries in the country 
which cun not civen the investigation desired. because 
Congress has not furnished the funds necessary for that pur 
pose. The report further states that the amount of money that 
will be necessary to carry on these investigations is $396,000 

Mr. President, I call attention to the fact that for some 
reason or ot! the industries and the business of the country) 
except in periods of panic. It is estimated by the representa 
tives of labor in the country that there are to-day between 


1,500,000 and 2,000,000 unemployed people. This is an appalling 
liow « adjourn without doing 
thing—without requesting every agency of the Government to find 
the causes and provide by legislation if necessary the remedies? 

f am not going to take the time to suggest the causes 
of the business depression that has been increasing 
spreading for months, bat one of the reasons for unemploy 
ment is undoubtedly the fact that the purchasing power of the 
American people has diminished. Another reason is the plight 
of the farmers of the West, They have not the money with 
which to buy, and our industries are suffering by reason of 
the poverty, the financial losses, and numerous handicaps under 
which the American farmers are laboring. 

An impression has been sent throughout the country that for 
some reason or other the industrial depression is not due to the 
diminishing purehasing power of the American people, to the 
farmers’ dire condition, to the high prices that the American 
people are protesting against, to the apparent consumers’ strike, 


situation. an Congress some 


and 


| but is due to importations of different commodities from Europe. 


H. R. G652. An act to authorize the city of Los Angeles, in 
the State of California, to construct and operate a line of 
railroad across the Fort MacArthur Military Reservation, in 
the State of California; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

H. R. 5558. An act to authorize the incorporated town of | 
Juneau, Alaska, to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding 


$200,000 for the purpose of improving the street and sewerage 


With the industries of the country in very serious condition, 
with unemployment general, with the Congress about to ad- 
journ, are we to surmise what is responsible for the present 
business depression and speculate as to whether or not it is 
the importations that are coming into the country from foreign 
lands, that can be prevented if the facts justify it and Congress 
and the President exercise their power? The administration can 
not afford to close this session of the Congress and allow these 


| petitioners, these industries which are now suffering severely, 


system « the town; to the Committee on Territories and | 
Insular Possessions. 

Hf. R. 166. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior | 
to issue patent to the city of Redlands, Calif., for certain | 


lands, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 3387. An act authorizing: repayment of excess amounts 
paid by purchasers of certain lots in the town site of Sanish, 
formerly Fort Berthold Indian Reservation, N. Dak. ; and 


H. R. 8522. An act granting to certain claimants the prefer- 
ence right to purchase unappropriated public lands; to the 


Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

IT. R. 9402, An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Mullerton & Portsmouth Bridge Co, to construct a_ bridge 
across the Ohio River to connect the city of Portsmouth, Ohio, 
and the village of Fullerton, Ky. 3 


to go on until December next without information or 
assistance from the Government. 

Many are asking, What can the Government do to relieve 
unemployment, what can the Government do. to relieve the 
farmers? ‘There is one thing it can do to help the industries 
of the country. If they believe it is the tariff, they have a 
right to know it and have an official investigation made. They 
at least have a right to the helping hand of the Government 
to give them the information which they have a right to 
have under the law; to have investigations made to determine 
what action should be taken under the flexible provisions 
of the tariff act. The President can correct all depressions in 
business due to flooding the domestic market with foreign 
goods. 


investigation by the United States Tariff Commission. 


any 


He has the power, but it must be exercised after full 
I appeal 
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for the necessary appropriation. The sum of $396,000 is neces- 


sary to do that work. Congress, however, is to adjourn, and 
every industry that has requested an investigation and the 


relief the law provides will know that we refused to give them 
information that is available, and that we have provided for 
by law, because we have not appropriated the money. 

Mr. President, I can not more than protest; but I em- 
phatically make my protest in the name of the unemployed, who 
are walking the streets suffering for want of employment and 


do 


the necessaries of life, in the name of the industries that 
are shutting down in this country, and who ask this Congress 
to act, 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts yield to me for a moment? 
Mr. WALSH of 
Mr. HEFLIN, not only to 
adjourn without doing anything for the laboring men, but it 
is about to adjourn without doing anything for the farmers of 
the country. We had a bill pending here, and asked unani 


Massachusetts. 
Mr. 


Certainly. 


President, 


is Congress about 
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mous consent for its consideration, which involved the Ford 
offer for Muscle Shoals. It was stated that Mr. Ford would 
give employment to thousands of people if he got Muscle | 
Shoals. Certain Senators on the other side of the Chamber, 


however, objected even to the consideration of the bill at this 
session of Not only that, but the Ford offer 
posed to sell fertilizer to the farmers of the country at 
price. That would have involved a saving of a 


Congress, pro- 
half 


hundred million 


dollars a year to the farmers, but Senators on the other side | 


of the Chamber, the Senator from Nebraska [|Mr. Norrts], 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. BrookHart], and the Senator 
from Wisconsin |Mr. La Fotterre] all objected even to the 


consideration of the measure at this session of Congress, 

One of the reasous advanced for doing so was that it was 
too important a matter to be hastily passed upon. The Dill, 
however, has been pending in Congress for nearly three years. 
Hearings were had twice on it in the House of Representa- 
tives; hearings were had twice on it in the Senate; and [ hold 


in my hand [exhibiting] volumes of those hearings 8 inches 
thick. The Senator from Nebraska stated that it was too big 


a question to consider at this session of Congress. An attempt 
was made on Tuesday to get a hearing upon the measure, to 
have the measure considered in this body, but those Senators 
refused to permit a time to be agreed upon to consider this 
very meritorious bill at the present session. 

Henry Ford had been invited by this Government to make 
an offer. He accepted the Government’s invitation and sub- 
mitted an offer. His offer has been pending for nearly three 


years, as I have stated. That offer, Mr. President, con- 
templates serving the Government in furnishing nitrates for 


war purposes; that offer contemplates furnishing the farmers 
of the country fertilizer at half price. 


work at Dams No. 2 and No. 3 practically would complete the 


navigation of the river and make it navigable there for 65 
miles, but we could not get those Senators who claim to be 


the friends of the farmer, who claim to be the friends of the 
laboring man, to let us even vote upon the question. 

The Senator from Nebraska in his report charges that real 
estate agents are using the Henry Ford offer to sell lots about 
Muscle Shoals, stating that Ford is going to get Muscle Shoals, 
and that this property will be very valuable; but I suggested 
in my remarks the other day that if the Senator from Nebraska 
wanted to prevent that sort of propaganda, if he wanted to 
take away from those agents the opportunity to peddle Henry 
Ford’s name in that fashion, he could have done so by voting 
upon his offer and turning it down if the Senate did not want 
to accept it. 

If the Senate had accepted it, then the real-estate agents 
would have told the truth and work would have begun at once, 
and some of the army of unemployed who have been spoken 
of by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WatsH] would have 
found work down at Muscle Shoals. 

Mr. President, I want the country to know the exact truth 
as to what was done here and by whom it was done. We have 


The completion of the | 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, may I 
what disposition was made of the report of the United S es 
Tariff Commission in response to my resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore rhe « r ordered, there 
being no objection, that the communica ! 
Recorp and that the report be printed as a pu locument 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts I am ver n 
that disposition. May I make the additional 1 t] 
report be referred to the Committee or kina 

The PRESIDEN y pro tempore, rhe re i i t C- 
ferred. 

UTAH NATIONAL PARK 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before tl Sena (1 
amendment of the House of Representa (hie lL (S. 66S) 
to establish the Utah National Park th State of I h, 
Which was, on page 2, line 4, after U vord “ Ut "to i + 

Provided, That all the d within ¢t xterior ! he 
aforesaid tract shall first become proj the United > 

Mr. SMOOT I move that the Senate concur in the amend 
ment of the House of Representatives 

Mr. ROBINSON, May I ask the Senator from Utah what 
will be the effect of the House amendment if it be concurred in? 

Mr. SMOOT. rice Canyon can not be included in the na- 
tional park until all the private lands within the exterior 
boundaries of the park shall have been transferred to the 
| Government of the United States. 

Mr. ROBINSON. And the House amendment requires that 
to be done? 

Mr. SMOOT. The amendment would include those lands in 
the park. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Utah to concur in the House 


amendment to the bill. 


The motion was agreed 


to 


SOLDIERS 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, there has recently come to me 
from the Hon. Gilbert Bettman, a very distinguished citizen of 
Ohio, a very useful and interesting statement of fact with 
reference to the adjusted compensation bill which has recently 
become a law. IT ask unanimous consent to print in the Recorp 
that letter, together with two newspaper clippings from the 
Cincinnati Times-Star relative to that same subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


ADJUSTED COMPENSATION 


there objection? 


The 


CINCINNATI, June 3, 1925. 


MY Dear SENATOR: On my 


return to the city I find yours of the 27th. 
For over four years, as one of my Legion activities, I have pressed 
; for recognition of the veterans’ claim for adjusted 


compensa tion, 


Originally, in March, 1920, as one of the drafters of the first bill upon 
the subject; thereafter in May, 1920, as one of those who appeared 
before the Ways and Means Committee of the House; then before the 
Senate Finance Connnittee in December, 1920, and before the Senate 
Finance Subcommittee in June, 1921; and at every national convention 
| except in September, 1919, the resolution passed by the convention 
has been drafted by me During all this time naturally I have watched 


been taught by the Bible, and it is literally true, that a tree | 


is known: by its fruits. So an administration is known by its 
fruits: a Senator is known by his fruits. He may protest that 
he is a friend to the laboring man, but if he then votes against 
the laboring man’s interests his talk is as sounding brass and 
a tinkling cymbal. He may protest his friendship for the 
farmer, but when he has the opportunity to cut the farmer's 
fertilizer bill in two and will not do so his protestations are 
in Vain. 

Mr. President, I merely wanted to make this comment at this 
time following the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts, 


the arguments pro and con carefully, and it 


has been one 


of the most 
striking incidents in American history the tremendous propaganda that 
was created by those who opposed the measure All of the avenues of 
publicity seem to have been open to opponents and very few to the 
proponents of the measure Consequently, now that the bill has passed, 
those avenues are still open, and you of the Senate who voted in favor 
of the bill are hearing the shouts of protest that arise from those 
avenues rather than the words of approval from the service men 
None the less, the question has been rightly decided. Adjusted com- 
pensation was due the service nven, not reason of military service 
rendered or risks taken but because of the economic handicap suffered 
by reason of the service. Uncle Sam needed three elements to win the 
war—capital, labor, and the soldier—and of these three Uncle Sam 
drafted only the soldier, and ordered service at $1.25 per day. Wages 
| doubled, trebled, and quadrupled, and capital reaped unheard-of 
profits. To approximately adjust this economic disparity was simple 
justice The unanimity with which the American people have said 
that in the next war not only the soldier but capital and labor as well 
must be drafted is an ex post facto admission of the justice of the 
service man’s claim. Looked at in the large, one of the puzzling aspects 
of the discussion has been this contention of paying for patriotism. 


Civilian employees received an adjustnrent of compensation, and hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars were paid to the railroads as an adjustment 
of the economic loss they suffered by reason of being drafted into the 
Government's service. The fact that the soldier suffered not only an 
economic loss but rendered a patriotic service has been the occasion of 
confusing the issue, 
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} e dt railroads secured their adjustment voted on by the people’s direct representatives in the Flouse and in 
without | ng » from tft tax-paying | the ‘nate, the measure has been approved; and party regularity, 
the i} r } is l, not or to suffer now that the bill bas become a law, rather suggests that the Presi 

but ) ise he render a patriotic service, dent fall in Hine. Further, the attack upon the Republican Senators 
8 " { f the rgun bich has | in this aspect is just another overplaying of their hands by the 

{ A un J the ill find | opponents of the measure. I do not think you will find any general 
our are ‘ { Wa dM Con feeling of bitterness ne the service men against the President for 
| \\ 1] Means Committee,” | having taken the position that he djd The question, of course, had 
] r wa this 14 wo sides, and the I nt teok the most tenable which an opponent 
I { j l the # ; f ! r sure i t » wit hat the claim never existed 
J i lid t the positic that the claim existed 
! t resort to the subterfuge of arguing 
not a ction of taxes and adjusted compen 
iH Al with t service men in Ohio and els« 
! i: ¥ | not heard any substantial criticism of the 
! t f t \ j e famill enough with the presentation 
t reumer ! ition of the service men to know that the 
I ! ! presented, as they conceived it and accord 
l ks l I t he li ! istice of their claim; and they have made 
1 » fl ts of litical annihilation as a penalty for opposition and 
! t es of poli 1 f ra a reward for support. And, in 
I :% Tr e mo potent reasons for the pass 
] il | } this differer in method of presentation betwee 
tw f element rhe American Legion has stood sole 
! I f th ) of the service men and has asked only 
! was consistent with the country’s welfar 
{ . } fr ti United States Treasury than Senator 
I } f he we appeared before him in 1921, that t! 
ean I m “was patriotic throughout.” 
vi t you 
i GILBERT BrTTMAN 
\ ! Be s rirp—* Metnon Tax Cor Can P 
: I Says Onn or AtrHors or Sovpii 
I 
a : : z . e of the authors of the original adjusted compen 
{ i j he American Legion's national legislative con 
, mitt ’ hich 1 l hairman, said Wednesday, in commenting on 
passage « he revised bill over the President's veto: 
» % Che rvice man should be satisfied, because the bill recog 
wi , , izes the justi of his claim. The taxpayer should be satisfied 
. 4 v1 by | i that claim in the form of insurance adjusted 
a t ' sation forfeads against a pension system, and thus con- 
ir a or | om the xpayer and the Treasury a saving in the end 
{ , : ' wd The American Legion should be satisfied, because In the public 
| tes ey ijusted compensation has unfortunately and mistakenly been 
_ ¥ f S ‘ looked upon as one of the Legion’s major objectives. With the 
' n p ' - closin if the chapter on adjusted compensation, the Legion will 
n fairly waged. and . in & iled to the American people in tts true light, not as an or- 
’ Moreovs I ‘ . ‘ OF i ganization attempting to get something from the Nation in its 
mtroversy would record that ot t ting own behalf but as an organization dedicated to give semething to 
‘ passa : ton 4 ; the ti Nation by service, not only to comrades but to community, 
who opposed ft 1 =e sa ' cane State, and Nation 
ld unnecessarily produ ‘ the effect of the passage of the adjusted compensation bill ou 
t i tax-pavir elen n tens tax reduction has been grossly exaggerated. The substantial re- 
. na na t down to the facta , I have | duction contemplated in the Mellon plan can, as a matter of arith 
e service men in this cat ail nt? ; } : # mn j metic, and will be made. 
ving something of the reaction of t 1 hey “The American Legion at its convention in New Orleans stood 
} that the passage of adinsted comr 1] be in | foursquare against a pension. The Legion should be taken at its 
vit for tl a % nited St Trews I 1 com- | word, and it will stand as a bulwark, now that adjusted compensa- 
’ vt Ix passed, the co } a m i would tion has been passed, against any pension legislation.” 
vy decades, and tl rr ry Ww ip i ns in 
t n adjusted Mn per n 1 mil To hav ah 
00 000 n to wy } k i 7. bod { +} feo] “COMPENSATION FOR Souprers MIStNDERSTOOD '’—ATTORNEY WHo 
was comin them from t ‘ whic} Heverp Drart ORIGINAL BILL COMMENTS ON PASSAGE 
! Ww d, in my ! ! 1 C7 | “ Adjusted compensation has been misunderstood by its opponents,” 
{ ning of a pension s} At An Legion | said Attorney Gilbert Bettman, who was national chairman of the 
Ne Or! : 4 9 > p 1 7 ! n which American Legion committee on legislation, which drafted the original 
tater s mer TA stands four ‘adjusted compensation” bill, Commenting on the passage of the bill 
f adjusted cor te } i pensi " | Wednesd in the Senate, Bettman said: 
be taken at i word, and now that adjusted com- “my bill has passed because it is just. Adjusted compensation 
‘ ssed, a great bulwark has been 1 i against | has never been sanctioned by the American Legion as a payment 
‘ pension system | to the soldier for military risks taken or military service rendered, 
of the Senate in the Republican ranks who voted for That obligation rests upon all American citizens and can not be 
1» be chided for failure t ipport the President compensated in money. Adjusted compensation has been sanc 
lees not go to that extreme If every proy of | tioned, though not initiated, by the American Legion, as an ap- 
} to be yincided in every Sena or Me! r of proximate adjustment of the economic losses sustained by the 
the major ty, we would cease to need a Congress; | service men during their war days of service. Uncle Sam needed 
lan of power provided by the C titutio f judiciary, three things during the war—capital, labor, and the soldier. Of 
and executive, would be thrown out. The shoe is rather these, only the soldier was drafted. The sokdier served at $1.25 a 
The President must now recognize that every day, while the profits of capital were unrestricted and the pay 
question in any aspect has been voted on by the rank and for labor in the industries, in the shipyard, and in the munition 
people of this country, and, further, when it has been factories trebled and quadrupled, 
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“To approximately adjust the warlous economic disadvantages eastern Europe and Asia. The peop! ! ( 
i . } : 
of the soldier is merely to meet a just economic obligatior Th to work and raised their \ r i 
justice of approximately meeting this obligation has been recog t ive gold to pay 
nized by the people throughout the country whenever they have , ‘ ' 
‘ I eems to 1 t if a business 1 ! 31 } } 
had opportunity to vote upon the question, and has now been giver , ‘ ' . 
etn } \ ste l | } < 
de« ve recognition by the House and Senate of the United States . { 
‘ ‘ Ss { ( Liile parently I é 
“With the cl ng of the chapter on adjusted compensation ti 
rt I , J ! situation in the ag iltural States of his « a 
Legion \ be revealed to the American people in its true : ral 
ae out to e West and fou it wh : ! 
not as an organization attempting to get something fro the N 
tion in its own behalf, but n organization de uf to gi : ; 
ss i l Ce, a ould ft ilk i ( ‘ 
somethi to t Nat by service, not only to comri it ; : ; 
2 e doe He t 3; about s nad ¢ 
< ity, State Nation ae et for siieieed ‘ aces ' 
* Mg > dent « la } tisfied ¢ ah< the l . 
The Pi ent e sati : aY l . tha a taw o ly ml’ di / oon 
eau I now s that it refi s the will « e American P ; . 
7 Dut nh SI I ‘ ii ulin 
peo] } Ss ¢oO } i vrai e] é ? ei | ‘ ( 
AGRICULTURAL CONDITION | \ rm S ‘ e of me ' ane j 
Mr. FRAZIER Mr. President. the day after the se-called | GU 1 e ta Ses 
bonus measure was passed over the President's veto 1 received he \ ter Oo e { 
v# telegram wiich intereste qd me somewhat, and I wis t » read I am ted i ‘ "NY? 
it. It is duted May 20, Cortland, N. Y., and reads as follows: a he ; 
T ). F that ‘ ¢ [ I } 
Wy ‘ ry ¢ I > ee 
You ar t ! your party, a nm a i ount if ¢ rh ! ove lia { y and « nd, 1 
cnew how st i in ft ves of the ma rit e | I V ire rod I i t nan an | 
\ ld adjourn and its Member link borne Phe peor re ie t iy it is d; i hen that ‘ ‘ 
President. ritiidt i t < ba l t ‘ ‘ ld ide export | ‘ 
Lipnry I SQUIRE 
| lle s tl here i ‘ ‘ ont Wir e law « 
Railroad St ; 
and den nc vet he imifts it the I ( ( ol 
I was interested in the telecram, and so wrote to this man | munitv have a coon mee ¥ bin trol ; a 
Squires on the 2ist of May as follows: ] ' i} ( 
Your interesting telegram of May 20th was dnly 1 In ord bie VES OF and Se 
to get your remarkable viewpoint I would appreciat ver mt M J i un of th pe ad t ction in freight 
. y rht ' “ ittle further ; fe vour views - 
you would entlig en nm n iif ! ra ‘ ' Z j ‘ on if © Tal is hauled tl 
political situation I would also like to kn what } ' , 
ce ) 
are engaged ! : tn the 1 a 
I always welcome honest criticism and would ar t dd 
tional criticisms you wish to make Pha in ty intell ‘nt remark coming from ar ne 
Your truly. I do not care whom Lat il le ulin were hauled to the eu 
> . : ead , atl if nothing it would make no « lerence in the rice of 
A few days later I received a reply writte nh jhe st the wheat to the farmer : I ; 
tionery of the Brockway Motor Truck Co... of Cortland, N. Y., r t| ' om that tl] f } 1 } 
. . " , ‘ 1 «6 » I} rel en nh states i the iAay Of SUDDIV ane eman 
"O the oflice of the president, Sie Creorge Brock . a : ‘ mal 
rom € ‘ 
e i t 7 mirve is tie price ol Wheul ibd yer he Suys that if the lo or ZO 
way Staltts oul: ‘ ' ; 
Wa) { eents treigi paid on a bushel of wheat shipped to the central 
Sin: Acknowledging receipt of my indictment by wit “ h was | markets from the point where it is grown were not paid if 
sent over the signature of my secretary as weil as t duplicate would muke no difference in the price of wheat to the farmer 
to 29 other so-called Republican Members of the Senat wil voted Perhi ps it would not, but if it would not there is something 
to override President Ceolidge, I am giving you 1 Vviewp t of decidedly wrong with this gentleman argument 
many subjects causing in this country today so much u st anal lle si 
he » time paralyzing business 
at the same ti l ily? \t th pre nt tine ou must adn that Congre ix diseredited br 
I appreciate the fact that I am net the only irregular | the peop 
Republican. On the so-called bonus vote it ill be noted on , ; 4 
- , ‘ ‘ Wal my friends on this sid if the Cham! to wed oi 
page S871 of the ConGl SIONAL RKRecorp that there | only : ‘ C tmber ft get thi 
°O regulars that lay in the whole Sennte md 9 of the In faet t doe not tard a high ¢ the ordinary oard of county 
were Democrats. } supe nd I li hat men like purself, if they ean only see 
Mr. President, it is interesting to note that the president of the light. should advocate re f based on sound business principles. and 
the Brockway Motor Truck Corporation‘had hi reiary send ) before your people with a program of that kind, and they will see 
the insulting telegrams to Members of the Set e in other it s not fer their in este t secure temporary relief, which m the 
words, he has his secretary do his dirty work for him He end wiil iuse the country much distress 
goes on in this letter: “ls 
: : Ph ; : NO ol Wunts temy relief if he ¢: et me ineni! ef 
In the first place, I feel it is up to men like yourself to enlighten | , ; 
: ; Du we cuu ie ve perinanent reueil ' are wWiilln lo try 
your constituents, no to carry out in Congres ¥ lical ideas . ‘ rt , _ 4 
. wile ADVTS 
they may have in the way of remedying tix o-cail eviis that | Ls : furthe 
i } uri : 
exist 
E , If Congress had carried t Secretary Mellon's plan in principle. had 
‘ant » ret t because it is typical, apparentiy, of : er = 
i want u : ad ; ae : I | = * o = o deferred any bonus legislation until such time as the country wi in 
iew ! be average Dig-DUSINess han rue write : 
the Vie | yjint o t ’ - t rit better hape, that you would see business booming all over the e« intry. 
continues ; 
| siness tx iil all over the ecountr wher hous } . 
North Dakota is a wheat-grewing State, as I understand The Lusit wormni all « vel le « r) nen t ISAaDnUs upon 
: : — Lousaw f farmers in the agricultural States olutels 
price of wheat can not be stabilized or controlled v levisla ' wu : mus ‘ ari S : : iSrieu ale ire absolutel 
a) e nd ( Dbusiness ! Still, 1 Sit} if we could lower 
That sounds very familiar, t; s j hye eher bra f the n iol . and a fev 
I believe that the price of wheat, as well as any other con modity things of that l we wi d see business boom ¥ throughout 
grown or produced all over the world, is based, and always will | the untry 
) » Ss) y and demand : ‘ 
be, on the ipply and dem | Many of our m eiar in the W t have tried the est fer severa) 
’ . to ¢ ther "<) gee : r ‘ ar 
There is another phrase that sounds very familia years past to wel » a sectional Sesling. 1 doubt very much if this 
particularly when more is grown in this country than can be con- | is @ good thing for the country Radicalism is all right for Russia, but 
sumed in the country. I have too much faith and confidence in the Ameri people to ever 


The only way this compensation could be increased is by general | s¢e that sentiment prevail in the United States 
prosperity, which will be reflected in the commercial centers con 
suming more food. In driving through Great Britain and on the 
Continent last summer I was surprised to see the vast quantity President Coolidge goes before the people as a eandidate on the I 
of grain grown. I am told that this condition is the same through 


Here is another interesting passage: 


publican ticket, and, in my opinion, goes to defeat, d to the 
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As! than 2,000,000 acres. 





Rey cans in Congress Whether things would be better in 
th minds of McAdoo, Al Smith, La Fou.errs, remains to be seen, 
I aim yx rsonally concerned, it makes no difference to me, 
LB ipparently is absolutely discouraged 
fle says further: 
Men like vourself should give the situation to-da much thought, 
iy i and evils to be worked out should be worked out on sound, 
iti nd economic principles, not on the radical way of 
looking at thing I t very much if there is less than 25 per cent 
f i arin 1) Dakota but what are driving their own pleasure cars. 
I} i ll right nd I favor it, providing they can afford it 
Providing they can afford it! But he goes on: 
he eadjustment of values that is now going on, it is 
! to eut thelr garments aceording to their cloth,” 
hey do that things will be all right 
cot he vords, if the farmers are going broke and going 
uit of business, as they are to-day all over the Nation, he says 
it they will cut their clothing aceording to the cloth they 
ii} be all right. In other words, if-they can not make any 
protit, let them starve for a few years until this readjust- 
nent takes place 
I huve read only a part of this letter, but it seems to me 
It vives a fair sample of the attitude of the big business | 
Herests, especially of the East rhe farmers’ situation is 
mighty serious all over the Nation I do not need to go 
into detall as to what their situation is We have the best 
agricultural land in the world, and yet the farmers who own 
the own farms are going broke and out of business by the 
thousands 
I want to give a few statistics coming from the Agricultural 
College of North Dakota. They say that during the past 
ti vears, 1919 to 1923, inclusive, there was a loss each year 
on raising wheat in North Dakota, as follows: 
In 1919 loss per acre ae $3.67 | 
in 20 loss per acre 10.90 
In 1921 loss per acre 7.05 
In 19v2 loss per acre - oe 
In 1 loss per acre iii sein nepal 4.85 
or an average loss for five straight vears of $5.63 per acre, 
or aun aggregate loss per acre for these five vears of $28.16. 
That means that the average loss on every acre of wheat 
grown in North Dakota, and throughout the Northwest, for 
the past five years was $28.16. There was also a loss most 
of these years on cattle, hogs, sheep, and potatoes. 
Taking all these losses into consideration, it is absolutely 


sife to say that during the past four or five vears the farmers 
of the Northwest have had an aggregate loss on the products 
they have produced of more than the present cash value of 
their land. In other words, the average farmer who had his 
land clear five years ago has lost in these five years of de- 
flation the total cash value of his farm, and the farmer who 
carried mortgages five years ago—and a big majority were 
mortgaged either lost his land entirely or is holding on 
through the clemency of his creditors. 

fhe total loss on land values and farm products in the past 
four years is conservatively estimated at $50,000,000,000. 

luring the war time, through an act of Congress, a minimum 
was fixed en wheat, which price became the maximum or 
tixed price. Of all the products which were necessary to main- 
tain and successfully prosecute the war, wheat was the only 
one upon which the price was fixed by the Government. The 
farmer did net object to having this price fixed by the Govern- 
ment, but he did object, and rightly, because the prices of other 
commodities were not likewise fixed. We did not think it fair 
just that the wheat grower should be singled out and thus 
discriminated against. We were compelled to sell at a Goy- 
ernment fixed price and at the same time had to buy on the 
open market at war-time prices with war profits, the sky ap- 
parently being the limit; and when some of us objected to this 
unfair treatment, some of us did, we were called pro- 
Germans and Bolsheviks. 

The price was determined by a commission, after much dis- 
at $2.20 at the terminals at Chicago, which was a little 
more than a dollar per bushel less than wheat had been selling 
for just previous to this on the open market. Two dollars and 
twenty cents was decided upon as a fair price as compared with 
prices of other products at that time, but the price of all other 
products went up and wheat remained at $2.20, which was our 
fixed price. Italy guaranteed $4.80, France $3.84, Holland 
$3.70, Switzerland $3.18, and Norway $4.09, and in some of the 
other neutral nations the price was still higher. 

An appeal was made to the farmers to produce more wheat. 
The newspapers took up the slogan that “ Wheat would win the 


has 


price 


ol 


as 


cussion, 


war.” In North Dakota our wheat acreage was increased more 
The cost of production increased unti! 
we were producing at a loss, and the Government sold wheat 
to the allied governments at less than cost of production, at the 
expense of the American farmers. Yet, according to Senate 
Document 259, there were 10 flour mills that had profits ranging 
from 306 per cent to 2,628 per cent during that same time. 

Throughout the war the railroads were given a magnificen! 
profit. All business interests were allowed to make immense 
war profits. New millionaires were made by the wholesale 
and the price of wheat undoubtedly would have gone a great 
deal higher had it not been fixed by the Government, 

The Minneapolis Journal of August 22, 1920, quotes Herbert 
Hoover as saying: 


Hiad not the Food Administration and the United States Grain Cor. 
poration assumed control of the wheat supply after the short crop o 
1917, wheat would have gone to $6 a bushel, flour probably to $25 o: 
$30 a barrel, and there would have been bread riots that would have 
interfered seriously with our participation in the war. Because of our 


large foreign population of recent arrival, men who had not yet ab 
sorbed fully the American ideals, we might have had most serious ont 
breaks if bread had gone up abnormally. 

That, according to the Minneapolis Journal, is what Mi: 


Hoover said. It is rather a strange statement, too—that bread 
riots might be caused by foreign population who had not yet 
absorbed American ideals. In other words, good Americans 
would go hungry and starve to death and keep still about it 
He is badly mistaken, 

It has been said by some one that there are only three days 
ditference between the most intelligent people and the bar 
barians, that three days of starvation will make & Savage 
out of anyone, and it will. 

You know the farmers are criticized for not having business 
methods in farming. It is true that they have not the busi 
ness methods that they should have, and yet it is pretty hard 
to get away from the situation that they are laboring unde 
The senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. WiLtis] made the statement 
the other day, when talking on the Postal Service regulation 
bill, that it was unbusinesslike for anyone to employ help and 
fix a salary when he did not know whether or not the returns 
from his business would stand that expense. That may be 
true, and yet the farmers do business that way all the time 
They hire their help in the spring of the year, put in thei: 
crops, and do not know a thing about what they will receive 
for those crops when they are ready for market. They take 
chances on the elements of nature, on the bugs and grasshop- 
pers, and all kinds of things, and then when their crop is 
ready for market they take chances on the grain gamblers 
and food gamblers who fix the prices of those products. As 
was well and aptly said by one of the witnesses who appeared 
before the Agricultural Committee of the Senate, “I? the little 
bugs did not get the farmer's crops while they were growing 
the big bugs were sure to get them when they were ready for 
market.” 

The farmers have tried cooperative organizations; they have 
tried te better their condition by developing cooperative market- 
ing, but, generally speaking, these cooperative concerns have 
been put out of business by unfair and unjust treatment by 
the big business interests that are organized against them 
In North Dakota the farmers have been robbed for years on 
the grade of their grain. We finally passed what was known 
as the North Dakota grain grading act to allow the State 
authorities to grade the wheat that was produced in that 
State. 

Under that law they were to grade wheat according to its 
milling value, according to the amount and grade of flour that 
could be made from it, and the amount of bread that could be 
made out of a bushel of wheat. That is not the way the grain 
is graded at the present time or was graded before this law 
was passed. 

Wheat is raised to produce flour and bread, and we felt that 
it should be graded according to the amount of flour and bread 
it produced and the quality. So we passed this North Dakota 
grain grading act. We were taken into court on it, and finally 
taken clear up to the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
upon a five-to-four opinion the law was declared unconsti- 


tutional. 

This grain grading act, while it was enforced there a couple 
of years, saved the farmers of that State millions of dollars 
each year, without any question, upon the narrowing of the 
margin paid to the farmer as compared with the price it was 
sold for in the market, and in paying the farmer for the for 
eign material, the dockage, that was in the wheat that had 








od value, and il iving the farmer better grad for his | 
\ r t 

After the law was declared uneonstitutional, the farmer 
as well as the business nian, werd so li presse 1 that the law 

1 be good and that we should have another one, that in | 
1922 another grain grading law was initiated, which we felt 
might stand a decision of the court. It carried by 3 to 1 





in the November eiection in 1922. It was again taken into the 





courts, of course. It is before the Supreme Court to-day It 
us argued in the Supreme Court in this city on May 
Up to date no decision has been given, and I do not lool 
nv decision until after election, at least. 1 s etimes think 
it might be a very good stunt to investigate the Sup e Col 
tao. 
The Senators perhaps know something of the farmers’ 


tempt to organize in the Western States. 
entiled radical Members of 
Middle West and 

e here, 

When the farmers tried to cooperative 
they were put out of business by unfair methods by the Cham 
ber of Commerce of Minneapolis, by the 
Chicago and Kansas City, 


There are a few so- 
from those 
why che) 


here, 


I want to tell 


Congress 


States. 


cCcomipyL 
Western 
organize concer! 

Kourd of ‘Trade of 


and so forth, and they even went so 
far as to break up the farmers’ meetings held to discuss thx 


farmers’ situation Yes; they broke up the furmers’ meetings 
That was done in the great State of Minnesota Speakers 
were tarre nd feathered because they had the nerve to zg 


before the people and tell them the condition of the farmers, 
and what they should do to organize and to better their coud 

That is why two Farmer-Labor and 
Farmer-Labor Congressmen are in the Congress from the great 
State of Minnesota to-day. 


In South 


tions. Seuutors son 


Dakota the same thing oecurred 
parties were orgunized, meetings were broken up, and t 
same thing was true in Kansas and Nebraska Che same 
thing was true in Montana, Idaho, Washington, and some other 
States out there. That is why more so-called rad 
Senators have come to Congress, aud I predict right here that 
there will be still more of the same type of men coming into the 
United States Senate from those States. 

It is sometimes said that the farmers are “ seeing red.” .Per 
haps they are, and whose fault is it, after these conditions 
they have gone through? Whose fault is it that no eonstructive 
legislation has been put across for the relief of the 
and the agriculturalists of this Nation at this present 
of Congress? Senators on the other side of the aisie will say 
undoubtedly, that it is the fault of the Republicans. I want to 
say right here that the Recorp shows, on page 10290, on the 
vote on the amendment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. LA FouLletrre] to until July, that 19 
voted against that. On the next page of the 
shown that on the amendment that was offered to postpone 
the adjournment until the 2lst of June, 20 Democrais voted 
in the negative. We could easily have had enough to earry 
that proposition, to recess until July, and then bave time to 
put acrosss some legislation, and to consider the Muscle Shoals 
question as well. In even two weeks’ extra time we could 
undoubtedly have considered the Muscle Shoals question and 
some other relief. measures for agriculture. But the Democrats 
stopped it. 

Some one suggested, whether it was an English lord or some 
one who looked like an HNnglish lord, “ By their fruits ye shall 
know them.” I do net want the Democratic Party to go out 


Tar-and-feather 


some teal 


farmers 


session 


recess Democrats 


Recoxp, it is 


and lay everything to the Republicans. There has not been 
a single day since the session opened last December but that 


there were enough so-called radicals on this side of the Cham- 
ber to vote with the Democrats to put across a progressive 
program—progressive legislation for the people, farm legisla- 
tion or labor legislation, or anything else—for the benefit of 
the people. Senators over there know that as weil as I do. 
On this side of the Chamber Senators are a little more to 
blame, I will admit, and yet, as I quoted from the Recorp a 
little while ago, there are only a few regulars on this side. 
They say that the farmers are “seeing red.” I want to say 
right here that more than the farmers are seeing red. There are 
a lot more seeing red. A presidential election is coming only a 
few months from now, and it is said that unsound economic 
conditions are not very conducive to safe and sane voting at 
the polling places. Perhaps that may be true. One thing I 
helieve the people of this Nation can thank the so-called 
radicals on this side.and on the other side of the Senate for 
at this session, and that is for all the developments brought out 
by the investigations. You can say what yeu like about those 
investigations. but they have brought the truth to the people 
that many a department and many a public official has been 
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of the American farmer to become a communist I 





& <—?d 

guilty of craft and unfair dealin roll f ti I 
the United States and of the people of th Y 
taxes 

here is no question but that tl ! of t ‘ ‘ ! 
Will depend largely upon \ t the | ‘ 
brought out by these investigat f 
leveloy I from the investigations w 
some effe upen the col gs campai | 
won ful changes after next Novemb 

Mr. President, I believe that the farm ‘ N 
going to demand legislation for their rel 
terms than ever befor It is uid that that would be 
legislation. Yes; perhaps it would, and vet if C { 
as much of the farmers who produce the food predu 
the peeple of this Nation as they ‘ th railroad 
winies, Which simply transport those produets fro on { 
to another, we would have a ik: for the rmers that ould 
do for us what the Esch-Cu \ t railroads 
of the eountr 

if ¢ ( 1 they 
l | ul t ! \ ‘ cle { 

I oat t } é t ¢ rth } YT 

If w here Co res thoug ‘ uch of farmey 
we d the manufaecturil ite st Ww woul ive a 
1 \ { same thin or the f ers as tl lord 
MeCumber tariff bill does for the big manufacturers 

Talk about the farmet ‘seeing 1 *) 'W t ben ‘ 
and what 1 ean 1 understand for tl life of n is W 


do not see an tot) 


“ulder than they «le 
Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesotu Mr. President 


The PRESIDENT pro tempor I) t! 


‘ e Senator } 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from Minnesot 

Mr. FRAZIER I vield 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota Talking about farme ( 
cinning to see rec, the Senator fro North Dakota referre ) 
ti party who wrote a letter to him, which he has jJust re 
criticizing the tax bill which we have just passed 1 rece ed 
a letter from one of the biggest business men in the State of 
Minnesota, and this is what he said to m« 

The revenue bill I would consider very meritorious bill [ 


trust the President will sign tt— 


Of course he wrote this before President Coolidge signed 


it— 

as it bas a tendency to more materially reduee t taxation of the 
poor man than large incomes, hich tis only fair ] believe 

to sheulder the burden o taxes on the rich, and reeernize 

the old theory, taeulty ind ability to pa should be considered 


levying taxes 


That shows that the big business me 
little more red in the 
would be a very goed thing 


n of the 
Luture, 


for them to do so 


Northwest are 


eroing to see a and probably it 


Mr. FRAZIER. I do not think there is any question about 
that Banks | ve failed by the wholesale ont tl rough the 
whole Northwest, and .business interests are hard presses 
say the least. There is no question but they realize that 
their welfare depends on the farmer’s welfare It seems to me 


that the only thing that will wake up the busines men of the 


Fast is for hard times to strike the 1 they are eoming 
and coming faster than a lot of people think. 

Mr. KING. Mr.’President, will the Senator yield for a que 
tion? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I gladly yield. 

Mr. KING I think the Senator dees net mean to defend 


the Bolshevik view nor would he defend a y li y on the part 


mpathize 

ugriculture has suffered 

deal, but I call his attention to the fact that if we 
l il property over by tl 


with the position of the 


senator that 
a great 
should become red, all 


would be taken 


Government, and there wouid be erected a despotism under 
which the farmers could suffer infinitely more than they ar 
suffering to-day under a republican form of government So 
I do not think the Senator ought to eneourage, by any spee 
which he makes—and he is a patriotic American—the spirit 
of communism. What we need is more democracy and le: 
communism, more independence on the part of the people, 
more local self-government, and less of the abselutism w : 
characterizes the Soviet Government, and whic come peenle 
would like to introduce into the United State nder form 
of a eentralized system of government. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I agre with the Senate 
from Utah exactly. North Dakota was one of the first States 
where the farmers and workers orgunive! te bett he or 
nomic conditions, and yet when we « the opy 
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siched ) ae 


anid 


ile of this Nation 


solshevists, free lovers, 


Position the big interests 


political parties, aS well, called us 


itl ind everything they could lay their tongues to; they 
broke up meetings and tarred and feathered speakers. That 
lid not happen in North Dakota, however. I am thankful to 
iy there was not a single tar-and-feather party or a single | 
inmers’ meeting broken up out in North Dakota 
Mr. JOHLINSON of Minnesota. That is because they had 
goo) governor, like Senator Frazier, of North Dakota. That is | 
hy they did not break up more meetings 
Mr. KING Phe Senator remembers that in the last political 
iunpaign Governor Cox, the standard bearer of the Democratic 
Party, speaking for the party, went into the Governor's State— 
he present Senator's State—and there, in a very broad and 
Huprehet ‘tinnner, attempted to deal with the social and 
coro problems of the farmer and the working people of 
he Nation, and [Tam sure that the broad views which he ex- 
pressed, speaking for the Democratie Party, must have found 
(ial support upon the part of the distinguished Senator from 
rth Dakote 


Mr. SHIPNSTEAD. Mr, President, will the Senator yield? 

Ir, FRAZIER, [ yield 

Mir. SHIPSTEAD., When the Senator spoke of farmers see- 
ing red, he meunt by that the American interpretation of what 


mstitutes eing red, did he 
ir, FRAZIER, Absolutely 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD The Senator 
in interpretation of what 


not? 


is well 
‘constitutes a 


iware that the Amer- 
red” is of an indi- 


a | 


dual who will not vote the Republican or the Democratic 
icket, and does net use McCormick machinery on the farm, 
Is net that right? 

Vir, FRAZLER \bsolutels 

Vir WING Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon me, I 
fhink if would be better to label him an independent,” or a 
progressive,” and drop the word “ red.” 

Mr FRAZIER I am only using the common term, “ seeing 
“il In North Dakota we tried to change conditions in the 
American way, by the ballot, the intelligent use of the ballot at 
the polls, and that is what [I advoeate throughout the Nation, 
tor the people to interest themselves in their Government. Yes, 
ind T believe they are becoming more interested, not only in the 
Viddle West and West, but throughout the East, too L believe 
they are going to put the Government back where the framers | 
ot the Declaration of Independence and those who adopted the | 


ttonstitution of 


nds of 


the United States intended it should be—in the 
the people themselves, That is what [I advocate and 
I believe that is coming about, and coming quicker than a lot 
t conservatives think if will come 

It intimated that in this coming impalgn the World 
ourt will be one of the chief topies, or the League of Nations, 


is 


vw semething of that kind, and the restoration of European 
markets It is said we can not have prosperity until the 
Muropean markets are restored It will be a long time before 
prosperity comes, in my opinion, if it has to wait until that 
time 

But we do net have to wait for European markets to be 
restored to get prosperity in this country If the Norris- 
Sinclair bill uld be passed and the margin of profit regu- 


lnted from the time the food products and other products leave 


the farm until they come to the ultimate consumer: if we 
ould get an honest price for our farm products—yes, a price 
that would pay the cost of production and yield a little profit 
md not inerense the cost to the consumer a single bit—that 


would be all we ask. Out of a 9%cent loaf of bread only 14 
ents goes to the farmer for his wheat The rest of it is in 
the bandling charges, the baking, milling, processing, and 
protits The same is true of many other things. The only 
thing that will ever put the farmers on a paying basis is to 

» them the cost of production for their products and a 
ttle profit, the same as any other business must have in 
order to be profitable, All the farmers ask, and it is all they 
love ever asked—and, so far as T know, all that the workers 
haan isked-—is a square deal at the hands of Congress. They 
are not getting it, and IT want to predict that at the coming 
election the people will Speak stronger than they have ever 


spoken before. T believe that they will demand that they have 
a square deal here and will keep up the fight until they get it. 

i was indorsed by the Nonpartisan League of North Dakota 
as a indidate for the United States Senate They said it 
vould in awful disgrace if the people of that great 
should elect a United States Senator who had been recalled as 
governor, and perhaps it was. I did not go to the convention. 
1 told the boys who spoke to me that I had had my share of 
politics and wanted to go back on the farm and build it up 


be 


| will have to enlist for the duration of the war. 


State | 








again, because it had run down while I was away in office as 
governor. After the convention was over they wired me that 
I had received the indorsement as candidate for United States 
Senator and asked me to come down there. I went down anid 


talked the matter over with them and went into the fight. Woe 
had to get money to pay for our campaign expenses. I want 


to say right here that, as Senators know, the senior Senaty 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce], on May 21, 1924, at page 
9109 of the Recor, in talking about campaign expenses, said 


I think I am putting it moderately when I say that nine-tenths 





the money expended on behalf of the party of the Senator from 
Arkansas, as well as my own, is raised in the city of New York 

Admitting that nine-tenths of the campaign funds of both 
of the great parties are raised in Wall Street 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Does not the Senator recall that I chal 
lenged the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts ani 


stated that nine-tenths of the Democratic campaign fund was 
raised about the country in $1, $5, and $10 subscriptions? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I did not remember that the Senator 
challenged the statement. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. 
tor yield a moment? 

Mr. FRAZIER. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. Talking about campaign con 
tributions, I introduced a resolution in this body about six 
weeks ago requesting the chairman and the treasurers of the 
two major parties to report to this body who helped to pay the 
deficit in their respective parties. Up to this minute not a 
single statement has been filed about the matter. I am told 
that there was a deficit last fall of $1,600,000 in the Republican 
Party alone. We found that Doheny and Sinclair had pai: 
some of it. When I saw in the newspaper this morning that 
Lowden, of Illinois, is going to be the candidate for the Vice 
Presidency of the United States [ was a little bit suspicious 
that perhaps he had helped pay a part of the deficit. 

Of course, we can not go out and get the information. My) 
resolution did not demand that they should produce it. | 
merely asked them to produce it, but they have not done it. | 
would be mighty interesting to have a report from those gen 
tlemen if they dared to come out with it now. But no; the) 
keep that away from the common people. 

The Senator from North Dakota has mentioned the faci 
that we have to go out among the poor farmers and get sub 
scriptions in $1, $2, and $5 amounts. That is true. 
where did the other organization get their money? T want to 
say right straight from the shoulder here, and I do not hesi 
tate, because I have first-hand information, that some “lame 
ducks’ in the Republican Party were to be taken care of b) 
the President of the United States. I got first-hand informa 
tion that they did try to shake off some of them but could not 
do it because it was a promise made to them months before 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, during our campaign iv 
North Dakota in 1922 and in all the other campaigns we have 
gone through since the farmers organized not a single dolla: 
has ever come from New York, Wall Street, or any place else 
or from any of the rest of the big interests. The money has 
been put up by the people themselves generally through co! 
lections. In the last eampaign we took up collections at ever) 
meeting. I sent in to headquarters from my meeting, afte: 
paying my expenses and the expenses of the men who traveled 
with me, over $1,200; and that was the bulk of the money the) 
had for the whole campaign, resulting out of collections taken 
up at the meetings. 

Just after the nominating convention I received a letter from 
a very prominent judge who had been a resident of our State 
since the early days. He was visiting in the West for his 
health. He wrote me saying that he was glad I had been 
indorsed as a candidate for the United States Senate. He said 
he was afraid that the farmers and workers in North Dakota 
might get discouraged after their apparent defeat by the recall, 
and said if the farmers and workers of North Dakota want 
to win, if they want to get anything to benefit themselves, they 
I want to say 
right here, Mr. President and Members of the Senate, that the 
farmers and workers of the Middle West and West have en- 
listed for the duration of the war and they are going through 
with this fight. Yes, if it takes a lifetime, they are going through 


had 


Mr. President, will the Sena 


sul 


with the fight until they put the Government back in the hands 
I believe in proportional representation 


of the common people. 
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and if the farmers and workers think by the greatest stretch 


of imagination that they can send corporation attorneys to the | const 


| 


United States Congress and get fair representation, I do not 
understand their viewpoint. When two-thirds of the Members | 


of Congress are attorneys, and most of them corporation at- 
torneys at that, we can not expect to have the Government that 
Lincoln said we should have—of the people, by the people, and 
for the people. 
MESSAGE THE 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mi 
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. to consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact the 
luws affecting the establishment of the United States Veterans’ 
Iureau and the administration of the war risk insurance act, 
as amended, and the vocational rehabilitation act, as amended 


FROM HOUSE 


2257) 


The message also announced that the House had passed bills | 


of the following titles, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H. R. 4971. An act to amend the act entitled “ An act to pro- 
vide that the United States shall aid the States in the construc 
tion of rural post roads, and for other purposes,” approved July 
11, 1916, as amended and supplemented, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 6095. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to sell 
real property, to wit, a portion of the Fort Revere Reservation 
at Hull, Mass. ; 

H. R. 6541. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the disposal of the unallotted lands on the Omaha In 
dian Reservation, in the State of Nebraska”; 

H. R. 7522. An act to authorize and direct issuance of patents 
to purchasers of lots in the town site of Bowdoin, Mont. ; 


H. R. 8308. An act authorizing the Coust and Geodetic Sur- 
vey to make seismological investigations, and for other pur- 


Poses ; 

H. R. 9314. 
and 

H.R. 9880. An act granting the consent of 
Roard of County Commissioners of Aitkin County, 
coustruct a bridge across the Mississippi River. 


An act to amend section 98 of the Judicial C 


mle 


Congress to 


Minn., to 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed enrolled bills and a joint resolution of the 


following titles, and they were thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore: 

H. R. 3104. An act granting 160 acres of land to the Western 
State College of Colorado, at Gunnison, Colo., for the use of 
the Rocky Mountain biological station of said college; 

H. R. 8233. An act making appropriations for the Executive 
Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, com- 
missions, and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, 
and for other purposes; and 

S. J. Res. 142. Joint resolution providing for the United States 
Government to have representation at the celebration of the 
centennial of the first meeting of the Legislative Council of 
the Territory of Florida. 


ORDER 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. 
the order of business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order of business 
is the presentation of petitions and memorials. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I shall insist hereafter 
observance of the order of business. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Regular order! 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent- 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, there are quite a number of 
Senators who have bills to introduce and some have reports 
to make from committees. Could not Senators wait with their 
remarks until the routine morning business is finished and let 
us dispose of routine business? 

Mr. BRUCE. It will only take a moment to dispose of the 
matter in which I am interested. 


OF BUSINESS 


Mr. President, I inquire what fs 


on the 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. With all due deference to the 
Senator, I must insist on the regular order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is de- 


manded, which is the presentation of petitions and memorials. 
PETITION 


Mr. HARRISON presented resolutions adopted by the Mis- 
sissippi Funeral Directors and Embalmers’ Association favor- 
ing the passage of legislation for the establishment of a mortu- 
ary corps as a part of the Military Establishment of the 
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United States, with qualified funeral . rs and mort "I 
tuting the officer personnel thereot 
to the mmittee on Milita Atl 
WoOuS j ) 
‘TJ followin lis were se 
and referred as indicated below: 
H. Rh. 4971. An act to amend the act tled \ 
vide that the United S tes shin rid _ t 
Struction of rural post roa \ to ’ 
proved July 11 OG san ried and supple 
other purposes: to fl ‘omm m i ro 
hioads 
H. Rh. GOOS. An act to author tl ‘ VW 
real property, to wit, a portion of ie kort R » Re i 
tion, at Hull, Mass.; to the Committee on Militar Affa 
H. Rh. 6541. An act to amend an act entitled \r { 
ide for the disposal the unatlotted lands i ie ymiak 
Indian Reservation. in the State of Nebraska = the ¢ 
mittee on Indian Affairs 
H. R. 7522. An act to authorize and di i » of pat 
ents to purchasers of lots in the town site Is n, Mont 
to the Committee on Public Lands and Sur ‘ 
H. R. 9314. An act to amend section 0S of the Jud il Code 
to the Committee on the Judiciary 
H.R. S308. An act authorizing the Coast and Geodetic Su 
vey to make seismological investigations, and ) vent 
poses; and 
H.R. 9880. An act granting the msent ff Congress to 
| Board of County Commissioners of Aitkin Count Minn to 
construct a bridge across the Mississippi Rivet to th mn 
mittee on Commerce 
H.R. 4088. An act to establish the upper Mississippi & 
wild life and fish refuge; to the Committee on Commerce 
CODIFICATION OF VETERANS’ BREA \ it AR RISK ACTS 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I submit the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing vot 


fo the bill 


of the t=wo Houses on the amendment of the Hlouse 

(S. 2257) to consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact the laws 

affecting the establishment of the United States Veterans’ Bu 

reau and the administration of the war risk insurance act as 

amended and the vocational rehabilitation act as amended 
|For conference report see the Recorp, House proceedings 

pages 11001 and following. ] 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania I ask i mn fe ' 
port be agreed to 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, [ would like to ask the Sens 
tor if he will not allow morning routine business to be finished 
before we consider any of the conference reports? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania It will onlv tuke a moment. 1 
helieve. I move that the Senate agree to the report of the com 
mittee of conference 

Mr. DILL. I would like to know what are some of ¢! 


changes presented in the conference report I do not want to 
ask to have it lie over a day, but I would like to have a eh 
to examine it. I suggest to the Senator Lit 
regular routine business is disposed of 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I understand that a conference 
report is privileged at this time 


ice 


that he w until the 


Mr. DILL. It is only the presentation of it that is Dp 
leged and not a motion to adopt it 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania A motion to pro Il te its eon 


sideration is also privileged 
Mr. DILL. Not in the morning hour 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania 
1 o'clock, I understand. 


The merion i ” made aft 


Mr. DILL. No; after 2 o'clock 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the optnion 
| that the conference report is in order at this time, and the 


question ig upon the motion of the Senator from Pennsvlivania 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President. I_ 

want to interrupt the Senator from Pennsylvania, but I 

like to Suggest that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Surevps] 

be sent for. He is interested in the report. He can be sent for 

while the Senator from Pennsylvania is explaining the e¢ 

ence report 


do not 


would 


mnife 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania Mr. President, Senators wil! 
find the conference report printed in full, beginning at page 
11001 of the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorp. 

In substance the House has conceded to the Senate bill 
throughout. They have conceded the necessity for classifica 
tion and have adopted our bill as the basis of the code. The 
only changes that were made that have any substan Yr are 
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may justly feel that he and those who worked with him f 


it was reported to the Senate. The Senator from Tennecenc 
the amendment accomplished a great thing for the tubercular 
soldiers. 

Mr, DILL. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator from 
Pennsylvania a question about the men who are in hosp tals 
who have been placed there simply because they were ex-servi: 
men. There was a provision in the bill allowing those men 


> 


| Small compensation. As I understand, that provision was 


| retained 


of importance will be found summarized in the statement com- 
piled by the House conferees at page 11010 of the CONGREs- 
I ) 
\ ( een there, it is provided that we accepted the 

1! ( ro i regarding the annual rey t of the director, 
Which involves no concession i stance. We next accepted | 
the provisions bat conscientious objectors and aliens who |} 
used their alien citizenship during hostilities. We agreed to} 
the amendment House had put in which provides for 
compensation regardless of misconduct to those men who are 
totally blir » those who are paralyzed, to those who are 
afflicted with paresis, and to those in our hospitals suffering 

ir al lues while they ars the hospital That 

end by suving the Government money, because these cases | 
not infrequently go on in inereasing aggravation of ailments 


it rred during service, for which the Government would have | 


Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. That provision we could not 
retain, though we tried to do so. I believed in it firmly, a1 
I know my colleagues did, but it would have meant a disagre: 
ment if we had insisted. We did retain the privilege 
pitalization for all veterans; that much we gained. 

Mr. DILL. Let me ask the Senator another question regard 


of hos- 


to \ ihe provision is very strictly limited, and it is substan-| ing the disability of men resulting from the treatment i 

tially cul down from what the House had provided. hospitals. Is there any provision in the bill by which men . 
In the Senate the bill as reported from the committee was | get compensation for such injury? 

‘ nded on motion of the Senator from Washington [Mr.} Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. Yes: that fs in the bill exact) 

Divi} to extend the presumptive period in cases of tubercu-| as if it were a service injury which was received during 


osis and mental trouble to five years from the date of dis- 


charge. The House of Representatives “ went us one better” 
on that and made it ix years We ecomprom sed tha dis- 

ent | eeing on a uniform date which is actually 
about five and a half years from the date of the average dis- 
charge; t t is to say, the presumptive period for all men 
rm January 1, 1925 It ‘med te is that that was a 
proper compromise between the Senate and the House pro- 

on 

Another amendment, which was offered by the Senator from 
Tenn 4 \I SHIELDS |, is put i the bill on the floor of 
the Senate To that amendment the House of Representatives 
a eed; and that is the only remaining matter of importance 
that I need detain the Senate to explain 

Mr. SHTELDS I should like to have the Senator state 
fully what was done in reference to that amendment. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, ‘hat is just what I am pro 
ceeding to do As the bill left the Senate it contained the 
so-culled Shields amendment, providing that cases of tuber- 
culosis which had not yet reached a state of arrest should be 
rafed as permanent total disability, carrying 8100 a month for 

period of one year after the diagnosis of arrest. 1 think in 
substance that was the effect of the amendment; that is to say, 
if a man actually had tuberculosis, he should be entitied to a 
minimum of S100 a month until one year after the disease | 
wis pronounced cured, and that thereafter he should be en- 
titled to a minimum of $50 a month for the remainder of his 
hile 

That carried with it, by implication, a maturity of his in- 
surance policy, if he had one; so that a single man who had 
the Government insurance would receive not only the $100 a 
month after he was pronounced cured but he would get $57.50 

nonth from his insurance policy, which provided for total 
permanent disability. The ITlouse of Representatives abso- 

ely refused to agree to that. We had more trouble over 
that a ndment than over any other point of disagreement. 
We worked out a compromise that seemed to all of 
th enate conferees and to all of the House conferees to be a 
just one, and this is what it provides: So long as a man is in 
a hospital, under the present regulations he is given a total 
temporary disability ] ment which amounts to $80 a month. 
Ia of course, spenking of single men who are without de- | 
pendent That remains the law. If he can be discharged 


erculosis is pronounced to be arrested, then, 


under the conference bill, he is entitled to a rating of total 


temporary dis: hility for not less than three years after his | 





discharge in a state of quieseent tuberculosis, but after he is 
pronounced cured, when his disease is arrested, then the con- 
ference bill grants him that same temporary total disability 


allowance fer six months after he is cured. 


W all realized the force of the argument of the Senator | 
from ‘Tennessee, that a man may be pronounced cured, but if | 


he is thrown instantly into hard physical labor he is apt again 
to break down and his disease may again flare up. We wanted, 
in so far as we could with justice to the Treasury, to give that 
man assurance of support for a period after he was pronounced 
eured, Senators will find the provisions of the bill on that 


subject in the last paragraph of page 11005 and the second | 


paragraph of page 11006 of the Recorp. We did the best we 
eould to hold the entire Senate amendment, as we deemed it our 
duty to do, and what we have done has been to secure a material 
improvement in the law relating to those cases. 

I think there is nothing else of material improvement ever 
the present law and of material improvement over the bill as 


time. 

Mr. DILL. I asked that question because a few days 
when I made some remarks in the Senate regarding the us 
the spinal puncture in the hospitals, an hour later an ex-ser 


; Man who was in the gallery and overheard the discussion cx 


| to my office. He had had a spinal puncture used upon 

and he told me that he was laid up for 15 months, paralyz 
in the hospital as a result. He wanted an amendment of so 
kind put into this bill in order that he might have compensation 
as the result of that treatment; and it seemed to me that 

a very just request. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Such a provision is ineluc 
the bill. 

Mr. DILL. I am glad to know that. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. And it will take care of 
ca a 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I wish to say to the Senator 1 
Pennsylvania that I believe the spinal puncture treatme: 
hese ex-service men in the hospitals ought to be sto; 

It is cruel; it is inhumane; it is terrifying to those men. 
instance, since I made the speech to which I have ref¢ 

I have received a number of letters from all over the cou 
citing instances where men have been given the spinal puncture 
treatment and paralysis has resulted from it. The doctors 
sist on it as a method of determining whether or not there s! 
be compensation puid to such men. I believe that it ough 
be stopped and stopped completely, because if these boys are 
such condition that the doctors can not determine it excepi 
puncturing their spines, they ought to be given the beneti 
the doubt. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, May the Chair make a 
gestion? The conference report is of a privileged chara 
and may be laid down at any time, but the question of whetl 
the conference report is to be considered is a question that must 
| be decided by the Senate. The Chair feels that that questior 
|} ought to be put at the present time. The rule provides thi: 
| must be decided without debate. So the question is, Will 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the conference report ‘ 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President-——— 

Mr. NORRIS. That is debatable, is it nof, Mr. President? ! 
wish to appeal to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule provides that t 
question of proceeding to the consideration of a conference 
report is not debatable, but the report itself is debatable wher 
| once it is taken up. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, the Senator ought not during 
the routine morning business try to push a measure of this 
kind through the Senate. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, I thought I had been recog- 
nized by the Chair. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The PRESTDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana 
will state his inquiry. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have not heard anybody move to 
proceed to the consideration of the conference report. Was 
such a motion made? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I made sueh a motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question of considera- 
tion was raised, and it has to be decided without debate. The 
| Chair will put that question now. Will the Senate proceed to 
| the consideration of the conference report? 
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Those who are in favor of so proceeding will say “aye"’; 
those who are opposed to if will say no.’ 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania I ask for a division. 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. A _ division is demanded. 


Those who are in favor of proceeding to the consideration of the 
mference report will rise and stand until they are counted. 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania I call for the yeas and nays, 
‘ir. President 

hhe veas and nays were ordered, and the principal clerk pro- 

“led to eall the roll 

Mr. PHIPPS (when his name was called), I have a pair 

} he junior Senator from North Carolina [—[Mr. DIAL]. I 
in informed that if he vere presen he would vote as I intend 
’ ite, and I therefore fee! at liberty to vote. 1 vote ‘ yea.” 

rhe roll call was concluded 

\f COLT (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the 


injor Senator from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL] yoted? 


the PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Washington in 
mair) That senator has nofr voted, 
Mi OLY, | have general pair with the Senator from 
rida, and therefore withdraw my vote 
Mr. ROBINSON. [ desire to announce that the junior Sen- 
rv from Indisna [| Mr. RALSTON] is necessarily absent. If he 
re present he would vote “ yea.’ 
l result iS unnouneed|—yeas 74, nays 0, as follows; 
YEAS—74 
ianas i vid La ft Shields 
ins rris Lenroot Shipstead 
savard es Lodge Shortridge 
th letch MeWKella Simmheos 
iudegee ‘razie MeRinley Smith 
Brookhart Creorge \icLean Smoot 
I issard t ooding McNary Spencet 
race Ifale loses Stanfleld 
(Cameron liarreld Neely Stephens 
ipper Larris Norris Sterling 
pelane [larrison rhdidie “Swanson 
izen feflin Overman Wadsworth 
ummin Tohnson, Calif Pepper Walsh, Mass. 
urtis jones, N. Mex Phipps Walsh, Mont 
Dale Tones, Wash Pittman Watson 
Till Kendrick teed, Mo Wheelet 
dee Keyes Reed, Ta Willis 
Vidwards Ning tobinson 
Lrnest dd Sheppard 
NAYS—0O 
NO ITING—22 
Ball retry Mayfield rramme tl 
Bursum lass Norbeck Underwood 
rawy irreene wen Warren 
Colt Howell Rtalston Weller 
Dial Jobnson, Minn Ransdell 
[Clkins MeCormick Stanley 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the report of the committee ot 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House 
to the bill (S. 2257) to consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact 
the laws affecting the establishment of the United States Vet- 
erans’ Bureau and the administration of the war risk insurance 
ict amended, and itional rehabilitation act, 
imended 


conference on the disagree- 


1 
is the ” as 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts Mr. President, there is little 
ihout the changes made in this bill in conference that can be 
idded to what the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] has 
suid. An opportune time, however, is at hand to call the atten- 


tion of the country what th 
lisabled veterans 


There has been a 


to just e situation is concerning our 


good deal of criticism of the management 


of the Veterans’ Bureau. I myself at various times have in- 
dulged in this criticism and am responsible for inaugurating 
the two investigations held since March 4, 1921. Recently the 


Senator from Nevada [Mr. Oppte}] presented some views in 
which he indicated that he believed that the management of 
the bureau was not at the present time satisfactory; that there 
vas need of more dismissals and other reforms. 

I think the public ought to distinguish between enacting laws 


that are beneficial and helpful to disabled soldiers and the 
managerial work of the bureau. The administration of the 


bureau is an executive function, and the executive department 
must be held responsible for the mismanagement of the past 


ind that of the future. Congress is responsible for providing 


the money und for enacting the laws that will help to relieve 
the difficulties of administration due to red tape and divided 
responsibility. 

In my opinion the present bill is a great step forward and one 


of the most satisfactory measures that could be enacted by the 
Congress in behalf of the disabled veterans—in fact, of all 
veterans of the war. I do not know of a single solitary reason- 
able request made by any organization of the veterans of the 


war or the bureau that has not been granted and included in 
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this bill I do not know of a si 


. iture in whiel 
this bill could be improved in so fat 


Thgete® white il fe 


ving the necessary 
money to provide compensation, hospitalization, and rehabilita 
tion for the veterans of the World W ; and | want to take 
this occasion to compliment the Senator from Pennsylvanian 
[Mr. Reep] for his industry, for his ability, and for the lo and 
tedious hours that he has given to the construction of this 
piece of legislation. It has been an honor and a pe re to b 
associated with him in the long and difficul uk of draftit 
| this measure 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator vield 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Lroes the sel tor from M 
Ssachusetts yield to the Senator from Washington 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I do 

Mr. DILL. The Senator was a member of the committee that 


made the investigation of 
Mr. WALSH otf 


the Veteran 


Yes 


Bureau 
Massachusetts 


Mr. DILL. Has that committee made its final report to 
Senate? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts I am ve glad the Senator 
asked me that question. We have made three reports, and I 
have on my desk now a report which I am going to submit to 
day dealing with the whole hospitalization situation, to which 
I have given a good deal of time and study, covering several 
months, and | hope it will be some contribution to the solution 
of the hospitalization problem and the improvement of the 
facilities for their care and the relief of their dependents 

Mr. DILL. I want to say to the Senator that I think the 
committee has rendered a very great service There is a ques 
tion in my mind as to whether or not the committee should be 
continued during the summer; and I wondered what was the 
Senator's idea, without speaking personally as to the value ot 
such a committee nbout continuing this work of investigation 
during the coming recess or adjournment of Congress 

Mir. WALSH of Massnechusetts In mv opinion, it should be 
continued 

Mr. DILL It wil “quire a Tew esoluftion, however, to con 
tinue the committee, will it ner’ 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts here is some question about 
that I think possibly under the present resolution the duties 
of the committee may end at the adjournment of this session 
and it may be necessary to have a resolution introduced ex 
tending the time. IT will tell the Senator why T think it oucht 
to be continued—because a good deal of the work of the com 
mittee has been that of making helpful and sympathetic sug 


gestions to the director I 
will agree with me ahouf that 


hope the Senator from Pennsylvanin 


We can not pass laws telling the 


director how to run or improve this or that department of the 
bureau, whom to place in this or that position, how many em 
ployees he ought to have. or how many and whom he ought to 
dismiss It is largely administrative: and the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Oppre] has been especially interested in that 
feature of the work of our committee, in examining into the 
personnel, in making recommendations as to the removal of 


incompetents in the personnel, and the removal of 
employees. In my opinion, all of this work 


superfluous 


when sympatheti 


eally made, is very helpful and very beneficial; so that, in 
answer to the Senator, I will say that I believe that by keeping 
the committee intact it can from time to time send for the 


director and confer with him and discuss with him improvements 
in the bureau 

On many the members of this committee have met 
and have conferred with the director, and only within a day or 


Occasions 


two the Senator from Pennsylvania, while we were in this 
conference committee, discussed very seriously some of the 
problems in the bureau that we thought ought to be corrected, 


and we were very frank in our statements among ourselves and 
to him that further improvements were desirable 


one 


Certainly no 
franker or braver than the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Oppie] in his suggestions about improving the personnel of 
the bureau 

If the bureau fails ith this satisfactory 
to everybody, then country will place the blame upon the 
man in charge of the bureau; and if the present director fails 
now, with all the requests granted that 
then must the 
must be placed in h oftice It is an office that requires the 
highest measure of ability, and sympathy with the veterans and 
courage and strength of character to master this great problem 
howevel i 


has been 


now. W legislation, 


the 


he made of Congress, 
chief 


he suffer consequences and some other f 


is 


The office, is a most difficult one It is an intri- 
eate one; and I have had a great deal of sympathy for the 
present director, for he went into a bureau that had reached 
about as low an ebb as if was possible for a governmental 


bureau to reach. He went into that office, when it was believed to 





Py 
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be encumbered with graft and corruption and ineompetency; | that they are—the solution of the difficulties he has pointed out 
w hie there appeared to be no purpose to transaet the business | rests entirely and solely with the President of the | balte 
of that bureau orderly, intelligently, patriotically, or efficiently. | States and not with the Congress. 
The present director has had a very difficult problem; Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I admit that: but the Presiden¢ 
and the work of our special committee has been largely along | 


the line of encouraging him, of cooperating with him, and of 








assisting him to work his way out of the mess of intrigue, of 
deception, of corruption, and of ineompetence in which he | 
found himself 
On the whole, I think the director has done well. He ts 
honest He must be more than that; he must be firm and 
vet kind I do not think he has by any means elevated the 
bureau to state of perfection. 1 think there is much more 
to be dorm but I must say that from my general survey of 
his work I think he has given of his best energy and of his 
best ty and has done a large amount of good. I think 
hie till on probation, as it were. While I have not had 
time to study all the evidence, I think it pessible and perhaps 
Oc iT that some of the suggestions the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. Ovpte| has made be carried out, but I think for the 
present we ought to continue to strengthen the director’s band 
and purpose; but that does not mean that we should not make 
constructive ‘ism. ‘The past wrongs have been exposed. 
Che evils of tl past have been pointed out. The read to 
progres as been entered upon, the money has been provided, 
ind 4 laws have been improved. There is absolutely no |} 
excuse for failure now; and if any complaints come in the 
future they must be eomplaints to remove from office the 
director, if he not able to meet the requirements of the job 
and to administer the law properly and courageously. 
Mir. President, [ ask the indulge Senate for taking 
up its time; but I did want to sene » the country that 
this measure is as liberal and as has been possible 
» make it It grants all reasonable relief that has been asked 
i md on ts with the satisfaction and approval of all the 
f the ve and their f ds and every- 
Ly teresied in this problem It goes far beyond wifat the 
( nment has « done for the Spanish War veterans or 
th (‘ivil War veterans fhe director and President must now 
py ill responsibility. Congress has given them the ma- 
‘ ery; time will determine if they are capable of oper- 
Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, the amendment In behalf of 
the tubercular ex-service men was one in wh those afilicted 
with that trouble were much interested, and one which I believe 
wus necessary for their comfort, for their cure, and for their 
welfare in every respect. I am disappointed that it did not 
remain in the bill as passed by the Senate, and I know these 
who were to be benefited will be sorely disappointed; but 
il am satisfied that the conferees upon the part of the Senate 


have made an earnest and persistent effort to have it retained 


us passed by the Senate, and I have no fault to find with them. 
On the contrary, I commend their efforts to get the compro- 
mise which now appears in the bill. While it is not sufficient 
io give the full relief these men need and which eventually, I 
think, they will have, yet it is an advance step, it is a reecog- 
nition of the principle involved, and I bope that at a subsequent 
session the law will be made as provided in the amendment. 

1 will not object to the conference report, because the bill 
is one of great merit. I do not wish in any way to jeopardize 
it in the concluding hours of the session I ill not ask that 
itt be recommitted for fear that something mizht occur so that 
it would not become a law, and for that reason I am going to 
acquiesce in it. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Resp] has given a very 
full and clear statement of it, and I do not care to repeat it; 
but I do deeply regret that the amendment could not be re- 


tained as passed by the Senate. 


Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I have already commented at 
considerable length on the matters relating to the bureau. I 
nave nented on the splendid and efficient werk done by my 
colleagues on the committee, and I want to thank my colleague 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WAtsiu] for the kindly expression he 
has 1 about my work this morning. But, Mr. President, re- 
ferring ug to the work of the committee and to the conditions 
I have found to exist in the bureau, I stand squarely on the 
report I have made to the Senate. I have found no oceasion 
to tuke back one word. In spite of the fact that insinuating 
statements have been made on this floor regarding what I have 
said—which can be answeredi—tl! am not going to stoop to small 
controversies. I stand on the broad principles I have enun- | 

ciated and the facts 1 have stated. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts Mr. President, the Senator 
from ,Neva la will agree that if the facts which he has pre 


sented to the Senate are well founded and I not doubt but 


ak 


of the United States has been in a very difficult position in ¢! 
matter in having received information regarding the bureg) 
from many sources. I feel and I know that the President 
anxious to clean up the conditions that are not satisfactory j 
the bureau; that he is working on that matter now, and ft} 
when he is convinced that certain things must be done he yw 
do them. I hope that what I have presented will be of ass 
ance to him. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senat 
from Massachusetts a question. The Senator from Massa 
setts was a member of the committee investigating the Ve: 
erans’ Bureau, and the committee made a preliminary re; 
last fall, promising to make a more complete report late 
have been trying to get a copy of that report, but I am infor 
that it has not been made up to this time. I would like to ; 
the Senator when a complete report will be made? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, there ha 
been three preliminary reports made. The first report w;: 
recommendation fer the codification of all present laws 
recommendations for the expansion and enlargement o 
present benetits to veterans. 

The report was a diseussion of the condition 
committee found in the Veterans’ Bureau, plus a 
made by the attorney for the committee. 

The third report was a report made by myself of the V« 
erans’ Hospital at Rutland, Mass., which illustrated the 
eral conditions existing in all hospitals throughout the coun 

I have on my desk now a very extensive report upon 
hospitals of the country at large, which I will present dw 
the day. In addition to all these reports a great amount 
work has been done and a great amount of time has been s) 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rexep] and myse 
trying to codify the laws relating to the veterans of the W 
War, and the result of that work, sometimes necessitating 
presence at our offices on Sundays and many evenings, is 
bill which is about to pass. 

In addition that the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Opp 
has devoted himself largely to investigating and inquiring 
the personnel of the burean. He has made observations to 
Senate, which we have all heard. He has carried his infor 
tion to the President; and I want to repeat that even the 
vestigating committee can not order men out who are in 
cient. If there are incompetents there, if there is intrigi 
and conspiring going on, if there are men disloyal to the v 
erans’er to their chief, it is the duty of the director—ani 
he can not do it, it is the duty of the President—to ren 
them. All that the Senator from Nevada is leading up to 
to give proof that the present director has not either 
courage or the ability or the capacity to clean out his de; 
ment of disloyal men, and, of course, the President must 
satisfied of the fact; and if he is, I have no doubt but that 
he will make a change, if one is necessary. 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. Drrzi] suggests that 
conunittee continue during the recess. I stated, and I think 
Senator from Pennsylvania will agree with me, that a gr 
deal of our work now is and in the past has been in the \ 
of suggesting to the director that this ought to be done or t! 
that ought to be done, trying to uplift and imrprove the adm 
istrative features of the bureau. I think it would be a vi 
good idea for the committee to continue in existence, and I «1 
glad to know, from the Senator’s inquiry, that he believes t! 
work should go on. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, T have taken a somewhat critic: 
attitude at times regarding this legislation for the Veteran 
Bureau, but I want to say now that I think the legislation 
indeed a very great improvement over the present law. I thil 
the committee deserves a great deal of credit, and the thanks 
of the veterans and of the country, for having prepared legis! 
tion that meets so many of the needs of the Veterans’ Bureau 

In the light of the fact that this investigating committee did 
such excellent work in finding the weaknesses of the Veterans’ 
Bureau, which resulted in the improved legislation which we nov 
have, I believe the Senate ought to pass a resolution before we ac- 
journ either reappointing these Members or naming some other 
Members to act aS a committee sit during the E 
Congress this summer, in order that still further improvement 
may be made, and that whatever weaknesses are to be remecii¢ l 
may yet be remedied. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I will make one comment, as a 
member of the committee, that whether I remain member of 


second 


state 


to 





] 


to recess Ol 





the committee or not, I intend to continue the work I have been 
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doing for the bett ‘ of the bureau, and will continue to 
vestigate certain other matters which I think need improve 
l "Hit. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I suppose everybody in the 
Senate is in favor of this repert, and everybody is in favor of 
voing forward, if the conferente committee is not able to get 
what should be gotten for the veterans, because if there is one 
braneh that ought to have kindly consideration more than any 
ether branch of the Government, is that which handles the 

rs of the disabled ecveral I know of no objec on What 
to the report 

I do want to say, however, that since we had a roll call to 

ce up the report, it occurred to me that it was probably un- | 

entional, but had the effect of putting some Senators in a 

iv attitude, because they wanted to take this re port up aiter 
he routine morning business was finished. I was one of those. 
We all knew, of course, that this conference report would come 
up, and that it would be approved, that there would not be 
i vote against it; but some of us insisted on the Senate adjourn- 
ng yesterday in order that we might have a morning hour to 

insact some routine morning business, which can not regularly 

» before the Senate at any other time than in the morning 

We had taken recesses for a good while, and it w unan 

sly understood that we would bave one adjournment lt 

er that e could transact some morning busines It ij 
now Within 2 mi ites of 2 o'clock, and no morning business can 
taken up, and nothing has been accomplished except to 
lelay. The Senator in charge of this bill himself called for 
yea-and-nay vote to take up the conference report, when 
ere Was no use of that. It was going to come up anyway. 
I think he should have permitted us to have a morning hour 
and could then have taken up the report. 

I have tried for two days to make a report from the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. I tried yesterday, and objection was 
made. I have on my desk to-day a resolution which I want 
to introduce and which I want to have passed before Con- 
gress adjourns, but under the law it will have to go to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate, and I shall have to get a report from that com- 
mittee. So every minute means something, and to quite a 
large number of people in my section of the country that 
resolution means something. Therefore it seemed to me that 
it Was not unreasonable that we should have a morning hour. 
I will be at the mercy of anyone who wants to object, if I sub 
mit my resolution, because the morning hour has been taken up 


with other business. 


Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). Does 


the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Does not the Senator believe that it would 
be in accordance with the rules if the Senator should at the 
present time ask unanimous consent that upon the disposition 
of this report the morning business be proceeded with until it 
is completed? 

Mr. NORRIS. That request may be made. I 
whether there would be any objection to it or not. I am will- 
ing, of course, to have a vote on this conference report. I 
not want to delay that. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I suggest to the Senator that he ask unani- 
mous consent that upon the completion of the conference report 
morning business be taken up and continued until completed. 

Mr. NORRIS. Carrying out that suggestion, I ask unani- 
mous consent that as soon as the Senate has voted on the con- 
ference report routine morning business shall be in order, not 
to exceed an hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks unanimous consent that morning business be conducted 
for not to exceed an hour longer. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I do not like to object to any 
proposition, but I have been endeavoring for a long time to 
submit a report from a committee. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is just the privilege the Senator will 
get under the proposed unanimous-consent agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears none, 
and the unanimous-consent agreement is entered into. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
agree to the conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 


Nevada? 


REVIEW OF THE REPUBLICAN ADMINISTRATION 
Mr. MecKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp, as a memorial, an editorial of the 
New York World of to-day entitled “1920 to 1924.” 
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dais in hi department with 8S ary Mel himself On the « 

t vy, we d iate Mr. Mellon, together with Mess Hugh Hoover 
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Nor shir we deal with indals in the making of ft t iff tn 
We have no time here to dwell upon the behavi fa 1 Ley r 
like Smoor, a love Ser r like Calder, or of wool Senator like 
Goopirne, Warren, F Mm, and STANFIPLD We are concerned hera 
not with incidental dishonesty but with fundamental dishonest not 
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m are 4 ON 

This administration ands a 1 of I charged that in 
the | mm of Forbes t disabled veteran was yed, In the pr ym 
f Fall the public p erty was looted, yh son of I gherty 
justice was corrupted 

It is accused of shielding dishone Vv, a lemonstrated | th p- 
port of Newberry and the inexcu l lel nd reluct » in dis 
missing Forbes and Daugherty 

It is accused of obstructing investigatior f resisting exposure, and 
of lending aid and comfort to dishonest men 

It is accused of permitting its agents to t f ] officials 
in their pursuit of w ig b e | f es a nest Ser rs 
LA FOouu BH, CARRAWAY, nd WawLsa, culmin g in t itter ! 
frame-up of WHEELER 

Finally, the respectable nrembers of this administratfon ar ! 1 
with slnckness in t g wi tted t ra 1 
the Cabinet, with ity nd partisar p inf ing to a t their 
exposure, W 1 } wy re 1 a bad ral mple for 
failing to ndemn |] licly and n ilvocall the dishonesty they 
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be personally, t! are neither viz t enou r cour ‘ ‘ i 
nor { ssei of sufficiently ster tandards of pub! luty to y 
any nfidence that they uld pr ent n the future the dishonesty 
they did not | ent in t! 

When the whole record |! reviewed, the dangerous evil rev ed 
by it is the decay of positive virtus mong the ectable nrembers 
of the administration Forbes, Fall, and Dangherty are not ft I 
Republican leaders But they were tolerated d shielded and tl! 
exposers attacked. The leadership of the Republican Part nning 
with the preconvention campaign of 1920, has ta i 3 its ideal 
national selfishness and national materialisn ts spokesmen have 
preached contempt for idealism in the publi se7 > and have set a 
standard of morality which first invited dishonesty, then covered 
it up, and then gave it protection. 
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EARLIER SYMPTOMS 


1. BEFORE THE ELECTION 


Phat there was to be no nonsense about idealism was made plain 
‘ n before the Chicago convention of 1920 As early as March of that 
r it was known that money in scandalous amounts was being used 


on behalf of Gen. Leonard Wood The World at that time estimated 
the fund at his disposal $1,000,000 The Kenyon committee, set up 
1 result of Senator Doran ction on the World’s exposure, reported 
that the actual preconvention expenditures were as follows: 
Wood nee Sew Ae 
Lowden eepwenmtin isi 414, 984 
Johnson ; 3 194, 393 
liloover islameipaniatonaal 173, 542 
Jiarding 1138, 109 

Th ‘ re made Wood, who was not the machine candidate, im- 
po | Lowdet the next strongest candidate, was put out of the 
runnit i few days before the convention by evidence showing that two 
Mi iri delegate Moore and Goldstein—had each received $2,500 
Lowden money, that other delegates had received smaller amounts, and 
that Jacob L. Babler, Republican national committeeman, had received 
$17,000 The Lowden money was handled by KE. L. Morse. 

It was this Missouri delegation which led the break to Harding in 
the convention After the election Goldstein was nominated by Tresi- 
dent Harding as collector of internal revenue Under criticism the 
nomination was withdrawn W. L. Cole, a delegate who had received 
Lowden and Harding money, was made special assistant to the Attor 
ney General in Washington Roy Davis. who received $500 of Lowden 
money, was made minister to Costa Rica W. H. Allen, who received 
S400 was appoint doa prohibition agent kK L Morss who handled 
the money, was given a $90,000 contract for a Federal hospital site, 
later appraised at S25 000 

In the campaign the Republican National Comn spent $5,519,729 
and the Democratic $1,318,274 

The Republican Congressional Committee spent $375,969 and the 
Democratic $24,498 

The Republican Senatorial Committee spent $326,980 and the Demo 
eratic $6,675 

I totals reported by the Kenyon committee for the campaign before 


nod after nominations are 


n 
By the Republicans, $8,100,739. 
iv the I 

“These figures,’ 


the entire 


wmocrats, $2,257,770 


the not by any me 


the 


report, “do ans represent 


amount of money expended in campaign 


NEWBERRY 


That the new administration had no strong scruples against corrupt 
practices was shown very early in its action in the Newberry case. 

The seat of Truman H. Newberry, of Michigan, in the United States 
Senate, cost $250,000 in 1918. He was later convicted of corrupt prac- 
the United States district in Grand Rapids and sentenced 
to two years’ end 
to jail by 


tices in court 
but in the 


a deeision of the United States Supreme Court on a technical 


imprisonment, he was saved from going 


point, four out of nine judges disseniing. In the meantime, as Senator 
from Michigan, he had made it possible for the Republicans to organize 
the Senate and to reject the Versailles treaty. He was their majority. 
For two half years the Republicans, were in control of 
the Senate, delayed consideration of the charges filed against Newberry. 


and a who 


But the issue of corrupt practices could not be suppressed. Finally, a 
year after the advent of the new administration, on January 13, 1922, 
the Senate, by the votes of 46 Republicans, adopted a resolution declar- 
ing Newberry duly elected and hypocritically condemning the “ expendi- 
ture of such excessive sums in behalf of a candidate” as “ contrary to 


sound public policy, harmful to the honor and dignity of the Senate, 


and dangerous to the perpetuity of free government.” He was saved 
from expulsion by*five Republican votes, 
The Harding administration was active in supporting Newberry. 


The President directly intervened to influence Republican Senators, and 
Secretary Hughes, who had served as Newberry’s counsel in court, pub- 
lished a statement that his former client was a victim of social injustice 
and above moral reproach. 


For nearly four years Newberry held a purchased seat in the Senate. 


tut in November, 1922, nine Newberry Senators were beaten in the elec- 
tions: Calder, of New York; France, of Maryland; Frelinghuysen, of 
New Jersey ; Kellogg, of Minnesota; McCumber, of North Dakota; New, 


of Indiana; Voindexter, of 
du Pont, of Delaware 
Newberry faced an adverse majority in the Senate after March 4, 
1923. On November 20, when he had studied the election returns, 
he resigned from the Senate because he was certain to be expelled when 


Washington; Townsend, of Michigan; and 


goo 


the new Senate came together. 
THR INNER CIRCLE 
The new administration which had descended upon Washington in 


1921 consisted of an inner circle of friends, mostly from Ohio, and an 
outer circle of respectable men. 
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The respectahle men were given the departments which manipulating 
politicians care least about, because there is not much in them by 
way of patronage, pork, pull, and the opportunities to make deals. 
The inner circle, which contained Daugherty, who had made Harding 
President, took personal charge of the department which spends the 
most money, the Veterans’ Bureau; the department which administers 
the greatest amount of public property, the Interior: and the depart- 
ment which wields the greatest power over individuals, Justice. From 
the point of view of deals these departments outrank all others except 
prohibition enforcement, which, though it is under the Treasury, was 
conceded to the spoilsmen. 

However, the inner circle reached out for more. With the help of 
the stupid Denby the naval ofl reserves were brought within the juris- 
diction of the inner circle by the Executive order transferring them 
from the Navy Department to Secretary Fall’s Department of the Inte- 
rior. By a special decision of Attorney General Daugherty it 


was 
made possible for Forbes to award hospital contracts without refer- 
ence to the War Department. Thus by two transfers of authority the 
inner circle gathered unto itself the fat from the Navy and War 
Departments. It then reached out for the only remaining department 
With really important opportunity for graft. That was the Treasury 


with all its 
returns, 


vast possibilities of favoritism in the handling of tax 


The man chosen to bring the Treasury within the control of 


the inner circle was Mark Hanna's confidential man, Elmer Dover, 
of Ohio. 
Dover was brought to Washington in 1921 and made Assistant S: 


retary of the Treasury. He was to be the patronage broker, because 


Secretary Mellon did not meet the requirements of the situation. 
Secretary Mellon was a plain business man who had no taste or 
understanding for such matters. 


With the best will in the world Dover set about pleasing his Repu 
lican friends in Congress, but he was unable to make a clean sweep of 
Democrats in the Treasury Department without Secretary Mellon 
He had laid his plans and selected the victims for dismissal! 
in order to make room for Republicans. Sut when it came time to put 
through his refurnish Internal Revenue Bureau wit! 
Republicans, Secretary Mellon opposed having the bureau upset and th: 


ussent 


scheme and the 


public service demoralized for the gratification of office seekers and 
their congressional backers. So the Dover scheme, after months 
preparation, came to a dead halt. 

The Republicans in the House went so far as to adopt a round 


robin of protest against the shortage of patronage they were receiving 
When the matter was brought to the White House for settlement, M: 
Harding had the choice of repudiating Secretary Mellon or indorsing 
the Dover scheme for the wholesale firing of Democrats. He was 
forced to sustain Secretary Mellon and overrule Dover, the patronay 
broker. There was then no longer any reason for retaining Dover «as 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. His usefulness had expired, and 
he quit the Government service and abandoned the administration in 
July, 1922. , 

The Dover incident is significant because it represents the most 
important check from within the administration suffered by the inner 
circle in its raid upon the Government. That may account for the 
enmity of Daugherty for Secretary Mellon, which finally led to the 
use of Burns spies to watch the Secretary of the Treasury. At any 
rate, Mr. Mellon would not play the game, at least so far as the fiscal 
activities of the Treasury are concerned. 

Having seen how the inner circle established itself in power within 
the administration, we pass now to a review of the three most chal- 
lenging cases in its notorious record—Fall, Daugherty, and Forbes. 


ALBERT B. FALL 


When Albert B. Fall came into the Harding Cabinet as Secretary of 
the Interior the Nation had two great oil reserves untouched by pri- 
vate exploitation—Teapot Dome, Wyo., 9,481 acres, estimated to con- 
tain some 25,000,000 barrels of oil; and Elk Hills, Calif., 38,969 acres, 
estimated to contain at least 200,000,000 barrels. Three successive 
Presidents—Roosevelt, Taft, and Wilson—had set aside these reserves 
for the fueling of the Nation’s fleet, the first line of national defense. 

In May, 1921, within two months after the Harding administration 
came into office, Fall induced his President to transfer these great re- 
serves from the Department of the Navy to his own department—the 
Interior. (Executive order, May 31, 1921.) He thereupon proceeded to 
dispose of the reserves to private interests on the ground that there 
was danger of the oil being lost through drainage. Whether such 
danger existed is a technical question which does not need discussion 
here; for the important fact, granted the danger, is that Fall did not 
go to Congress for funds to drill and so permit the Navy to conserve 
its oil for its own needs; he did not rest content with a fringe of 
“ offset wells” around the perimeter of the reserves ; instead of that 
he opened both reserves to private exploitation on terms so disad- 
vantageous to the Navy that— 

(a) Of the oil in Elk Hills the Navy will derive approximately 1 
barrell in 12. (Statement of the Director of Geological Survey.) 
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(b) Of the of] in Teapot Dome the Navy will derive approximately 
1 barrel in 16 (Testimony of Admiral J, K. Robison, Senate hearings, 
pp 935. ) 

These are the Fall leases; they were rushed through the administra- 
tion behind a screen of secrecy (Senate hearings, pp. 262-270) and 
they were accompanied by “loans” to Fall of $100,000 from Bdward 
L. Doheny (Senate hearings, p. 172) and of $25,000 from Harry F. 
Sinclair (Senate hearings, pp. 1831-1833) within four months of hig 


ving office. 

Fall admitted that he lied in the first instance 
concerning the sources of his loans and hag refused to testify further 
on the ground that his evidence would f@criminate himself. 

HARRY M. DAUGHERTY 


has subsequently 





those who attempt an apology for Harry Daugherty it is alleged 
he is the victim of sensation; that the charges against him rest 


upon eviden 


to say, 


» of witnesses whose past records discredit what they have 


It is, however, upon the testimony of no disgruntled employee but of 
the confidential of the influential Mr. Burns that the 
ation of Daugherty and Jess Smith has been established: 

“Mr. Smith was a sort of second in authority to the Attorney 


secretary close 


as 





General. * * *® He had access to the files © * * Any- 
thing he wanted he got up there.” (Testimony of Mrs. W. O. 
Duckstein before the Senate committee, May 21, 1924.) 

In the second place it 1s again no disgruntled employee but Jess 


Smith's own telegrams which prove the close association between Smith, 
Daugherty, Miss Roxie Stinson, and the whole clique from Washington 
Court House, Ohio, whose testimony is now so offe 


ou 


nsive to apologists 


for Mr. Harding’s Cabinet. (Senate hearings, pp. 601-606.) 

In the third place it has been testified by Gaston B. Means, by George 
Remus, and by other witnesses (Senate hearings, March 14, May 23, 
etc.) that into the hands of Jess Smith, “second in authority to the 


Attorney General,” they delivered sums of money in return for an ex- 
plicit promise of Daugherty’s assistance in some evasion of the law. It 
is here that Daugherty’s apoligists have their first chance to raise the 
of unreliable testimony. But the fact remains, and it is nowhere 
challenged, that, granted these men are liars in their talk of bribes, the 
Attorney General of the United States lived on terms of intimacy with 
men who dealt in crime. 

Finally, while Daugherty has been vociferous in affirmation of his 
innocence, he has to this day undertaken under oath the 
witness stand to deny the specific charges brought to pr igh 
Smith the of the legal office in Nation w 


yas 


cry 


never and < 
ve that 


the 


yn 
thr 
Jess influence highest 
1 

sold, 


CHARLES R. FORBES 


the 
re- 


Within 60 days of his inauguration and within four weeks of 
time that Teapot Dome was handed over fromm Secretary Denby to Se: 
tary Fall President Marding placed in the greatest single 
disbursing office in Washington a man whom he had met on a congres- 
sional junket to Honolulu—Charles R. Forbes. 

By the organization of the Veterans’ Bureau in August, 1921, under 
Forbes’s command three Government agencies for the relief of disabled 
men were brought under one jurisdiction—the War Risk Insurance 
Bureau, part of the Public Healih Service, and the Vocational Educa- 


charge of 


tion Board—spending together a total of more than $450,000,000 
annually. 
Of all the events which followed a conservative Republican com- 


mittee in a conservative Republican Senate reports that the record dis- 
“wretched incompetence, waste, and dishonesty.” ‘Two chief 
charges are brought against the Forbes régime: 


closes 


(A) HOSPITAL CONTRACTS 


The first charge concerns the award of hospital-building contracts. 
There was need for efficient planning and for prompt construction. 
With Forbes’s advent political and speculative real-estate interests 
became active. Construction of hospitals was delayed by the desire to 
insure the award of construction contracts to favered contractors and 
by the manipulation of bids. 

Thus, for example, in the case of the hospital at Northampton, Mass., 
all bids were twice rejected on various pretexts, to the advantage of a 
concern favored by Forbes, with whose agent he had had corrupt 
relations. 

At Pxcelsior Springs, Mo., a hospital site appraised at $35,000 cost 
the Government $90,000. It was bought from B. I. Morse, a pronrinent 
Republican politician, who handled a large part of the Lowden pre- 
eonvention campaign funds in Missouri in 1920. The hospital is not 
yet ready for patients. 

In the words of General O’Ryan, counsel for the Senate committee of 
investigation : 

“The whole of hospital construction throughout the 
country delay. * * © It has been con- 
clusively established by the testimony of witnesses, by documentary 


recerd 


shows wnrensonable 


orvidence. and by the corroborative effect of the numerous telltale 
cireumstances that were brought ont that fraud and corruption 
existed in the burean and that Director Forbes was a leading 
actor in an established conspiracy to defraud the Government,” 























(B) MISMANAGEMENT 

The second chief charge against Colonel Forbes erns ! 
and neglect in management. Here the irest example is ff 
at Perryville, Md., where the Veterans’ Bureau had a de f mD 
plies. 

At this depot had been assembled material of all 
time hospitals and storage depots. The Pe ville s 
ferred fr the Public Health Service to Forbes’s 
tive order of President Harding. No inventory was tak« \ ‘ 
few months Forbes prepared for the sale of the entire \ 
secret sale rreement was made with the Thompson-Kel ( 
ton by which 3,000,000 of Government property brought \ 
$600,000, although the Public Health Service and the \ 
reau had need of it. As a single instance, on the list 
sale as surplus the number of bed sheets was giv 2 #2: \ 

84,930 bed sheets were delivered to the Th pson-Kelly ¢ ) 
cents on the dollar, while other sheets bought at $1.08 \ 

delivered at the Perryville depot. Some of the bales of 

on arrival at the warehouse were run ft h on the « : 
loaded into the waiting cars of the 

In the report of the unsel for the Set ommittee 
forth that the transaction resembled ‘ > tl work of bu i 
in the looting and scuttling of a ship than the mere necglig f 
trusted Government officials.” 

This is the record of Charles R. Forbes. No steps were ever tiuken 
by any executive department of the Government to bring to justice 
Forbes or any of his confederates in these criminal transactions. 
Many months after he left the Government service a Senate select 
committee heard the testimony of witnesses and printed its report. 
Only then, after full publi was the Department of Justice moved 
to activity On February 24, Just a year after he quit office, 
Forbes was indicted in Chicago by a United States grand jury for 
iccepting a bribe from an agent of Thompson & Black, a contracting 
firm, and for spiracy to defraud the Government On April 16, 
1924, he wa gain indicted in Baltimore for conspiracy to defrand 
the Government in the sale of supplies at Pe vil 

Under the Forbes administration, it is estim d by those aso 
ciated with the Senate investigation that a total of $225.000,000 was 
squandered. 

THE REST MINDS 

What in the meantime were the respectable member of the adminis 
tration doing to prevent dishonesty, to expose dishonesty, and to 
punish dishonesty? Fall was under fire for the oil leases at least twe 
years before his exposure by Senat WALSH as a bribe taker and liar 
Forbes’s mismanagement of the Veterans’ Bureau had become notorious 
months before he left office and over a year before he was finally in 
dicted. The character of Daugherty’s administration of the Department 
of Justice had become a public scandal long before his motley collection 
of friends, associat and agents wer paraded befor the Wheeler 
committee. What, then, were the respectable members of the Cabinet 
doing all that time? If this administration is entitled to a new lease 
of power, it can only be i the ind that it contains enough able and 
honest men to clean up the n k and prevent another rald upon the 
Government. 

The honest men claim that they did not know what was coing on, 
Mr. Hughes has made a public statement saying that the oil leases did 
not come before the Cabinet, and apparently he expects the country to 
be satisfied with this explanation of why Mr. Hughes, Mr. Hoover, Mr. 
Mellon, and others Inside the Cabinet did not know as much about them 
as men like Senators LA FoLLetTTe and WALSH outside the Cabinet. 
The plea that the honest men were ignorant may be true, but it does 
not inspire confidence in them. 

in the case of Mr. Denby, who spparently was also an honest in, 
there is the excuse of almormal stupidity. A man like Denby might 
turn over the Navy’s oil reserves to a notorious anticonservationist like 
Fall against the advice of the chief of his Bureau of Engineering. It 
would mean little to him when Admiral Griffin “told him * * ® 
that if he turned the administration over to the Interior Department 
we might just as well say good-by to our oil.” For Denby just did not 
understand anything. He did not know what portion of the great Elk 
Hilis reserve had been leased. He did not know to whom it had been 
leased. He did not know whether or not it had all been leased. Con- 


cerning even the broad outlines and elementary facts of a revolution in 


naval policy which cest the Nation some 200,000,000 barrels of oil, he 








testified that he would have to “consult the record and find out” 
(Senate hearings, p. 1284). That is Denby, who was not, to be sure, 
one of the best minds. The best minds, however, warned though they 
were in ample time by criticism in the Senate, were uninterested and 
uninformed. 

When, finally, the whole series of scandals had b exposed without 
the assistance or the encouragement of any of the minds, what did 
they do to show that they had learned the le that statesmen muat 
be vigilant? Were they indignant at Fali, For 1 Daugherty? If 
they were, they concealed it and made no effort to the country 
that they really thought the looting of publi perty, the betrayal 
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d led veterar and the corruptions of justice 
The ence which has inclosed the best minds has 


were 


been eloquent, broken 





serious evils, 


nant refusal on the part of Mr. Mellon to be investi- 

ynot peech of Mr. Hughes which contained no mention 

erans’ Bureau, or of the Department of Justice; by a 

n February 12 of Mr. Coolidge promising punishment of the 

ed on April 11 by a message denouncing with great violence 

the graft it the n gators of graft. 

While ‘ t min ds were poised in judicial calm at the spectacle pre- 

! l by their f w Cabinet members, other minds of the adminis- 
tration in the I it of Justice and the Republican National Com- 
mnittee were prepsring their reply to the exposure, TI machinery of 
justi j understood was never used in all these affairs to help 
detect and punish graft. It was used, the best minds not preventing, to 
thw i tion and punish the investigators. Thus we find that 
in the Daugherty impeachment proceeding in the House, the Depart- 
ment of Justice detectives were used to spy on Representatives Woop- 
kurr and KELLER, who had made the charges against Daugherty. They 
were used to spy on Senator LA FoLuerre after he had attacked the 
} oll lease They were used to burgle the Senate Office Building of 
papers relating to hearings then under way, and the secret codes of the | 
Departinent of Justice were used to send messages to and from Ed- 
ward B. McLean at Palm Beach, keeping him advised about the Senate’s 
probable Intentions of subpeenaing him. Finally, on Burns's own testi- 
mony, it is established that three agents of his bureau were sent to Mon- 
tana to get something on WHerLer after Burns had been in consulta- 


tion with Daugherty and George B. Lockwood, secretar: 
lican National Committee, 


of the Repub- 
The culminating attempt to block the pursuit 
ty was the frame-up of Senator WHEELER All of this hap- 
pened under a Cabinet presided over by Mr. Coolidge and comprised of 
the best minds, 

In the minds did not prevent dishonesty, they did not 
help to expose dishonesty, they did not severely condemn dishonesty, 
and they were incapable of stopping members of their administration 
from conspiring to obstruct investigation. And the standard of 
morality which made Fall, Forbes, and Daugherty in 1921 
prevails, in spite of the best minds, in 1924, and the same symptome 
which appeared in 1921 in the Wood and Lowden campaigns have 
reappeared. The “* Massachusetts Calvin Coolidge Finance Committee,” 
presided over by Louis K. Liggett, has learned nothing from New- 
berry, from Wood, and Lowden, from the whole sorry record: “ There 


of dishones 
short, 


best 


low 
possible 


is no limit,” it says in an invitation to campaign contributors, “ to 
the amount an individual may give to this committee. Large con- 
tributions will be so divided as to give full observance to the require- 


ments of the statutes.” Mr. Lopcr in the Senate approves this letter; 
Mr. Coolidge by his silence does not object. Thus the cycle has gone 
a full turn and we are back where we started from. 

If Mr. Coolidge and the best minds have learned anything, they have 
not revealed it. 

Next week a party whose leaders in Congress haye rejected the 
leadership of Mr, Coolidge on every major issue will offer him to the 
country as a man ideally fitted by character to restore confidence in 
the Government at Washington. 


PROHIBITION ENFORCEMENT 


Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, as a petition or memorial, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed in the Rroorp an 
article by Mrs. Kathleen Norris regarding prohibition, entitled 
“No compromise.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
printed in the Recorp as requested. 

The article is as follows: 


Without objection, it will be 


{From the Philadelphia Public Ledger, April 13, 1924] 


No CoOMPROMISE—KATHLEEN Norris TALKS TO WOMEN—MAINTAINING 


PROHIBITION 18 WAR, NOT PLEASANT AND NoT EASY, AND THERE IS 
ONLY ONB ANSWER T® THE QUESTION—No CoOMPROMISE—AS MEN 


CLEARLY SEB 
The mother of two boys wrote me a very 
letter a few weeks ago. 
that their life—the 


forcible and impressive 
She said that her sons were 18 and 20, and 
family life—was that of the usual growing 
American town that is almost a city; the usual tennis and boating, 
the usual motor car, and the usual dozen or more of club or hotel 
dances during the winter. 

“What am I to do about prohibition and the boys?” she writes. 
“My husband is the best man in the world, and deep down in his 
heart I think he would find that he really approves of the change 
since our young days, the dragging of the drink evil out into the 
light where the youngsters can and must see it and judge it. His 
uncle and one of my uncles—but then who hasn’t had an intemperate 
uncle or cousin or father? I was going to say that like almost every 
other family in the Union ours paid the price of alcohol in the last 
generation 

“My husband 
for absolute 


discuss it. 
to the law, if I had my way. 


doesn't 
obedience 


He knows that I would be all 
Sometimes I 


— eee 


hear his friends talking about a modified law, and sometimes I have 
to tell them that they may not speak contemptuously of my country 
in my house. But he and his friends keep a certain supply of liquor 


always on hand, having their cocktails and their highballs, paying 
their bootleggers, and he—simply doesn’t discuss it. 
“Meanwhile, time goes on, and my young sons see the law dpe- 


rided and find liquor at home and in the homes of their apparently 
respected and patriotic neighbors. I can’t make an issue of this with 
my husband, I? And I can’t blame my sons for taking for 
granted in other women’s houses the things they see in their own. 
“What worries me is that I feel that we are harming the boys, 
I know that I am one of thousands of mothers who are faced here 
with an apparently insoluble problem. What all the 
doing?” 
Well, 
upon 


can 


are others 


dear mother of two young Americans, who may be called 
to defend that beloved flag of ours some day, I can only answer 


you—in the old phrase—according to my lights. And these lights 
have been growing strangely stronger and clearer during the troubled 
months of the great prohibition experiment. 

I would say—no compromise. 

There is no compromise in war. Men see that clearly enough. 
No allowance is made for the soldier who explains to his general that 


he did not follow orders because he did not approve of them and 
felt that they were pretty sure to be recalled. 
And this is war; wars have been fought, and millions of lives 


have been lost, for far less serious and less noble causes than this. 

For it is no longer merely a question of drinking or not drinking. 
It is a question of having a nation or not having a nation. To rob 
our children of alcoholic drink may or may not be wise. To 
them of honor is beyond all question an injustice to them. 

Wars are not pleasant, and the conditions they impose are not easy. 
It was not easy for those heroic early mothers of ours to do without 
the tea that was so magnificently flung into Boston Harbor. It will 
not be easy to obey our country now, and to nrake real citizens, loyal 
and honest Americans, of this younger generation of ours. 

But if we are to live as a nation it must be done. 

The position of this mother who writes me and of thousands of 
other mothers all over the Union has become an extremely difficult one. 
We women have been told for hundreds of years that patriotism is a mag 
nificent virtue. We have obediently followed in the wake of our men, 
sacrificing everything when need arose for our flag. Our sons, our 
homes, our husbands, our comfort, and our joy have all gone down 
before this fetish of nationalism. 

For them the bands and the unifornrs, the excitement and the guns, 
the ready phrases about national honor and the duty of an American 
For them the pride, when the boys study history, and look up glowing 
from their books to ask questions about Washington, and the German 
who was George the Third, and Gettysburg, and Grant and Lee. 

‘or us, to follow. To repeat obediently, “America needs our men; 
America shall have them uncomplainingly.” 

Now, suddenly all this is forgotten. Our country, it would appear, 
is a blue-nosed hypocrite, something to laugh at; her laws may be 
obeyed or disobeyed at will. Our children are not Americans. 

Mothers, like this mother, investigate this law whose nonobservance 
is ruining the honesty and loyalty of the younger generation. Satisfy 
yourselyes—it is easily done—that it was only after alntost a century 
of debate and argument, analysis and dispute, that the eighteenth 
amendment was added to our glorious Constitution. There was noth- 
ing hurried or secret about it. 

Satisfy yourselves of this other curious point—that two-thirds of 
America numerically and much more than that geographically were 
actually dry by popular decision when the amendment was written. 
Here was already an enormous majority for bone dryness, before all 
this dishonor and debate began. 

Satisfy yourselves of the opinions of all the great constructive insti- 
tutions toward the dry law—the clubs and churches, the organizations 
of parents and teachers, organized women everywhere, the colleges. 
Investigate the nearest prisons, reformatories, hospitals, alcoholic 
wards, insane asylums, slunrs, and convince yourselves just what part 
alcohol has played in forming and maintaining them. 

Ask yourself if drink has ever made anyone wiser, happier, kinder, 
better. Ask yourselves—in the words of a Spanish proverb I found 
the other day—if water ever put a man into jail and his wife and 
babies into the poorhouse? 

And, finally, take your stand on the question as becomes mothers 
and public-spirited women and American citizens. Tell your husband, 
your daughter, and your son that for you the question is settled. Tell 
the boy’s friends that he is an American and will uphold the Consti- 
tution. And tell the woman who asks your daughter to a house where 
smuggled liquor can be found that you can not have your little girl's 
loyalty to the most wonderful country in the world weakened; you 
want still to fly that flag on February 22 and the Fourth of July; 
you still want to feel that all our glorious traditions are truly gours. 

Call a meeting in your house of as many women as you can muster. 
Have some one explain to them the seriousness of the situation and 


rov 
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remind these same good women of their patriotism of five or six | COLUMBIA RIVER BRIDGE. WASHINGTON 
years ago, re mind them of the service flags and canteens, the igno- sake : 7 
rances, and the enthusiasm. Enlist them now in a service just as Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I have to lea 


seviens. the Chamber to attend a committee meeti 


e 
g, and I have a little 

It will not mean what patriotism sometimes has meant to women. morning business to present From the Committee on Com 
It will not mean blood and danger, starvation, separation, fears, and | Merce I report back favorably without amendment the bill 
massacres ; it will not mean widowhood and ruin. It only means that (H.R. 9177) granting the consent of Congress to the counties 
a good law and a simple law, legitimately enacted, shall be held | ©! Kittitas and Grant, in the State of Washington, to construct 
sacred a bridge across the Columbia River at or near Vantage Ferry, 

The effect of this in one village would be tremendous. What it Wash., and I ask unanimous consent for its immediate con- 
would mean in 100 or 1,000 American small towns, it warms one’s sideration. 


heart to think. The path is straight before us, for what could be less There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

complicated than being more loyal to our country? Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read as fol- 
The time has come when we must do this. The time has come lows ; 

when we must feel ourselves fortunate that our course is so clear. Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 


Something is the matter with America—and with the Americans. If to the counties of Kittitas and Grant, in the State of Washington, 
we are to cure her we must look here first of all to this great common | or their assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and 
current of treason and contempt and disloyalty. We must steel our- approaches thereto across the Columbia River at a point suitable to 
selves to face the good-natured protest of the man of the house and | the interests of navigation, at or near Vantage Ferry, Wash., and 
the impatient pleading of the children. For his sake and for their | along the route of and continuous with the North Central Highway 
sake and for America’s sake we must leave the class of the uncon- | as officially designated by the Stati 
scientious objectors and become citizens again. State of Washington, in accordance with the provisions of the 

Perhaps we are hardly conscious just now of what we lose when = act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
we lose our national honor. All this law breaking has crept in very | navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 


highway commissioner of the 


quietly, fanned by jokes and cartoons and specious arguing and Sec. 2. The State of Washington, or any political subdivision or 
general indifference. For the moment we have lost sight of two | subdivisions thereof, within or adjoining which said bridge is located, 
important facts: may at any time acquire all right, title, and interest in said bridge and 

First, that alcoholic beverage is forbidden by Jaw. | the approaches thereto constructed under the authority of this act, 


Second, that the men and women who deliberately evade their | for the purpose of maintaining and operating such bridge as a free 
country’s laws and who act and speak of her with contempt and | bridge, by the payment to the owners of the reasonable value thereof, 
disloyalty are traitors, | not to exceed in any event the construction cost thereof: Provided, 

There is the whole thing in a few words. It is of no avail to} That the said State or political subdivision 
argue about wetness or dryness now. That is not the question. It! as a toll bridge not to 
is stupid to discuss a “light wine and beer” law. For there is no | thereof. 
such law. The long years of the prohibition fight were glorious years, | Sec. 3. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
but they are over. The fight legally is won. The question now is | pressly reserved. 
one of national honor and allegiance. ome . . ‘ 

rae p ras porter >» Senate w ’ 

But perhaps before we enter upon this second phase, this inevitable The bill wa rey rte I to the enate without amendment, 
‘ - : er . s ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
time of educating our boys and girls to patriotism, it may be as well oon snatanen ome semaineateanl ecienen 

a: The PRESIDING OFFICER. Petitions and memorials are 

to glance back at primary causes, at the old reasons that brought the ir me If ther furthe titi fals t 
; nad yrder. ere ¢ > P » ys » p ; 

dry law into being, at the old condition that spurred the beginners oo ere are ™ Urther pevtions OF memoriais to 


may operate such bridge 
exceed five years from date of aequisition 


of the whole movement present, reports of committees are in order, 
If you believed, you mother of sons, that in fighting alcohol we are RIO GRANDE BRIDGE, TEXAS 
fighting the very foundations of incalculable misery and abuse, fighting weenie . . ’ “ 
the fight of tearful, bewildered babyhood, of girlhood and boyhood Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I re- 


betrayed and defiled, fighting against slums and disease and crime and port back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 9361) 
insanity, fighting to empty corrective institutions filled with wistful, | ranting the consent of Congress to the construction of a bridge 
sullen boys as good, fundamentally, as yours, and to empty houses of | 2¢TOSS the Rio Grande. 


such unspeakable shame as is not even mentionable to ears of girls | It is very important that the bill shall pass as early a ~—_ 
like yours, then would you fight? sible. I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
2 “s * " 


Not for commercial, political reasons we do not understand, not | There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
against some other nation with cannon and bayonet, but cleanly and | Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read as 
honestly and in all charity and loyalty and intelligence, for the flag follows : 
and the country we love, for the millions of men and women who will Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
not fight for themselves, for these dear girls and boys who must grow to C. M. Newman, his successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, 
wp in a better world than the old drinking, swearing, sodden “ Satur- | and operate a bridge, and approaches thereto, across the Rio Grande, 
day-night ’ world we knew. If you believed that you might have a/| at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or near the 
hand in that, then would you sacrifice and endure and fight? point known as Alamo Alto, on the American side of the river, 1,750 

You knew you would. It seems to me that this is the answer. | feet northwest from the El Paso and Hudspeth County line, in survey 
The hip flask and the bootlegger are a compromise, and a dangerous} No. 51, El Paso County, Tex., in accordance with the provisions of 
compromise. They are compatible neither with patriotism nor with | the act entitled “ An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
common morality. In asking husband and sons to give them up you | navigable waters,” approved Murch 23, 1906, such construction to be 
are asking them to surrender nothing but what is harmful and | made only with the consent and approval of the Republic of Mexico. 
shameful. Src. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 

Some day, to be sure, the law may be altered. That will reopen | expressly reserved. 
the old prohibition problem and give every loyal American an oppor- 
tunity to express himself about it to some purpose. But meanwhile— 





The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


and it promises to be a long while—have we any choice? ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
I think not. I think the very boys and girls, once it is fairly | CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER BRIDGE, ALABAMA-GEORGIA 
ry “4 ere — — = sont . pr laugh | Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I re- 
Ss ang “1s : ; ye e . . ‘ te 
oe ae ae : , a S : ee i port back favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 9457) 
| 


skinned if we are afraid of that. The poineer mothers were not afraid 
of their children; the mothers of Revolutionary days would have 
known how to deal with any youth or maiden who dared pipe up for 
the scarlet uniform, 

Explain to them your predicament, and that there will be no further 
compromise. You will find plenty of other influences backing you. 
Unexpectedly this woman and that, this man and that, will approve. 
They will help you to create a public feeling against the easy patriotism 
of the liquor-drinking neighbors, who still speak of themselves as Amer- 
icans and of the Stars and Stripes as their flag. 

And then when it is done, in a few months or a few years, and 


granting the consent of Congress to the States of Alabama and 

Georgia, through their respective highway departments, to con- 
| struct and maintain a bridge across the Chattahoochee River, 
at or near Alaga, Ala., connecting Houston County, Ala., and 
Early County, Ga., and I ask unanimous consent for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the States of Alabama and Georgia, through their respective high- 
the lawbreakers come suddenly to their senses, you will know that | way departments, to construct and maintain a bridge and approaches 
you have had a hand in it—you have helped to give America back to | thereto across the Chattahoochee River, at a point suitable to the In- 
her sons and daughters again. terests of navigation, at or near Alaga, Ala., connecting Houston 
(Copyright, 1924, by the McClure Newspaper Syndicate.) County, Ala., and Early County, Ga., in accordance with the provisions 
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o regulate the construction of bridges 
( f wate approved March 23, 1906 
s That the right to alter, amrend, or repeal this act is hereby 
eX I ved 
ihe bill) was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ord | to a third veading, read the third time, and passed. 


TOMBIGHI BRIDGE, 


SHEPPARD. From the Committee on 
port back favorably, without amendment, the 


RIVER MI 


jSISSTPPI 
Mr Commerce I re- 
bill (HB. R. 9610) 


granting the con of Congress to the Board of Supervisors 
of Lowndes County, Miss., to construct a bridge across Tombig- 


bee qd 1 ask 
sider 


River, unanimous consent for its present con- 
ution 
There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 


mittee of the Whole, and was read as follows: 
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by lnw or regulations imposed on said fiscal or disbursing agent, 
|} and the official bond given by the said fiscal or disbursing agent 
|} Shall be held to cover and apply to the acts of the deputy ap- 
pointed to act in his place in such cases Such deputy shall, more- 
| over, for the time being, be subject to all the liabilities and penal- 
ties prescribed by Inw for the official miseonduct in like cases of 
the fiscal or disbursing agent, respectively, for whom he acts, and 
such deputy shall be required by the Secretary of Agriculture to 
give bond to and in such sum as the fiseal or di bursing agent may 


Re it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the board of supervisors of Lowndes County, Miss., and their suc- 
( rs and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and 

hes thereto r the Tombigbee River at a point suitable to 
the intere of 1 ition, at near Columbus, in the county of | 
Lowndes, in the State of Mi ippi, in accordance with the provisions | 
of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges 
7) ivi ble wat ”" approved March 23, 1906 

s 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expr y re d, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House of Representatives. by Mr. 
Hialtigan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 


arreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 


agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
fouse to the bill (S. 1898) rectassifying the salaries of post- 
masters and employees of the Postal Service and readjusting 


their salaries and compensation on an equitable basis, and for | officials and employees in the Forestry Service were burning 


other purposs S, 
The message also announced that the Honse had passed the 





bill (S. 8220) authorizing the health officer of the District of 
Columbia to issue a permit for the remevadl of the remains of 
the late George Mauger Burklin and the remains of the late 
Anton Lerch Burklin from Glenwood Cemetery, D. C., to Fort 


Lincoln, Prince Georges County, Md. 


DEPUTY FISCAL AGENTS OF AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT 
Mr. NORRIS. From the Committee on Agriculture and 


Forestry I report back favorably without amendment the bill 
(S. 3018) to authorize the designation of deputy fiscal or dis- 
bursing 
side of Washington, and ask unanimous consent for its present 
consideration, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. ROBINSON. What is the bill? The reading of the title 


does net explain it, 


Mr. NORRIS. I will explain it if the Senator desires. In 
the Forest Service there are 17 fiscal agents altegether. The 
bill authorizes deputy fiscal agents. We have deputies now, 


and it does not authorize the appointment of any new officers, 
but. in the absence of the fiscal agent himself, it authorizes 
the deputy to sign checks upon giving bond, and so forth. It 


is a practice they have been following, but the Comptroller 
General has held or has notified them that after the lst of 
July he will hold that there is no authority of law for the 


deputies to sign checks in the absence of the fiscal agent him- 
self. Ordinarily there are about two and a half months in the 
year when the fiscal agents are absent on official business and 
from their regular place of business. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Has the comptroller heretofere approved 
the accounts? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; they have been approved because that 
has been the practice for a great many years. He now puts 
them on notice that that what he will hold, and they con- 
cluded, after investigation, that he was technically right. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Is the report of the committee unanimous? 

Mr. NORRIS. It is. 

Mr. ROBLNSON. I have no objection to the bill. 

There being no objection the bill was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole, and was read as follows: 


Re That whenever the need therefor may arise, 
anv disbursing agent of the Department of Agriculture 
stationed outside of Washington, D. C., may, with the approval of 
the of Agriculture, authorize any qualified employee of 
said department to act as his deputy and to discharge all the duties 


is 


it enacted, 
fiscal 


etc., 


or 


Secretary 


arents in the Department of Agriculture stationed out- | 


| 





require. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


HENRY M’'GUIRE 


Mr. NORRIS. From the Committee on Agriculture and For. 
estry I report back favorably, without amendment, bill (H, 
R. 1306) for the relief of Henry MeGuire, and I ask unani- 
mous censent for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Nebraska? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, 
as follows: 

Be ét enacted, 


etce., That there ts authorized to be appropriated 
for payment 


by the Secretary of the Treasury to Henry MeGutire, 


or his legal representatives, the sum of $225.23, as full compensa- 
tion for 9,385 feet, board measure, of Inmber which, upon Gates 
between September 22, 1909, and October 11, 1909, and at the 


specific request and direction of an employee of the Forest Service, 
United States Department of Agriculture, was furnished to 
Hiram Campbell for use in the construction of a ‘house to replace 
one owned by said Hiram Campbell which was destroyed on Septem- 
ber 19, 1909, by fire originating from 
ducted on national forest 


Mr. NORRIS. 


one 


brush-burning operations co 
land by employees of the 


n- 
Forest Service 


This is a case where several years ago the 


some brush to clear off some land on a forest reservation. 
The fire got away from them and burned the house of a 
settler. They thought they had arrangements made to let 
another settler near there, who had a sawmill, to supply the 
man whose house was burned with lumber that would fie 
taken from the Forestry Service, but in the meantime the 
man with the sawmill went somewhere else. They finally 
concluded that the only thing to do was to submit the matter 
to Congress and ask that payment be made to the man for 
the lumber which he actually did furnish to build the house 
of the setiler which was burned down by the employees. Ii 
amounts to only $252. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
approved and signed the following acts: 

On June 5, 1924: 

S. 799. An act for the relief of F. A. Maron; and 

8.3181. An act to authorize an appropriation to enable the 
Director of the Wnited States Veterans’ Bureau to provide 
additional hospital facilities. 

On June 6, 1924: 

S.112. An act providing for a comprehensive development 
of the park and playground system of the National Capital; 

$.1971. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to accept certain land in the District of 
Columbia dedicated by Charles GC. Glover for park purposes; 

S. 1013. An act for the relief of Gordon G. MacDonald; and 

S.1330. An act for the relief of the estate of Ely N. Son- 
nenstrahl, deceased. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. HARRELD, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 854) for the relief of Margaret 
Richards, reported it with an amendment and submitted a re- 
port (No. 775) thereon. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to which was referred the bill (S. 8327) to provide for 
the cooperative marketing of agricultural commodities, re- 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 
776) thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 2646) to provide for the ex- 
peditious and prompt settlement, mediation, conciliation, and 
arbitration of disputes between carriers and their employees 
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and subordinate officials, and for other purposes, reported it | 


with amendments and submitted a report (No. 779) thereon. 
Mr. BRUCE, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 2293) for the relief of Lehigh Valley Rail- 
road Co. and MeAllister Lighterage Line (Inc.), reported it 
with amendments and submitted a report (No. 780) thereon. 
Mr. SHEPPARD, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 


was referred the bill (S. 3398) to authorize the city of Norfolk, | 


Va., to construct a dam from the southern and northern banks 
of Lafayette River to the southern and northern edges of the 
channel of said river, reported it with amendments and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 781) thereon. 

Mr. DILL, from the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 5318) to authorize an 
exchange of lands with the State of Washington, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 786) thereon. 

Mr. KENDRICK, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to which was referred the bill (S. 2844) to place the 


agricultural industry on a sound commercial basis, to encourage | 
agricultural cooperative associations, and for other purposes, | 


reported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 787) 
thereon. 


LEASES UPON NAVAL 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, from the Committee 
on Public Lands and Surveys I submit an interim report of its 
investigation into the subject of leases of naval oil reserves in 
pursuance of a resolution of the Senate. The report is signed 
by the chairman of the special committee, the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. Lapp], the Senator from South 
[Mr. Norreck], the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones], the 
Senator ftom Colorado [Mr. ApAms], the Senator from Wyo- 


OLL RESERVES 


ming [Mr. Kenprick], the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
In.v], the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Prrrman], and myself, 
Other members of the committee, I understand, have some 


observations to submit concerning the report. 

The report as thus adopted by the committee is in substantial 
conformity with the draft of a report submitted by myself for 
approval of the committee. The committee went over the draft 
with some considerable care and made some changes, generally 
corrections of matters that had inadvertently crept into 
original draft. 

I will say in this connection that I prepared the report and 
it is an unimpassioned and impartial narrative of the proceed- 
ings before the committee and the disclosures made by the 
hearings. If it does not in every respect meet that idea it 
is because I was unable to reach it. 


Dakota | 


| submit 


the | 
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The PRESIDING 


OFFICER. Is there objection to the re 
quest of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I desire to make a simple state- 


ment in connection with the observations just submitted by the 


minority members of the committee. The statement is to the 
following effect. 

On May 14, when the hearings were discontinued for t! session, 
request was made, of record, that an opportunity of at least a few 
days be afforded in order to examine the report which the senior 
Senator from Montana [Mr. Watsu] indicated he intended to pr 
pare, and that such opportunity be given before the report was sul 
mitted to the committee for final action No such opportunity was 
afforded. 

The report was printed and presented June 4 to the committee for 
immediate consideration and action It was on that date first pre 
sented to the undersigned It has been physically impossible to ex 
amine, in any fair or adequate manner, the statements of the report 
which deals with such voluminous testimony and which attempts to 
pass judgment on disputed questions of law, and upon controverted 
facts. 

The report indicates that the hearings before the committee are not 
yet concluded, and are to be resumed in case “the authority of the 
committee as the representative of the Senate be vindicated” in its 
attempt to turther interrogate Mr. H. F. Sinclair. 

The statement further says: 

A casual reading of the report indicates many mistakes and conclu 
sions and inferences of fact and law which, in the judgment of the 
undersigned, are unwarranted by the testimony. 


Mr. President, at the time I advised the committee upon con- 
clusion of the taking of the testimony that I should make a 
draft of the report which I should submit the committee, 
and as for its adoption the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Seen 
CER], a member of the committee, said that he would like to 
have a copy of my draft. I did not feel, in view of what had 
transpired before the committee, that I was called upon to 
my proposal to the Senator from Missouri any more 
than to any other member of the committee. 

So I did not do but I submitted the draft to the com- 
mittee, as stated in this memorandum, on the 4th day of June. 


Lo 


So: 


| The Senator from Missouri had a copy of it just as soon as any 


I wish now to move that the Senate adopt the report of the | 


committee, but in order that 
tunity to examine the report before a vote is had I shall 
ask that the motion lie on the table and shall call it up for 
consideration on to-morrow at some appropriate time if such 
occasion is presented. 

The public interest manifested in the proceedings of the 
committee and the very great desire to learn of the conclu- 
sions arrived at, moved the committee to direct me to request 
that the Senate order the publication of 10,000 copies of the 
report. I ask unanimous consent that such order be made. 

Mr. SMOOT. In order to publish the 10,000 copies, would 
it be within the $200 limit? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 

Mr. SMOOT. 
mony? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then it is well within the $200 limit, so there 
will be no objection to it at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator offers the report, moves its adoption, and asks that 
the motion lie on the table. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes; and at the same time I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate order 10,000 copies of the 
report printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
quest of the Senator from Montana that 
report be printed? The Chair hears no 
so ordered. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, in this connection I present 
a statement signed by the five minority members of the com- 
mittee, the Senator from Utah |Mr. Smoor], the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. Sranrrecp], the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
Bursum], the Senator from Arizona [Mr. Cameron], and 
myself, and ask that the statement also lie on the table and 
that it be printed. There is no necessity for any such nhum- 
ber of copies, but it ought to be printed so that it will be 
available, 


Senators may have an oppor- 


I have not any idea. 
It is just the report itself and not the testi- 


objection to the re- 
10,000 copies of the 
objection, and it is 





other member of the committee had. No member of the com- 
mittee saw it until I submitted it to the committee. The com- 
mittee then spent two days in the consideration of the report. 
The commitee went through it; it was read before the com 
mittee, corrections were made by the committee wherever any 
errors were discovered in it: conclusions of fact were dis- 
cussed, and, as I have indicated heretofore, changes were made 


in the draft, of no great consequence, except that some con- 
clusions were eliminated. 

The Senator from Missouri unfortunately was not able to 
attend the meetings of the committee, nor were any of the 


other members whose names are subscribed to this statement 
commenting upon the report, save the Senator from Utah [ Mr. 
Smoor], who was present during a part of the first day’s con- 
sideration of the report by the committee, and the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. STaN¥FIeELD], who was present a part of the two 
days. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Now, a general statement is made 
that many mistakes are found in the report that are discernible 
upon a casual reading. 

Mr. SPENCER. The Senator will bear me out that the Sen- 
ator from Missouri was there part of two days, though the 
Senator from Montana is quite right that unfortunately 
could not attend all the sessions. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. However, the facts are as I have 
stated them; that the committee spent two days in going over 
the report and in making corrections wherever mistakes could 
be discovered. 

In that situation of affairs, the effort to discredit the report 
by a general declaration that many mistakes have appeared, 
seems to me hardly in accordance with the practice of the Sen- 
ate, to say the least. Mr. President, I shall ask considera- 
tion of this matter by the Senate to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, so far as the allegations of 
the statement are concerned, except with regard to mistakes, 
the Senator from Montana has substantiated them, and I 
thank him. 

So far as the mistakes of the report are concerned, these are 
the facts: When the report ‘irst came into my hands, on the 
4th day of June, it was a report on its face that had to do 


he 
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w f isands of pages of testimony. It was physically im- 
| Ne to » over that report within a day or two with any 
( ( or fairness I went over it with what care I 
‘ i ve to it, and I found in it many mistakes both of 
f I thought, of law; and mistakes that were inad- 
ve iistakes. Some of them I called to the attention of 
t vn M ’ at the st session when the com- 
re ‘ iid ik Lhe report while 1 was present, (C‘or- 
‘ eu re mude Phe were obviously 
I j ‘ rrent 
i“ the I ort indicates that there are 
l l nt s mal mistakes and state- 
I fiose W igned the sta t have the 
‘ | to ft tention of t Senate ina 
] 
if of Montana Mr. President 
RESIDING OFFICER. Doe the S« f n Mi 
s the Senator from Monta 
PIENCER I \ I | 
WALSH of Montana. The Senator from Missouri, of 
‘ ef op ty to point « in any kind 
‘ h he may make any mistal there are in this 
I } want ) him that opportunity. 
mm R. The § ator from Missouri has no doubt of 
{ i 
\ WALSIT of Montar And I suppose | will enjoy it 
SPEENCHR lie i not enjoy it; he very much re 
PITTMAN Mr. President, the minority report in this case 
! ( id, and t refore appear the Rre It was read 
by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Wats], as I understand. 
fr. SHEPPARD. I think permission was given to have 
{ minority report printed in the Rrcorp 
fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Such permission was granted, 
Ml PITTMAN. The majority report, which has been crit- 
i “l by the minority report, contains references to the 
pages of the hearings which are relied on for sustaining various 
portions of the report. In order that the Senate may have 
before it to-morrow morning both the minority report and 
the majority report and the references to the hearings, I 
ask unanimous consent that the majority report may also be 
published in the ConaresstonaL Record 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, consent is 
eranted. 
rhe report and views of the majority are as follows: 
Senate Report No. 794, Sixty-eighth Congress, first session] 
LEASBS UPON NAval Or RESERVES 
Mr. Wasi, from the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys, 
exbmitted the fellowing repert, pursuant te S. Res. 147 


Committee on Public Lands and Surveys submits the following 


report on the investigation conducted by it under and by virtue 
o e resolution of the Senate hereinafter set out. 
On April 29, 1922, the Senate adopted the following resolution: | 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is directed to send to 
the Senate: 

“ia) Copies of all ofl leases made by the Department of the In- 
terior within neval ofl reserve No. 1, and, separately, naval oil | 
ri ve No. 2, both in the State of California, and naval oil re- | 
serve No. 8 in the State of Wyoming, showing as to each the claim 
upe which the lease was based or issued; the name of the lessee ; | 
the dante of the leas the area of the leased property; the amount 
ef the rent, royalty, bonns, and all other compensation paid and to 
be paid to the United States. 

: ) All Executive orders and other papers in the files of the De- 
pariment of the Interior and its bureaus, or copies thereof if the 
orizinals are not in the files, authorizing er regulating such leases, 
i jing correspondence or memoranda embodying or concerning all 


agreements, instructions, and requests by the President or the Navy 


I te the making of such leases and the terms thereof. 


Department as 


“(c) All correspondence, papers, and files showing and concerning 
the applications for such leases and the action of the Department 
ef the Interior and its Dureaus thereon and upon all the several 
clai upon which such leases were based or issued, all in said 
nuval reserves 


(ad) And all contracts for drilling wells on naval oil reserves, date 
and terms of same, reasons therefor, and the number and date of 
the drilling of wells on private lands adjacent te oil reserves. 

tesolved further, That the Committee on Public Lands and Sur- 
v be authorized to fuvestigate this entire subject of leases upon 
naval oll reserves, with particular reference to the proteetion of the 


rights and equities of the Government of the United States and the 
preservation of its natural resources, and to report its findings and 
recommendations te the Senate.”’ 


Thereafter, on the Sth day of June, 
foregoing by the following resolution : 

“ Resolved, That Senate Resolution 282 is hereby amended by adding 
at the end of said resolution the following: 


1922, it supplemented the 


“That the said committee is hereby authorized to sit and perform 
its duties at such times and places as it deems necessary or proper and 
to require the attendance of witnesses by subpeena or otherwise; to re- 


quire the production of books, papers, and documents; and to employ 


counsel, experts, and other assistants, and stenographers, at a cost not 
exceeding $1.25 per printed page. The chairman of the committee, or 
any member thereof, may administer oaths to witnesses and sign 
subpenas for witnesses; and every person duly summoned before said 


committee, or any subcommittee thereof, who refuses or fails to obey 
or appears and refuses to answer ques- 
to said investigation shall be punished as prescribed 
The expenses of said investigation shall be paid from the con- 
of the Senate on vouchers of the committee 
ed by the chairman and approved by the Committee 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate,” 

‘The committee was, in form at least, authorized to continue the 
work it onder the foregoing, notwithstanding the ex- 
piration of the Sixty-seventh Congress, by the following resolution : 

** Resolved, That Resolution 282, agreed to April 21, 1922 
Senate Resolution agreed to May 15, 1922, authorizing and 
directing the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys to investigate the 
entire subject pertaining to leases upon naval oil reserves, with particu 
lar reference to the protection of the rights and equities of the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the preservation of its natural resources 
and to report it findings and recommendations to the Senate, and provid 


ing that the expenses of such investigation be paid from the contingent 


the process of said committer 


tions pertinent 
by law. 
tingent fund 
mittee, 


or subcom 


to 


sign 


devolving wpon 


Senate 


and 292 


fund of the Senate, be, and the same are, continued in full force and 
effect until the end of the Sixty-eighth Congress. 
“The commiitee or any subcommittee thereof is authorized to sit 


during the sessions or the recesses of the Senate, and after the expira 
tion the present Congress until the assembling of the Sixty-eighth 
Congress, and until otherwise ordered by the Senate.” 

The authority of the committee to proceed with the investigation 
after March 4, having been challenged (Rec. pt. 7, p. 1961), 
under circumstances hereinafter to be detailed, the Senate, on the 7th 
day of February, 1924, confirmed the authority theretofore conferre:| 
l the following resolution: 


“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is directed to send 
to the Senate: 





Vv 


(a) Copies of all oil leases made by the Department of Interior 
within naval oil reserve No. 1, and, separately, naval oil reserve No. 2, 
both in the State of California, and naval oil reserve No. 3, in the 
State of Wyoming, showing as to each the claim upon which the lease 
was based or issued; the name of the lessee; the date of the lease: the 
area of the leased property; the amount of the rent, royalty, bonus, 
and all other compensation paid and to be paid to the United States. 

“(b) All Executive orders and other papers in the files of the Depart 
ment of the Interior and its bureaus, or copies thereof, if the originals 
are not in the files, authorizing or regulating such leases, including 
correspondence or memoranda embodying or concerning all agreements, 
instructions, and requests by the President or the Navy Department as 
to the making of such leases and the terms thereof. 

*“(c) All correspondence, papers, and files showing and concerning 
the applications for such leases and the action of the Department of 
the Interior and its bureaus therein and upon all the several claims 
upon which such leases were based or issned, all in said naval reserves 

“(d) And all contracts for drilling wells on navn! ofl reserves, date 
and terms of same, reasons therefor, and the number and date of the 
drilling of wells on private lands adjacent to oil reserves. 

© Resolved further, That the Committee on Public Lands and Sur- 
veys be authorized to investigate this entire subject of leases upon 
naval oil reserves, with particular reference to the protection of the 
rights and equities of the Government of the United States and the 
preservation of its natural resources, and to ascertain what, if any, 
other or additional legislation may be advisable, and to report 
findings and recommendations to the Senate. 

“ Resolved further, That the said committee is hereby authorized to 
sit and perform its duties at such times and places as it deenrs neces- 
sary or proper and to require the attendance of witnesses by subpenas 
or otherwise; to require the production of books, papers, and doecnu- 
ments; and to employ counsel, experts, and other assistants, and 
stenographers, at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per hundred words, 
te report such hearings. The chairman of the committee, or any mem- 
ber thereof, may. administer oaths to witnesses and sign subponas for 
witnesses ; and every person duly summoned before said committee, or 
any subcommittee thereof, who refuses or falls to obey the process of 
said committee or appears and refuses to answer questions pertinent 
to said investigation shall be punished as prescribéd by law. The 
expenses of said investigation shall be paid from the contingent fund 
of the Senate on vouchers of the committee or subcommittee, signed 


its 








by the « rman nel proved the Committee to Audit and Contrel 
the Contbigent hxpenses « the seua 

rhe naval reserves referred ») in the resolutions are naval reserve 
Ne. 1 aud naval reservy . 2 ip tb State of Calif nia and naval 
eserve No. 3 in the State of Wyoming, popularly referred to as th 
Peapot Dome by reason of the local designation of the pi al gee 
hog i ucture wi m tin reserve, these areas embracing I < 
ive aval reserve No. 1, 38.969 acres; naval r ve N 2, 29,341 
aere d naval serve Ni +481 acres, 

During th mibistr f Presid Roosevelt, after confers 
with represeutatives of the Geological Survey, he d ted that organi 
tion t quiry t iew to locatin reas with 
the public doi believed » be rich in d S pe 1, having 
in mir e of th ame s iuel for the Navy, it having becon 
apparet! iat oil was de t t econ { I iance of th 
navies of tl world as fuel The survey thus ordered was not com 
pleted iril I term of the |] sider vyho i ed i but as a 
result of the inquiry made, his successor, Presid J ] 27Ttl 
day of September, 1909, and July 2, 1910, issued orders withdrawing 

from all forms of entry the areas which subseq tiy | ime t 
reserves ii juestion 

Doub ing n expressed] to the authority of the President 
without specifi hor om ¢ gress thus to withhold from 
dispo n portions « tl publie | Is ; was the case with refer- 
ence to the first rder igress in th Ollowing year passed an act 
authorizing such withdrawal, and in conformity with its terms the 
later order of withdrawal was promulgated rt Supreme Court 
however, afterwards held tl the original withdrawal order was 
valid 

Though these lands were thus withdrawn it was not until later they 
were specifically set aside f the use of the Navy, President T: 
designating the two California eas as naval reserves in 1912 and 


President Wilson the third, in Wyoming, as such in the year 1915 


(Rec., pt. 5, p. 1226.) 


It wv not intended at any time that the store of oil thus assured 
should be drawn upon for current use or for use at any time when 
the requirements of the Navy could be met by purchases in the open 

market The policy of the Government, as repeatedly” expressed in 
official documents, contemplated the preservation of this ipply for 
use only at seme time in the more or less remote future when, by 
reason of the depletion of the world’s supply or seme other exigency 


like prevalence or immediate prospect of a war, an adequate 


supply of oil could not or might not be procurable at a reasonable 
cost (Rec., pt. 1, p, 161.) 
Iro the time the areas in question were first withdrawn contro- 





versies have been waged between the Government on the one hand, 
desirous of keeping the reserves intact so far as possible, and private 
individuals and corporations, insisting upon rights, legal or equitable, 
to a portion of the lands embraced within them, or urging the wisdom, 
on one greund or another, of the pelicy of taking the oil out of the 
reserves, on the other hand. 

While the areas in question remained a part of the open public 
domain they became subject to apprepriation under the placer mining 
law, by which one who discovered mineral became entitled to a patent 
to a limited area embracing his discovery. Though discovery is the 
foundation of any such title, it was quite customary, in regions be 
lieved to be oil bearing, for tl claimant or claimants to mark off 
the territory in which they asserted a right within the limit prescribed 


recording 
within which it 


by the statute, netice of claim 


of the 


the pursuant to the 
Situated, and thereafter 


statute 


State was to prosecute 


the work leading to the discovery of oil. Claims of that character 
covered a great portion of the areas eventually set apart as naval 
reserves and ineluded within the withdrawal orders Tr elaimants 


their successors in interest insisted 


or that it was through their efforts 
and expenditures that the territory came to be known as oil bearing, 
and that though they had not made discovery at the time the with 
drawal order teok effect they were entitled to consideration. 


Many of these claims were uusupported by any impelling equitable 
considerations and others were undeubtedly fraudulent in fact. Others 
unquestionably had some merit. At the same time it was very gen 


erally recognized that the placer mining law was inappropriate to 








the disposition of oil-bearing public lands, and, accordingly, prac 
tically all lands believed to be valuable for the oil contained in them 
were withdrawn from entry to await the enactment of appropriats 
legislation by Congress. There was, of course, an insistent demand 
that legislation of that character should be enacted that the develop 
ment of the States in which such lands were situated might not b« 
indefinitely arrested. Efforts extending through years were made to 
secure legislation of that character, applicable not to the areas with 
in the reserves but to those without Little controversy arose con 
cerning the general features of the legislation proposed, but its en 
actment was delayed for years by reason of the insistence of the 
claimants referred to asserting richts to lands both within and with 
out the reserves that the so-called equitable rights shonld be safe 
guarded. The contest over this legislation continued throughout the 
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tremit of naval serve Ne 1, to arrest or rr the effect « 
which it was 4 ru e ft cl he # { ‘ ‘ h the t T t 
for the drilliy ‘ r + of ‘ h 7 tn 47 
tion If wa kewise news n r t r ut 
( Tres with eTerence fo ti s to rr 0 
take the « om them wheneve he cor ’ b t 
which they were created. Consider t t See ] } 
rans i! to th hairman of | ‘ ' lvA 
A ff nend i l l 192 ‘ 
with slight lendment can i rt ny 
June 4 of th ear (Ite rt. 2 213). The amendmen extior 
reads as follow 
That the Seeretary of the Navy ts dir ed to tak posses 
all properties within the naval petroleun i t on ‘ 
come sub t to the ! ol and use | h I ted State f 
purposes, and on which there are no pending clair liions 
for permits or leases under the provisior of n f ‘ 
appreved February 1920, entitled An t to pro e for r 
ing of coal, phosphate, oil, oil shale, and sedium on the put , } 
or pending applications for United States patents mw hat las t 
conserve, develop, use, and operate the ime jn his et ! ! t 
or by centract, lease, or otherwis ind to t exchan oO 
sell the off and gas products thereof, and those om 1 royal oil 
from lands in the naval reserves yr the nefit of i Inited ‘ 
And provided ferther, That rights of any claimant under said 
of February 25, 1920, are not affected adversely thereby: An pro 
vided further, That such sume as have een or may be irne ito 
the Treasury of the United States from rovalttes on lands within 
the naval petrolewm reserves prior to Ju l 1921 net to ee] 
$500,000, are hereby made available fe th purpese until Ju ! 
1922 Provided further, That this appropriatio shall be re raed 
from the prope appropriations on ucceunt the of] and od 
uets from said properties used by the United tates at wh rat not 
in excese of th market vaiwe of the oll mm the Neeretars f th Navy 
may direet.” 
The amendmer proposed gave rise to no debate in either I! ‘ 
theugh in the Senate amendments thereto w adopted or | 
of Senator Smoor, chairman of the Committee on Iu Land nd 
Surveys, one of which eliminated a provision unde! » the eer 
tary of the Navy weuld be authorived to reiine tix rud nil me ilng 
to tl Government Other previsions were inserted in the original 
dra purpose of which was to make < that the Secret of 
t! should exercise no authority w! ove ! ne of ft 
reserves to which claims were asserted, the valid f I ed 
cons ntl for he determination of f} < eta f the Int 
(Re pt I 214) The authority to excha v } 
rea f the fact that the ‘ de ¢ I I l t 
the ordinat fuel « fing the « I roduct fr hi 
tracted the most volatile and valu I ‘ titu 
ke! en and jubricatin ofl It w I t tt secret 
viven the authority to e, stor r ll j 
products of the reserve which might be 1 ! ! ‘ 
carrying out the authority vested in him ! the 
develop, use, and operate the same ft: ! etior Note 
larly that the act provided that for th uryp f ompl ng 
anything the Secretary was directed by th t to do, he was author- 
| ized to utilize at any time prior to July 1, 1922, ar im which had 
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I» ri} ht be turned into the Treasury of the United States from 
royalties on lands within the naval reserves accruing prior to July 1, 
1921, not to exceed $500,000 
EXECUTION OF THE TEAPOT DOME LEASB 

In the spring of the year 1922 rumors were current that a lease of 
the naval reserve No. 8 had been executed. Early in April of that 

ir, importunate requests for information being sent to Senator 
KPNDRICK by citizens of his State deeply interested in the future of the 


reserves, he caused inquiry to be made at the department without 
belng able to secure any satisfactory answer, though his efforts con- 
tinued until he introduced in the Senate on April 16, 1922, a resolu- 
tion, forthwith passed, calling upon the Secretary of the Interior for 
information as to whether a lease of naval reserve No. 3 had been 
executed or whether the leasing of the same was in contemplation, 
Tnaui Vv representatives of the public press had likewlse been dili- 
nily prosecuted along the same line without eliciting any definite in- 
formation. On April 21, 1922, the Assistant Secretary of the Interior 
mitted to the Senate in response to the resolution referred to a 
letter apprising it of the fact that a lease of the entire reserve had 
oon, under date of April 7, 1922, executed to the Mammoth Oil Co. 

Kec. pt. 1, p. 3.) A definite statement to the effect that the lease 
vd en made emannted from the Interior Department, however, on 
April 18, and the Wall Street Journal of the 14th of the same month 
ren io its readers notice of the same facts The resolution of in- 
qui of April 20, 1922, introduced by Senator LA FouLerre, followed, 
Pursuant to this resolution the Secretary of the Interior, under date 
of June 1922, transmitted to the President a letter which was, 
vy the latter, sent to the Senate, in which were set out at length 
ihe conditions deemed by him to require or justify the execution of 
the lease in question with a recital of some of the circumstances at- 
tending its execution and other matters believed to be important in 

nection with the same (Rec., pt. 1, p. 23.) At the same time he 
submitted to the committee photostatic copies of a vast number of 
locuments relating more or less directly to the subject of inquiry 
nd asserted to be in response to one of the paragraphs of the resolu- 
tion of April 29. 

In the letter of Secretary Fall referred to the view is advanced with 
fullness of argument that the leasing of the reserve was rendered 
re ivy by reason of the fact that it was being drained by the 
wells in the adjacent Salt Creek fleld. This contention, advanced in 
intements made public at or near the time information concerning 
the lease became rife, being stoutly controverted by public men of 


the State of Wyoming and others more or less qualified to speak, the 


committee selected and appointed two geologists to make a survey 
of the ground with a view to acquaint it with the facts in relation 


thereto and to its further information concerning geological conditions 
or importance in connection with the execution of 
The of the geologists confirmed the view that 
drainage was actually taking ._place and that loss was being suffered 


having more less 


the reports 


iense. 


not only by the actual migration of the oil but by the reduction of 
the gas pressure within the reserve area, affecting the amount of oil 


which could eventually be recovered. There seems never to have been 
any very sound reason for the contention that it was geologically im- 


possible to drain the reserve, to some extent at least, through the wells 


in the Salt Creek field. From the beginning the relation between the 
Salt Creek structure and the Teapot Dome structure, if they can be 
considered as separate, was regarded as so intimate that in setting 
apart the reserve an area in what was believed to be the Salt Creek 
structure was included within the reserve in order to forestall any 
likelihood of drainage of the area of oil contained in the adjacent 


rezion which it was proposed should be preserved for the Navy 
pt. 3, p. 489). Reference will hereafter be made to this subject. 
EXECUTIVE ORDER 


(Ree. 


THE 

\ study of the attendant circumstances revealed, and the hearings 

which were October 22, 19238, early disclosed, that on May 81, 

1921, an order was signed by President Harding transferring the ad- 

ministration of the reserves from the Navy Department to the Interior 
Department, the order being as follows: 


begun 


“ EXECUTIVE ORDER 


Under the provisions of the act of Congress approved February 25, 
1920 (41 Stat 37), authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to lease 
producing oil wells within any naval petroleum reserve; authorizing 


the President to permit the drilling of additional wells or to lease the 
remainder part of a claim upon which such wells haye been 
drilled, and under authority of the act of Congress approved June 2, 
i92o (41 Stat. 912), directing the Secretary of the Navy to conserve, 
levelop, use, and operate, directly or by contract, lease, or otherwise, 
unappropriated lands in naval reserves, the administration, and con- 
tion of all oil and gas bearing lands in naval petroleum reserves 
Nos. 1 and 2, California, and naval petroleum reserve No. 3, in Wyo- 


or any 


ser 


uing, and naval shale reserves in Colorado and Utah are hereby com- 
mitted to the Secretary of the Interior, subject to the supervision of the 
President, but no general policy as to drilling or reserving lands located 
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in a naval reserve shall be changed adopted except upon consulta- 
tion and in cooperation with the Secretary or Acting Secretary of the 
Navy. The Secretary of the Interlor is authorized and directed to per- 
form any and all acts necessary for the protection, conservation, and 
administration of the said reserves, subject to the conditions and limi- 
tations contained in this order and the existing laws or such laws as 
may hereafter be enacted by Congress pertaining thereto. 
*“ WARREN G. HARDING. 


or 


“THe Waite House, May $1, 1921,” 


Copy sent: Mr. Mendenhall, Survey. 
(Rec. pt. 2, p. 177.) 


Comr. G.L.O. Director Mines, 


This order, running counter as it did to the well-understood policy 
of Congress as manifested in the legislation referred to, merits more 
than a passing notice. Its illegality ought to have been recognized 
by everyone concerned in its promulgation. The idea that the Prest- 
dent may, by his fiat, transfer powers reposed in or duties imposed 
upon one Cabinet officer to another is intolerable and indefensible. 
Doubts having been expressed concerning the validity of this order in 
conimunications addressed to the President by two Senators (Rec., pt. 
2, p. 265; pt. 3, p. 791; pt. 5, p. 1289), Secretary Fall undertook to 
justify it upon the so-called Overman Act and the acts of February 
25, 1920, and June 4, 1920, above referred to, but upon the hearings 
which began with the examination of Secretary Fall, he admitted that 
by its plain language the Overman Act was restricted in its operation 
to legislation enacted during the war for its progress and that there 
was nothing in the other acts referred to which in any wise justified 
the order (Rec., pt. 2, p. 181). He then attempted to defend it upon 
some vague power springing from the presidential office and the gen 
eral scheme of our Government. (Rec., pt. p. 182.) No informa- 
tion was sought from any of the law officers of the Government 
the power of the President to make this extraordinary order. It was 
resolved upon as early as the Ist of April, 1921. 

About that time the Secretary of the Navy announced to Admiral 
Griffin his purpose to surrender control of the reserves. (Rec., pt. 2, 
p. 848.) Griffin was Chief of the Bureau of Engineering, to which 
had been committed the important custody of these properties. His 
advice as to the wisdom of making the transfer was not sought. He 
was told that the policy had been determined upon. None of the 
officers of the Navy, nor even those who, by virtue of their service, 
had become familiar with the subject, were consulted. Secretary 
Denby told the committee that he had been advised that the reserves 
were being drained. He was unable to recall who told him ; but 
maps, he said, were laid before him in connection with the imparting 
of the information. (Rec., pt. 2, p. 300.) Te assumed full responsi 
bility for the policy, saying that the idea originated with him and 
that he resolved upon the course which was followed because the 
Navy Department was not equipped to handle the situation, while 


» 
-~: 


on 


so 


the Department of the Interior with its Bureau of Mines and the 
Geological Survey was able to do so. (Rec., pt. 2, p. 284.) Prior 


thereto these two bureaus had worked in conjunction with the Navy 
Department in its handling of the reserves without friction or em 
barrassment. (Rec., pt. 8, p. 769.) About the time that Denby an 
nounced to Griffin his purpose he also communicated it to Assistant 
Secretary Roosevelt, the latter saying that the Secretary had just 
come from a Cabinet meeting. (Rec., pt. 2, p. 394.) 

The original draft of the Pxecutive order was made by Secretary 
Fall, who transmitted it to Secretary Denby with a draft of a letter 
to be signed by the latter and transmitted to the President explaining 
the occasion and necessity for the order. (Rec., pt. 2, p. 283.) Amend- 
ments to it, drafted by Admiral Griffin, intended to necessitate the 


sanction of the Navy Department of any lease which might be 
made (Rec., pt. 2, p. 849; pt. 5, p. 1287) were taken by Colonel 


Roosevelt to Secretary Fall, who declined to adopt them, but some 
alterations were made in the draft which did not materially change 
its sisnificance. Colonel Roosevelt explaining to Admiral Griffin upon 
his return that he had done the best he could with Fall (Rec., pt. 2, 
p. 849; pt. 2, p, 895). The draft thus being perfected it was taken 
to the Executive Office by Colonel Roosevelt and subsequently signed 
by the President. The original draft of the letter of transmittal 
prepared by Fall also went to the White House unsigned (Rec., pt. 2, 
p. 283). Testifying before the committee Secretary Denby read a 
letter purporting to have been signed by him and which he said he 
transmitted to the President, explaining at some considerable length 
the reasons which made the order desirable in his opinion. In this 
letter it was stated that the policy represented by the order was not 
approved by all the officers of the Navy conversant with the subject, 
and that in particular Admiral Griffin was opposed to it, his views being 
expressed in a formal protest which the letter recited would be found 
accompanying it. (Rec., pt. 2, pp. 286-287.) As a matter of fact, 
neither the letter nor the protest of Admiral Griffin (Rec., pt. 5, p. 
1288) ever was sent to the President, and the order was signed without 
documentary support of any kind, (Rec., pt. 2, p. 284; pt. 5, p. 
1317.) 








NEGOTIATIONS FOR THE TEAPOT DOMF LEASE 
Near the close of the year 1921, Harry F. Sinclair traveled in his 
private car to Three Rivers, N. Mex., a railroad station adjacent to the 
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ranch of Secretary Fall, where he rewained for some days, visits being | 


exchanged between the family of Secretary Fall at the ranch and that 
of Mr. Sinclair at his private car. In the letter of Secretary Fall to 
the President of June 38, 1922, 
to him in connection with certain leases of Indian lands in Okla- 
homa, and that that business being discharged, he took up with him 
the subject of leasing the Teapot Dome. (Ree., pt. 1, pp. 49, 50.) 
From Sinclair's testimony it seems quite apparent that the trip was 
made for the express purpose of opening up negotiations for a lease 
of that property. (Rec, pt. 4, p. 1086.) Such negotiations were 
entered wpon, culminating in the lease which was signed by Secretary 
Fall on April 7, 1922, as heretofore stated. 

While at the ranch arrangements were made for the shipment from 
the farm of Sinclair in the State of New Jersey to the foreman of the 
ranch of a blooded horse and to Secretary Fall of a few head of blooded 
lloistein cattle. (Rec. pt. 4, p. 1017.) These were shipped seme time 
in February or early in March at an expense to Sinclair of $1,105. 
(Ree. pt. 5, p. 1862.) There was no discussion of any price to be paid 
for the animals, but about the ist of May some one, believed to be the 
son-in-law of Fall, appeared at the office of Sinclair in New York to 
make payment. The auditer thereupon called up the foreman of the 
Sinclair ranch, from whom he procured a bill for the cattle and some 
hogs shipped with them amounting to $1,100, which sum was paid by 
the stranger. (Ree. pt. 4, p. 1021.) 

The negotiations leading to the lease were conducted in secret. 
was no competition. Secretary Fall stated in his letter to the Presi- 
dent (Rec. pt. 1, p. 49) and on the witness stand that he had con- 
sulted, before executing the lease, with leading oil men, but he omitted 
to specify in the letter, and declined to disclose on the stand, with 
whom he had talked on the subject (Ree. pt. 2, p. 223). It appeared, 
however, that rumors of an impending lease reached a representative 
of the 


see 


There 


Texas Co., who sought out Secretary Fall with a view to 
offering a proposal, but was deterred by a rather unsatisfactory in- 
terview. (Rec. pt. 3, p. 733.) He encountered what seemed an in- 


superable difliculty, the nature of which requires a 
explanation. 

It will be recalled that the authority of the Secretary of the Navy 
by the act of June 4, 1920, was not te extend to any portion of the 
reserves on which there should be “ pending claims or applications for 


somewhat extended 


permits or leases under” the so-called leasing law. Now the entire 
naval reserve No. 3, save about 400 acres, was covered by “ claims” 
more or less shadowy, to be sure, but claims nevertheless, evidenced 


by notices of placer leeations on file in the appropriate local recording 
office. On three of claims wells had been drilled to the first 
shallow Shannen sands, yielding, it was claimed at the time they were 
first brought in, from 3 to 8 barrels of oil per day. One of these 
wells was begun December 4, 1917, and reached the oil sands December 


these 


20, 1917, at a cost of $960. The second was begun December 22, 1917. 
and finished January 7, 1918, at a cost of $962.50. And the third was 
begun January, 1918, and finished January 17, 1918, at a cost of 
$1,176.68, (Rec. pt. 3, p. 546.) Applications had been made for 


leases of these wells as “ preducing wells” under the provisions of the 
act of February 25, 1920, and had been denied by Secretary of the 


Interior Payne on March 1, 1921, who held that the proof did not show 
that 
statute contemplated. (Rec. pt. 4, p. 1197.) 

A motion for a rehearing was then filed and denied by Assistant 
Secretary Finney April 28, 1921. Under the practice of the 
Department of the Interior in relation to these matters this decision 
was final and became a conclusive determination that the applicants 
were not entitled to the lease. (Ree. pt. 8, p. 2332.) Their applica- 
tion for a lease was undeniably an admission that they were not 
entitled to patents for the land for, obviously, they would not have 
contented themselves with a lease of one well if, under facts of 


on 


he 


the case, they were entitled to a patent for the entire 160 acres 
embraced in the claim. Indisputably, they were not entitled to 
patents because, as heretofore stated, the right of placer mining 


claims depends upon a discovery within lands open to appropriation, 
and these lands had been withdrawn from appropriation since the 
year 1909. The only basis upon which a right to any of the land 
could be founded is a discovery; that is, a discovery of oll antedating 
of 1909. 


the withdrawal order None of the claims were so sup- 
ported. The drilling of the wells referred to was carried on in 
defiance of the withdrawal order, the parties prosecuting it being 


mere trespassers, Notwithstanding the final disposition of the appli- 
cations for leases referred to, the applicants filed an application 
for the exercise of supervisory control of the Secretary of the Interior 
over the officers charged with the disposition of public lands. (Rec. 
pt. 8, p. 2311.) Secretary Fall, in his letter to the President, treats 
this action seriously (Ree. pt. 1, p. 47), but Assistant Secretary 
Finney, intimately familiar with the practice of the department and 
with all of the laws in relation to the disposition of the public domain 


it is stated that Sinclair having come | 
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from an experience of over 


20 





yenrs in t d rtment, asserts that 
no such preceeding is recognized by the rules of practice of the 
department (Rec. pt. 8, p. 2332.) \ careful study of all the so-called 
claims within naval reserve No. 3 had been made by th. Department 
of the Intertor by an experienced investigator of legal att inments, 
whe reported that they were, as obviously they were, utterly base 
less. (Ree. pt. 3, p. 454.) 
Under some arrangement or understanding betweer nelair and 
FaH the former acquired all of the so-called claims within neuval 
reserve No. 3 (Rec. pt. 1, p. 68), which, as a condition of bis securing 
| the lease, were to be conveyed to the United States In his con 
sultation with the ofl men he named, and with the representative 


the wells were commercially producing wells, as he insisted the | 





of the Texas Co., Secretary Fall “ particularly stressed the fact that 
Mr. Sinclair stated that if his proposition was considered favorably 
he would deliver the outstanding tithes to the Government of the 
United States,” and that if they “were not able to make better 
bids” than Sinclair “ equitable consideration would be given to him.” 
(Ree. pt. 1, p. 50.) 

Thus even those to whom fn one way or another an opportunity 
had come to bid, if there were any such outsi lexas Co., 
were at a disadvantage in the competition 

The facts are that all of the claims were held or controlled by ft) 
Pioneer Oi] Co., a subsidiary of the Midwest Co., which in turn is a 
subsidiary of the Standard o7. One or more of these companies hed, 
at least since 1919, been endeavoring to secure a lease of naval 
reserve No. 8, or some portion of it They were all amply able to 
undertake the development of the territory and were potential com 
petitors for the lease. Sinclair paid, or agreed te pay, to the Pioneer 
Ol! Co. some short time before the execntion of the lease a million 

| dollars nominally for the claims so reported, as above stated, to he 
worthless. Though thant construction of the transaction is denied 
by Sinclair, your committee fs of the opinion that the payment was 
not made in fact for the transfer of the title of these claiurs, but t 
remove from the field a formidable competitor for the lease and that 
the true nature of the transaction was thoronghly understeod by See 
| retary Fall. 

Another feature of it may as well be told In this connection One 
Leo Stack, toward the close of the year 1929, associated himself with 
E. L. Doheny in an effort to secure from Secretary Daniels a lease of 
a double row of offset wells along the boundary line between naval 
reserve No. 8 and the Salt Creek field. (Ree. pt. 7, p. 1980.) The 
effort was fruitless, and an arrangement was entered into under which 

| the Pioneer Ol Co. became substituted for Doheny Tt therevnon 
entered Into some kind of an agreement with Stack under which he was 
to assist, presumably in Washington, in securing a lense of the reserve 
or some portion of it for the Pioneer Of] Co., Stack having been active 
at the Capital In some form of lebbying, In return for which service 
so to be rendered by Stack he was to have an interest in any lease 
which might be secured by the Pioneer Ol Co (Ree. pt. 7, p. 1982.) 
Notwithstanding this, Stack was not called upon for assistance. The 
Pioneer Oil Co. entered into the agreement referred to with Stnelatr 
and retired from the field as a evitor for the lease (Ree. pt. 7, p 
2315.) Stack then enlisted the interest of the owners of a newspaper 
in Denver, Colo. (Rec., pt. 7, p. 1983), which immediately upon the 
| execution of the lease began the publication of articles denouncing it as 
corrupt and contrary to public poticy. (Ree, pt. 7, p. 2089.) They 
caused an investigation to be made in the State of New Mexico touching 
the matter of Fall's finances, hereafter to be referred to, and secured a 
report of a damaging character, detailing frets also to be referred t 
later. (Rec. pt. 7, p. 1976.) Stack and the newspaper proprictors 
entered into an agreement by which the latter acquired an interest in 
his claim against the Pioneer Oil Co. (Ree. pt. 7, p. 1983; pt. &, p 


2177.) Suit was started in the State court of the State of Colorado in 
the name of Stack against that company and Sinclair, alleging a von- 
spiracy against Stack. 

The complaint was never filed, but summons wae ir 
to the procedure of that State. (Ree. pt. 7, p. 1995.) 
negotiations in New York and Kansas City, Sinclair 
by an agreement under which he paid $250,000 and agreed 
$750,000 more. ‘The attacks of the newspaper thereupon ceased, 
pt. 7, p. 1984.) The proprietor of a rival newspaper, upon a elaim even 
more shadowy, ff, indeed, it can be called a claim at all, got $92,500 out 
of the Pioneer Oi! Co. as his share of the moneys yielded up by S8in- 
clair. (Rec. pt. 8, p. 2206.) These sums less staggering when it 
is borne in mind that Sinclair testified before another committee of the 
Senate that he expected to make $100,000,000 from the lease, though 
in the hearing he expressed the view that be has erred on his estfmate. 
(Rec. pt. 3, p. 431.) 

To recur to the claims asserted to the lands within the reserve Ae 
intimated abeve, there were but about 400 acres over which, by virtue 
of the act of June 4, 1920, the Secretary of the Navy or the Secretary 
of the Interfor, by his delegated authority, could exercise any sway. 
In order to carry out the plan of leasing the entire reserve it became 
necessary in some way to extend the field of operations open under the 
act referred to by the extinction of these claims Undoubtedly 


noel pursuant 
After some 
awit 
pay 
(Ree. 


settled this 


to 


re 


the 
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phrase can not apply to services to be rendered by a corporation that 
can act only through agents, nor to a contract to be performed by anyone 
other than the person whose services are engaged. 

The expression was used so as to permit the employment of clerks 
and other like employees without competitive bidding, bur 
whether the statute is or is not a positive inhibition of the course taken 
in the letting of this all-important contract, no valid reason has been 
or can be assigned why in the public interest the spirit of the law 
Should have been disregarded. No explanation whatever is found in 
the record for pursuing the course that was followed. 

There are other like statutes which are circumvented by this con- 
tract. Following its provisions the Secretary of the. Navy purchases 
ad libitum from the Mammoth Oil Co. fuel oil, gasoline, kerosene. 
lubricating oil, and other oil and gas products, paying for them with 
oil certificates, without going through the formality of calling for com- 
petitive bids, as seems to be required by section 8718 of the Revised 
Statutes, as follows: 

“All provisions, clothing, hemp, and other materials of every name 
and nature, for the use of the Navy and the transportation thereof, 
when time will permit shall be furnished by contract by the lowest 
bidder, as follows: In the case of provisions, clothing, hemp, and other 
materials, the Secretary of the Navy shall advertise once a week for 


| at least feur weeks in one or more of the principal papers published 


ta > luted that a eh ilidity should be determined one by | 
on « Interior Department in favor of the Government the 
t) retary of the Navy o t! irea embraced in each 
i hat xtent nlarged the alleged title was not extin- 
i 4d, how er, in any such w In eff the Secretary of the 
i mised and ed these outstanding claims by-the pay- 
i Dp ! for them. This was not 
lon vy him directly, of inne ut rough Sinclair, the result, so far 
i over! ent i rT ned, being exactly the same The Govern- 
nent effect, paid lion dollars for these worthless claims; that 
4, Sinclair could without to himself have offered a bonus of a mil- 
on dollars f t lease th claims” had been extinguished in the 
‘gular w wholly disregarded (Rec. pt. 2, p. 248 
he ¢ mn of the lease without competitive bidding was effected 
n pa lisa i of statutes applicable to contracts let by the Navy 
Dep 1 ited for the purpose of forestalling collusion with the 
Ni f the Navy and iring to the Government the advantage of | 
j ( ition of that feature requires attention to 
} ral ) 1o of th lease contract 
if LEASE ANALYZED 
7 to the Mammoth Oil Co. the right to upy the territory 
n ed in it for the period of 20 years and so much longer as oil 
iould be prod d from it in commercial quantities; that is, it was 
ised for as long as th remained within the ground oil in recover- 
ib yuantities The lessee agreed to pay to the Government royalty 
lepending upon the productivity the wells ranging from 12) per cent 
n the case of wells producing less than 50 barrels per day to 50 per 
nt in the ise Of wells producing more than 1,000 barrels per day 
The averages svalty from the operations thus far is between 16 and 17 
per cent The Government did not become entitled, however, to the 
royalty mentioned in the tease in kind It sold its reyalty oil by 
mother provision to the lessee under an arraugement by w hich it was 
» receive oil certificates reciting the amount of oil sold and the value 
of the sume, calculated on the basis of the “highest posted market price | 
offered or paid” either (1) in the Salt Creek ofl field in Wyoming for 


in the mid 
r 


continent 
. . >. 


it majority of the oil purchased In said field, or (2) 
field by the Sinclair Crude Oil Purchasing Co 

Oil & Gas Co (Ree, pt. 1, pp 21.) 
lt might be here explained that the Sinclair Crude Oil Pur 


‘tl {o) 


by 
the Prairie 6 
chasing Co, 
ty owned in equal undivided interests by 
“d Sinclair, and ¢ 
that the Prarie 


the Sinchiir Consolidated Co., 
Oil Co. of 


Standard 


Standard 


Oil & 


ontroll by he yr one its 


company, 


sub- 


sidiaries. and Gas CO. Is Aa 


ind that the Midwest, as heretofore stated, a subsidiary of the Standard, | 


in the place where such articles are to be furnished, for sealed pro 
posals for furnishing the same, or the whole of any particular class 
thereof, specifying the classes of materials and referring bidders to the 
several chiefs of bureaus, who will furnish them with printed sched 
ules, giving a full description of each and every article, with dates of 
delivery, etc. In the case of transportation of such articles, he shal! 
advertise for a period of not less than five days. All such proposals 
shall be kept sealed until the day specified in such advertisement for 
opening the same, when they shall be opened by or under the direction 
of the officer making such advertisement, in the presence of at least 
two persons. The person offering to furnish any class of such articles 
on giving satisfactory security for the performance thereof, under a 
forfeiture net exceeding twice the contract price in case of failure, 
shall receive a contract for furnishing the same.” 

Competitive bidding is excused in the case of certain supplies for 
the Navy by the provisions of section 3721 of the Revised Statutes, 
but not supplies of the character indicated above. These supplies are 
to be secured from the lessee at the market price, but it is quite likely 
that many corporations would be delighted to be able to secure a con 
tract to provide the Government with all supplies needed by it at the 
market price. The Assistant Secretary of the Interior advised the 
commnittee that under the system of competitive bidding the Govern 
ment secures a large part at least of what it requires in the nature of 
supplies at a price at least 10 per cent below the market. (Transcript 
May 13, 1924, p. 7332.) Two other sections of the law are pertinent 
in this connection, section 3714 reading as follows: 

“All purchases and contracts for supplies or services for the military 


/ and naval service shall be made by or under the direction of the chief 


ontrols the output of the Salt Creek field (Rec. pt. 1, p. 227.) 

The certificates above referred to might be utilized by the Govern 
ment (1) In the purchase of fuel oil from the Mammoth Oil Co. 
yn the basis of one barrel of fuel oil for each barrel of crude oil rep- 
resented by the certifieate, if such oil should register 54° Baumé or 
higher, or 63 per cent of one barrel of fuel oll should it fall below 34° 
Laumé, the fuel oil to be delivered at the seaboard; (2) in the pur- | 
hase from the lessee of gasoline, kerosene, lubricating oil, and other 
petroleum products at a price to be agreed upon between the parties; 


ty) the lessee might redeem in cash; (4! the Government might tender 


ertificates in payment for oil-storage tanks to be constructed by the 
lessee at the direction of the Government im which to hold the fuel oil 
vequired by it on the surrender of the certificates to the amount of 
the cost of construction Rec. pt. 1, p. 13.) 

Your committee is of the opinion in the first place that the law 
provides that the lease itself could not be legally executed exeept upon 
ompetitive bidding Section S709 of the Revised Statutes is as 


follows: 
“ALL purchases and contracts for supplies and Services in any of the 


departments of the Government, except for personal services, shall be 


made by advertisement a sufficient time previously for proposals respect- 
ing the same, when the public exigencies do not require the immediate 
delivery of the articles or performance of the service. When im- 


nediate delivery or performance is required by the publi: exigency, the 
irticles or service required may be procured by open purchase or con- 
ract at the places and in the manner in which such articles are usually 
bought and sold or such service is engaged between individuals.” 

No such contract as that here in question was in contemplation per- 
of this statute, but consideration which 
prompted the lawmakers in framing it is here present. The instrument, 
taking the form of a to all intents and purposes a 
under which Sinclair undertakes to perform certain services 


haps in the enactment every 


while lease, is 
contract 
for the Government, namely, the extraction of the oil from the ground 
within the Questioned about matter on stand, 
retary Fall repudiated with much scorn the idea that the statute was 
applicable (Rec, pt. 2, 188), but could for his 
except that the statute excluded from its operation. personal 
services, which, be ventured assert, the contract called for. Ob- 
viously, this is unsound services " unquestionably refers to 


services such as are to be performed by the contractor himself, The 


reserve the the Sec- 


p. he assign no reason 
view 
to 


Personal 


officers of the Departments of War and of the Navy, respectively.” 
And section 8738 reading as follows: 
“No contract shall be entered into for the erection, repair, or fur 
nishing of any public building or any public improvement which shal! 
bind the Government to pay a larger sum of money than the amount 


| in the Treasury appropriated for the specific purpose.” 


The section last above quoted clearly contemplates that such public 
works as the steel storage tanks should be constructed only upon a 
contract calling for the payment of money, the amount to be appro 
priated by Congress for that specific purpose. 

But there is another and more serious infirmity in this contract. 


| Though the contract itself provides for the sale of the royalty oil to 
, the lessee and the subsequent purchase from it by the Government of 


fuel oil and other supplies, the transaction may be viewed as an ex 
change, as indeed it is claimed it is, the contention being made that 
it is justified by the use of the word “exchange” in the act of June 4, 
1920. (Ree. pt. 2, p. 210.) It may well be admitted that the act 
authorizes, as undoubtedly it does authorize, the exchange of crude oll 


| for fuel oil or for oil products, but in order to justify this contract 


it is necessary to go further and maintain that the word “ exchange” 
authorizes that essential part of the contract under which the oil cer- 
tificates may be utilized to pay for the cost of construction of the 
tanks, or as it is expressed by those upholding the contract that crude 
oll may be exchanged for tanks, The soundness of this view may be 
tested by what has actually transpired in connection with the disposi 
tion of these great properties of the Government. Contemporaneously 


with the negotiations resulting in the leasing of the Teapot Dome, 
others were carried on, culminating in the contract with the Pan 
American Petroleum & Transport Co., of which FE. L. Doheny, hereto- 
fore mentioned, is the controlling spirit, for the construction of tanks 
at Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, to hold 1,500,000 barrels of fuel oil, pay- 
ment for the construction to be made in oil under the authority of the 
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While the terms of the lease are under consideration attention may 
properly be paid to one or two other features that merit it. Under 
the contract the Mammoth Oil Co. was required whenever the pro 
duction should amount to as much as 20,000 barrels per day to 
construct a pipe line to connect the leased area and necessarily the 
adjacent Salt Creek field with a pipe line extending from the mid 
continent field to the city of Chicago, owned in equal parts by the 


Sinclair interests and the Standard Oil, an enterprise contemplating an 
expenditure of approximately $15,000,000. Though the production 
from the reserve has never exceeded seven or cight thousand barrels 
daily, the construction of the pipe line by the Sinclair Crude Oil Pur- 
chs 





sing is in progress, that company having assumed whatever obliga- 
tion in that regard was due from the Mammoth Oil Co. under the 
lease. The daily production of the Salt Creek field may reach 175,000 
barrels, but by agreement between the operators the output was 
limited to 40,000 barrels, that amount being all that could be handled 
by the local refineries. 

As heretofore stated, the Standard Oil Co. controls 


in large part 
the output of the Salt Creek field The Government was entitled 
to royalties from leases of areas in that field amounting to about 
17,000 barrels a day. On the 20th day of December, 1922, there was 


the Sinclair Crude Oil 
contract, under which 
chaser of the Government's royalty oil. It heretofore 
stated that the Standard Oil C is the owner, is Sinclair, of an 
undivided one-half interest in the company so securing that contract, 
so that both Sinclair and the Standard are vitally interested in hay- 
ing a pipe-line conduit for the output from the Salt Creek field not 
locally refined. It remains an open question as to whether the Tea- 
pot Dome lease is a factor at all in the construction of the pipe line. 
It contended that in view of its construction the Government has 
been able to secure a much better price for the royalty oil accruing 
to it under its leases of areas in the Salt Creek field. 
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time that ofl was delivered to the Shipping 1 under a provision 
of the act of February 25, 1920 (R 2 229.) Upon pay 
ment by that organization int f 1 vy tl f the mar 
ket pri it t 1 delivered the rude « vus ed un 
der the contract to the Midwest Ce whiecl I t t i 
Shipping Bua th seaboat an equivale qu tity of ur oll 
rt t f s ir Crude Oil Puret ( was t it a 
der ed ava por hh price which th s ‘ hoard a 
the fore paid r the san but whether that nee » be 
att uted to the prosy e construc n of the ‘ ‘ a 
disputed question A number of com] s entered to the in 1 
tion, offering prices advan of ! therets prey 

tending t { e the oll ¥y pipe lis 7 i north A 1 witl 
the Northern Pacific o he Milwaukee, and n t port it throu 
the pipe line to the Southeast In it conne Secretal Fa in 
several leiters took credit to } self f lated the 
lease that the pipe ne to be constructed s} ommon rier 
entitling any producer to t1 I his 1 tt h it, a tly 
fulile provision ina ch as ti int t mimer act make ch 
t pipe il nu cal 

In the { of Jur 3. 1922, the thor serted that thet ere 
features « the contract. ¢ ( ‘ i ! in int itelv « ted 
with the I ional defe wi Ih he eclared < mist ( 
would be disclosed except r r f the President By lar 
issertion was made by him on tl] tand, <« ! g an evident impli 
cation that curiosity in relation to the same n 8 ly indicated a 
deficient patriotism [he necessity for guardi ilitary ‘ 
was offered as reason for not pron lv disclosin the mat of 
the lease and its essential features (Rex 1, DP 2e pt. 8, Dp 
2247.) 

When on the stand Admiral Rot } who s eeded <A ral 
Griftin and represented the Navy Department in connection with 
the contracts, insisted that considerations connected with the national 
defense were influential in the urse pursu with relation to them 
which he asked an opportunity to present t an executive session 
(Rec. pt. 4, p. 906 No information was conveyed to the committee 
which in its opinion had not in substance been made publi nor has 
the committee been able to appreciate how the public interest would 
be subserved or the common defense promoted by secrecy with refer- 
ence to any feature of the contracts (Ree. pt. 4, p. 963.) 

DRAINAGB 

A more detailed recital is necessary to a full understanding of the 
subject of drainage. The two areas, the Salt Creek field and Teapot 
Dome, constitute in reality but a single geological structurs Within 
them, at varying depths, are oil-bearing sands known in their order 
as the Shannon sands, the first Wall Creek sands, the second Wall 
Creek sands, the third Wall Creek sands, and the Lakota sands \ 
fold in these sands, commonly referred to as the saddle,” marks the 
limit of the two fields, if they may be regarded as separate It was 
at one time believed and the theory was advanced that water yuld 
be found in this “ saddle,” so that it would be impossible for the oil 
to migrate from one field to the other, but this view was found to be 
erroneous, and, ag stated above, drainage may take place from either 
area into the other. On this point there is no difference of opinion 
among the geological experts. They differ only as to the extent and 
seriousness of the drainage and the appropriate means of meeting the 
situation. As to this it is easily discernible tl those wedded to the 
policy of keeping the oil in the ground minimize the importance and 
the effect of the drainage that may take place, while those who 
advocate or are tolerant of the policy of extracting the oil and storing 
it magnify the loss that has ensued or that many ensue. Generally 
speaking, the experts of the Geological Survey belong to the former 
class and those of the Bureau of Mines to the latter 

One set of experts boldly advances that any opening in what is 
sometimes referred to, inaccurately, as an oil pool will, in time, permit 
the escape of gas in such quantities as to reduce materially the yield 
of the entire field as it would have produced had other wells been 
drilled at appropriate intervals. The other set maintains that 
analogies drawn from the amount of water in a lake are altogether 
misleading, seeing that the oll which occupies the interstices in sand- 
stone, often a very compact structure, is more or less viscous i its 
nature, retarding the flow, and that on the escape of the gas through 
a well, paraffin or asphalt carried as a base is precipitated and gums 


up the passage leading to the orifice, effectually shutting off eventually 
the exit of oil through it or the escape of gas (Ree. pt. 12, p. 3019.) 
The advocates of the one theory insist, accordingly, that wells having 
been opened in the Salt Creek fleld, a wise policy requires that the 
oil be extracted from the naval reserve No. 3 as speedily as pos- 
sible. Their antagonists maintain that the situation could be 
effectually met by the drilling of a line of offset wells along the 
narrow boundary between the naval reserve and the Salt Creek field. 
The conclusions of Mr. Fred G. Clapp, one of the experts employed 
by the committee, are believed by the committee to be a safe guide. 
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Tie estimates that the ol] In naval reserve No. 8 will be somewhere 
between 12,000,000 and 26,000,000 barrels instead of 135,000,000, as 
ext ited by the Bureau of Mines prior to the time the lease was 
executed (Re pt. 3, p. 765.) It should be said tin explanation 
that the first Wall Creek sands found to be highly productive in the 
Sa Creek field are barren in the Teapot Dome, a phenomenon no 
one seems to be able to explain. 

The estimate of Mr. Clapp does not include efther anything that 
may yielded by the sands below the second Wall Creek sands, one 
of whie has been rated at a depth of about 8,000 feet and 
found to be of] bearir (Transcript, MayeS, 1924, p. 7168.) There 
is fault e¢ the Teapot Dome transversely, the existence of 
which is gener recognized and which he asserts effectually shuts 
off all drainage from the region south thereof through the wells in 
th Salt Creek field to the north. 10,000,000 barrels of the 26,000,000 
he uuth of the fault and safe, Of the 16,000,000 barrels north 
of 1 fault he estimates that of the recoverable oil, if there were no 
line of offset wells drilled along the boundary between the reserve 
and the Salt Creek field, a loss of 25 per cent might ensue, either 
t through the rednetion of the as pressure 
in that area; that is to say, 4,000,000 barrels of the 16,000,000 
barrels therein. The total yield of the field would, accordingly, be 
22,000,000 barrels, or, rather, there would remain in the ground 
ree i | il to the extent of 22.000,000 barrels. Aas heretofore 
stat the average royalty under the Mammoth lease is between 
Mi) and 17 per cent: ke us soy 20 per cent for convenience of calcu- 
Jation, and for a Hke reason let the total content of the field be 
f l at 254 » 000 irrels instead of 26,000,000 If the Govern- 
ment ryalty 0 7 nt it will be entitled to 5,000,000 barrels, 
but i evid it it tal about 2 barrels of oll to pay for 
the construction of 1 1 of tankage or, rather, that the tankagce 
costs t the rate of 2 barrels of oil for each barrel of capacity in 
the tanks, so that the G rnment would have fuel oll in the tanks 
only to the amount one-third of 5,000,000 or 1,666,666 barrels. 
‘The crncial inquiry aceordingly is as to whether it is better for the 


Government to have 22,000,000 barrels of oll in the ground or 


1,666,666 barrels in tanks at the seaboard. The Government actually 
realizes for use as fuel but 6 per cent of the total content of the 
reserves under the plan being followed. 
THE DOHENY LEASES 

The fact that drainage to an appreciable extent and, indeed, to a 
serious extent, was taking place in naval reserve No. 1 and naval 
reserve No, 2 was recognized by Secretary Daniels, who resolutely, 
aud perhaps obdurately, resisted every suggestion of drilling within 


he reserves, even to protect them from drainage, until the seriousness 


of the situation was realized even by him. It is represented by the 
Bureau of Mines that the failure to drill all necessary offset wells 
prior to March 4, 1921, resulted in the loss to the Government of 
6,800,000 barrels of royalty of the value of $8,800,000. (Rec. pt. 1, 
p. 56.) The accuracy of this contention is disputed, and it is conceded 
nt the drainage which had actually taken place and the damage 
done in naval reserve No, 3 prior to the execution of the lease thereof 


was inconsequential. However, in 1920 highly produciive wells were 


brought in in territory immediately outside the southeasternmost ex- 


tremity of naval reserve No, 1, and Secretary Daniels, prior to his 
retirement on March 4, 1921, had called for bids for the drilling of 


22 offset 


wells within that reserve. The proposals were not submitted, 
however, until after the new administration came in, and the contract 


was awarded to Doheny by Fall on July 12, 1921, acting under the 
pretended authority of the Executive order of May 21, 1921, This 
contract appears to have been otherwise unexceptionable. It was 


awarded upon open competitive bidding to the highest and best bidder. 

The policy thus having been evolved of utilizing a part—and, as it 
transpired, the larger part—of the royalty ofl accruing to the Goy- 
ernment fer the construction of tanks, bids were solicited for the con- 
struction of tanks at Pearl Harbor, as heretofore stated, payment to 
be made in oil, A number of companies, including the Pan American 
Petrolenm & Transport Co., a Doheny organization, bid upon the 
contract, others being deterred, as heretofore stated, by doubt as to 
the legality of a contract of that character. Doheny submitted two 
bids, one of which was in strict conformity with the proposals and 
the other offering to do the work at a less cost, but securing to him a 
preference right to a lease of practically the eastern half of the reserve. 
(Ree. pt. 4, p. 1003.) His alternate proposal was accepted and the 
contract entered into accordingly under date of April 25, 1922. The 
negotiations for this contract were carried on simultaneously with 
those culminating tn the lease of naval reserve No. 3. Some of the 
reluctance toe give to the public information concerning the execution 
of that lease was attributed to a desire to make it and the Doheny 
contract above referred to public at the same time. Whether this 
was dne to an appreciation that disapproval of the new policy might 
make it impracticable to the Doheny contract is a matter 
wlation On 1922, in the same secret manner 
as charact the naval reserve No. 3, a 


cemplete 
11, 


rized tl eX mn of 


of sp December 


lease of 


$$ 


lease of the entire naval reserve No. 1 was executed to the Pan Amer- 
fean Petroleum Co., another Doheny organization, under which {ft 
agreed to pay royalties ranging from 12) to 35 per cent. (Rec. pt. 4, 
Pp. 1184.) A supplemental contract provided for the construction of 
tankage by the lessee company, to be paid for out of the royalty oll 
accruing under the Doheny lease, identical in its essential features in 
that respect with the provisions of the Sinclair lease. 

Under this lease the lessee became entitled at will to drill all th at 
portion of the reserve to which Doheny had acquired the preferences 
right by his contract of April 25, 1922, and as well all sections ad 
jacent to section 86, hereafter to be referred to in some detail, in the 
very heart of naval reserve No. 1. The remainder of the reserve — 
that is, the western portion—he could drill only upon request to the 
Navy Department, the effect of this provision being that if the de 
partment should, 25, 50, or 100 years hence, deem it advisable to take 
the oil out, the Doheny company or its successor must perform the 
task, the Government receiving only such royalty as is provided 
the lease, a return that may or may not be adequate when the extr 
tion actually takes place. 


im 


; The conditions giving rise to this lease are of such supreme im 
portance as to require detailed attention. There was here no im 
pending loss from drainage. That situation had been taken care of 
by the lease of July 12, 1921, under which the 22 offset wélls had been 
drilled, and by other leases of relatively small tracts upon whic! 
offset wells had been or would be drilled to meet operations that had 
been conducted or were being conducted outside the reserve and | 
an agreement which had been entered into with parties owning lan: 


» & & 


within the exterior boundaries of the reserve for a suspension 
drilling operations to be renewed only upon six months’ not\ 
It is frankly admitted that the lease in question was executed 


cause the Navy Department had evolved an entirely new policy, 
cluding that the wiser plan would be to take the oil out of the ground 
and store it in tanks at the seaboard, (Rec. pt. 4, p. 928.) Carrying 
out this plan, which included the construction of the storage works 
at Pearl Harbor, it transpired that the royalty oil coming to tle 
Government was not sufficient to meet the current expenditures 
incident to the prosecution of the construction program, and the 
Doheny lease was executed, the committee was told by Admiral Robison, 
in order that there might be available a more abundant quantity of 
royalty oil with which to meet the accruing obligations. (Rec. pt. 
4, pp. 928, 972.) Two circumstances disclosed by the testimony have 
an important bearing upon the good faith back of the reason thus 
assigned: 

First. During the war Robison was in command of a ship at Pensa- 
cola, Fla., of which the son of Doheny was a junior officer. ‘The elder 
Doheny visited his son while the ship was at that port and in that 
connection he became acquainted with Robison. In the intimacy bred 
by this association, the naval oil reserves became the subject of con 
versation, in the course of which Doheny expatiated upon the un- 
wisdom of the policy which had been pursued by Secretary Daniels 
with such effect that Rebison, who theretofore had no connection 
whatever with the reserves nor any special information about oil 
matters, entered upon the discharge of his duties as Chief of the 
Bureau of Engineering with a settled conviction that the policy which 
had been pursued was unwise and that the oil should be taken out of 
the ground as speedily as possible and stored in tanks at the seaboard. 
(Rec, pt. 4, pp. 925, 949.) 

Second, There has been no substantial production under the lease 
of December 11, 1922, and only three wells have been drilled withia 
the territory covered by it, all of the production under any of the 
Doheny leases coming from the territory covered by the relatively 
small leases. The wells which are drilled penetrate the ground in the 
remote southeastern part of the reserve, the rich character of which 
was demonstrated by wells immediately beyond. The first of these 
leases, that of July 12, 1921, pays a royalty of 55 per cent, the average 
royalty ander these leases covering an area of 1,108 acres, being 
about 28 per cent. (Rec. pt. 4, p. 1154.) In view of the lack of 
development of the area covered by the lease of December 11, 1922, 
embracing the greater portion of the reserve, it is impossible to esti- 
mate with any degree of accuracy the average royalty which would 
be yielded by the entire reserve under the lease. (Transcript May 3, 
1924, p. 7174.) 

It should be stated tn this connection that neither the Secretary 
of the Navy (Rec. pt. 2, pp. 299, 307) nor the Assistant Secretary 
(Ree. pt. 2, p. 401; pt. 8, p. 419; pt. 5, p. 1300) had any part whatever 
in the negotiations resulting in the execution of the leases here being 
canvassed, or, for that matter, in those eulminating in the Sinclair 
lease, Neither of them, when on the stand, was able to give the 
committee any information concerning the leases of naval reserve 
No. 1 or of the conditions leading up to the execution of them or of 
the circumstances and conditions inducing them. The Secretary 
had no knowledge, when on the stand, that any lease of naval reserve 
No. 1 had been executed, thongh the instrument itself bearg his 
signature, 


(Rec. pt. 5, p. 1283.) 
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The taking of testimony began with the examination of Secretary 
Fall, who was subjected to a somewhat searching inquiry extending 
over a period of two da was disclosed in his examination that 
shortly after quitting the of Secretary of the Interior on March 
4, 1923, he made a trip to pe with Sinclair as counsel for him and 
ss ites interested in securing oil concessions from the Russian Gov- 
ernment (Rec. pt. 2, p. 271), and that he had also, after leaving office, 

ted in an advisory capacity for Doheny (Ree. pt. 2, p 74.) rhe cir- 
cumstances of the employment of Fall for the European trip were 
peculiar (Ree. pt. 6, p. 1831). One J. W. Zevely, an attorney with 
offices in Washington, D. C., and a home on Long Island, N. Y 
costing in the neighborhood of $100,000, acquired through funds | 


loaned to him by Sigelair, had acted for some years as a kind of con 
fidential man and attorney for Sinclair and had been associated with 
him as such in all of the transactions here narrated Zevely made a 
trip from New York to Three Rivers, N. Mex., to convey to Fall 
Sinclair's desire that the late Secretary should accompany him on 


his Russian quest as counsel. Fall acceded and was paid $10,000 to 
cover his expenses on the trip While at Three Rivers he confided 


to Zevely that he needed $25,000 or $30,000 for some purpose not 
disclosed, and on his return to New York, the fact being communi 
cated to Sinclair, he directed that Liberty bonds or the proceeds of 
them to the amount of $25,000 should be loaned to Fall They were, 
accordingly, sent by express, the loan being evidenced by a note to 
Zevely. (Rec. vol. 6, p. 1831.) 

Fall left the stand without having disclosed that after his letter of 
June 3, 1922, had been written the whole of naval reserve No. 1 had 
been leased to E. L. Doheny as heretofore stated. The facts came 
to the attention of the committee quite accidentally upon its request 
of the Interior Department for maps of the reserves in question 
showing the leases which had been executed of the areas within them. 
About the same time there came to the knowledge of one of the mem- 
bers of the committee the fact that an enterprising newspaper had, 
in the summer of 1922, sent to New Mexico a reporter to investigate 
the alleged rise of Secretary Fall from a condition of financial 


em 
barrassment to relative affluence. The 


investigator came to Washing- 
ton at the invitation of the committee and brought with him the 
report of his investigation made to his paper at the time but which, 
for some reason, was never published. 

In consequence of information secured through him and the 
witnesses were brought before the committee from New 
with official documents, brought to light that, 


report, 
Mexico who, 
whereas Senator Fall, 
who was engaged in the ranching and cattle business, had 
straitened circumstances and had not paid his local 
years, he had during the latter part of the year 1921 


been in 
taxes for 10 
and the early 
part of 1922 purchased property in his neighborhood and made 
improvements in his holdings involving an expenditure of from $175,000 
to $200,000, and that in particular he had purchased the property 
adjacent to his own, known as the Harris Ranch, for which, with the 
cattle and equipment appurtenant thereto, he had paid $91,500, the 
initial payment of $10,000 taking place in El Paso, Tex., having been 
made in bills taken by him from a tin box in which there was 
currency. 


other 


This testimony was presented to the committee on the 3d day of 
November, 1923, at which time Fall was in New Mexico He 


sent 
word to the committee that his son-in-law, one C. C. Chase, 


who was 
entirely familiar with his business affairs, would shortly appear and 


explain the transaction satisfactorily. (Rec. vol. 6, p. 1701.) Chase 
did not present himself, and Fall reached Washington some time after 
the middle of December, coming by way of Chicago, New York, and 
Atlantic City, explaining his delay in appearing by the representation 
that he was ill. On December 27 he sent a 

committee pleading illness as an excuse for not 


communication to the 
appearing in person, 
in which communication he informed the committee that the money 
with which he purchased the Harris Ranch had been loaned to him 
to the extent of $100,000 by one Edward B. McLean, of Washington, 
Db. C.. and referring to banking connections at Pueblo, Colo... intimat- 
ing, without definitely asserting, that he had secured further funds 
to meet the additional expenditures proven to have been by him 
made from that source. (Rec. pt. 5, p. 1429.) Thereupon Mr. 
McLean, who was at that time in Palm Beach, Fla., made repeated 
requests to the committee to be excused from appearing as a witness 
on account of his ill health and illness in his family, and asserted that 
he had, in the latter part of November, 1921, loaned Fall $100,000. 
(Rec. pt. 5, p. 1453.) His testimony was taken by a member of the 
committee at Palm Beach on the 1lith of January, 1924, when he 
repudiated his former statement and admitted that he had not made 
the loan or any loan to Fall, asserting in that connection that Fall 
having applied to him for a loan he gave to Fall his checks for the sum 
named, but that the latter a few days later returned them, saying that 
he had arranged to secure the money elsewhere. (Rec. pt. 6, p. 1694.) 
Fall, who was at that time himself in Palm Beach, a guest of McLean's, 
in a letter to the examining member of the committee, confirmed the 
testimony given by Mr. McLean. (Rec. vol. 6, p. 1699.) 
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Thereafter, on the 24th da f Jat I 1924, 1 I I 
peared before the committee and t had. on N 
0, 1921 ed to Fall $100, W771.) ¥ 
un { ventures no op! \ t \ i 
a ioan «¢ whether it eht 1 I 
nated Fall and Doher were ft n 
t ining camps of the S ‘ ! had 
prospered ich L ex ! ! ' s 
truthfully, that su 1 Su is $1 OO w ' 
telle » him II i tl ] I 1? ‘ I 
tior old asso ] 
whi had bef his f j ] I l i 
to Fall In cash by the son of Doheny, w broug New Y 
where is the main office of Doheny ( » W I 1 
satchel, the money havir s ed ft ba u tl 
of the younger Doheny under i ar gement ih fathe R 
pt. 6, p. 1779; pt. 7, p. 1923.) 

It appeared that two I he \ lelive 1) 1y 
had written a letter to Fall in which the « the t tion 
of the tanks at Pearl Harbor was discu d, and Doheny sig ed hi 
desire and purpose to bid on the ontra Re ‘ 7, p. 1914.) 
Doheny stated that he expected the loan to Fall would eventually t 
paid by legal services (Rec., pt. 6, p. 1807 

Though the committee refrains, a indicated, from characterizing 
the transactions referred to, it does not hesitate to condemn it in 
the last degree, reprehensible on the part of all concerned In it rhe 
essentially corrupt character of a loan made under such circumstances 


requires no comment It would be impossible for an officer to 


accept 
a loan of such an amount, or perhaps of any amount 


under the circum 
stances without a sense of obligation to the lender, which, unless his 
character was cast in heroic mold, would be revealed 


in subsequent 
official transactions with him Its sinister import 


is appreciated when 
it is borne in mind that, without competitive bidding, as heretofore 
I 


explained, Doheny got from Fall, in the month of April fe 
contract for the coustruction of the tanks at Pearl 


lowing, the 
Harbor, and with 
it a preference right to a lease of a large share of naval reserve No. 1 
to be followed, without competitive bidding, by 


’ 
a lease of the entire 
reserve, comprising over 30,000 acres, estimated to contain 250,000, 
000 barrels of oil, out of which, Doheny told the committee, he would 


be in bad luck if he did not make $100,000,000 profit (Rece., vol. 4 


Chase, 
Tex., did come to 
Washington, as Fall said he would, stopping on the way at Cleveland, 
Ohio, to persuade another old friend of Fall to testify before the com 
mittee to the effect that he had loaned to the latter the 
which to buy the Harris ranch, conformably to a 


p. 1013.) It should be added here that Fall’s son-in-law, C. C. 
then collector of customs at the port of El Paso, 


money with 


request made ina 
letter by Fall to the gentleman in question, with which the latter 
promptly declined to comply, as he told the committee on the stand 
(Rec., vol. 11, p. 2762.) It was further disclosed that on the 
tion of Fall, Mr. McLean, above referred to, met him at Atlantic City, 
and that it was there a “l upon between them, at the instigation of 
Fall, that McLean and he should both advise the committee as they 
did, that McLean had made the loan which enabled Fall to 
Harris ranch (Rec., vol. 11, p. 2684.) 


invita- 





buy the 


Having heard the testimony of Mr. Doheny concerning the alleged 


loan of $100,000 to Fall, the latter was again called by the commit 


tee Pleading illness, he sent his physicians to inform the commit 


tee of his inability to attend, whereupon it sent three others of its 


own choice to inquire into his condition These reporting that he was 


physically able to appear, he was required to attend and, appearing, 


challenged the right of the committee to proceed because, among other 


reasons assigned, its authority was derived from a Congress which had 


expired, and at the same time he claimed immunity from testifying 


upon the ground that any evidence he might give might tend to inerimi 
nate him. The confirmatory resolution of the Senate 


bn fore rete rred 
to was then adopted, and upon the witness being recalled he stood upon 
his constitutional right and was excused 


SECTIONS 16 AND 36 


In the very heart of naval reserve No. 1 is section 36, township 30 


south, range 23 east Along the northern boundary line is section 16, 


in the same township and range, both of which, were they nonmineral, 
would have passed at the time they were surveyed to the State of Cali 
fornia by virtue of an act of Congress granting to that State for edu- 


cational purposes, if nonmineral, sections 16 and 36 in eact 


ach township 
within its boundaries. The peril of drainage of naval reserve No. 1 
springs in very large part from the existence of wells on tion 36, 
referred to, claimed by the Standard Oil Co. of California, which has 
extracted oil from it of the value, as reported by a representative of the 
Interior Department, of at least $10,000,000 If the areas mentioned 
were, at the time the survey of them was approved by the Department 
of the Interior, known or at least generally recognized to be mineral 
in character, they remained the property of the United States. If they 
were not then so known or recognized, they passed to the State of Cali 
fornia. The survey was approved January 26, 1903, Prior thereto, 
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its wells, and the entire record of the case was transmitted to the De 
partment of Justice for consideration, with the suggestion that it 
might be advisable, in the interest of the Government, to secure an 
injunction restraining a further depletion of the preperty pending the 
determination of the question of title. (Rec. pt. 5, p. 1249.) This 
communication came to the Department of Justice toward the middle 
the month of February, 1921, and was referred to one of the As 
sistant Attorneys General charged with duties in connection with the 
disposition of the public lands. (Ree. pt. 5, p. 322.) 

He, March 30, 1921, submitted to his chief a memorandum re- 
citing facts and recommending the institution of proceed 
ings for the procurement of the necessary injunction, but was directed 


of 


on 


salient 


the 


by the Attorney General not to proceed therein until he, the Attorney 
General, could find an opportunity te confer with his assistant. (Rec. 
pt. 5, p. 1251.) At that time the demands on the Attorney General 
incident to bis assumption of the duties of the office were heavy. It 
may r may not be of significance that the desire of the Attorney 
General tn the matter was carried to his assistant by an officer or at 


torney of the Standard Oil. (Rec. pt. 5, p. 1251.) At this juncture 


the attorney for that company filed a motion before the Secretary of 
the Interior to dismiss the entire proceedings. This motion was argued 
before Secretary Fall on the 8th day of June, 1921, by the attorney 
for the Standard Oil, representatives of the Navy and of the Depart 
ment of Justice attending wpon notification by the Secretary. (Tran- 


ipt, April 24, 1924, p. 6814.) Upon the conclusion of the argument 
f th motion, the Secretary inquired of those present whether the 
facts were ¢ tated by Mr. Sutro, the attorney making the argument 
for the Standard Oil. The response came to the effect that the facts 


were substantially as represented, whereupon the Secretary announced 
that the was granted. (Transcript, April 24, 1924, p. 6842.) 
The facts, how as stated by the attorney, were such only as were 
relevant to two legal propositions advanced by him in support of his 
(1) That the Ryan report and the action taken by the depart- 
ment thereon if canceling the order of withdrawal, so far as section 36 


motion 


ver, 


motion: 


was affected thereby, was a conclusive determination by the depart- 
ment that the lands were nonmineral in character; (2) that no dis- 
covery having been made within the bounds of section 36, it could 
not be held to be mineral in character, however persuasive might be the 





evidence concerning the geological conditions and the discovery of oil 
within the structure, but without the limits of the section im question. 
(Rec. pt. 5, p. 1329.) 

No argument of the law was asked by the Secretary from any one 
the Government, and the committee was told by Mr. 
pt. 8 p. 2258), who was present and whe, as above 
familiar with the law in relation to the dispesition of 
as any man in America, that, in the first place, such an 
exercise of the supervisory power of the Secretary is 
wholly unknown in the practice of the Land Department (Rec. pt. 8, 
p. 2261); no precedent for it was known by any one far as the 
committee was able to learn; and, second, that both legal propositions 


representing 
Finney (Rec. 
stated, is 
public lands 
extraordinary 


us 


80 


upon which the argument of Mr. Sutre was founded are controverted 
by Mr. Finney. Your commitiee believe both to be unsound. (Rec. 
pt. 8, p. 2257.) 


The inquiry into this feature of the history of the reserve developed 
some related facts of importance in connection with it and of very 
great public interest. Reference was made above to the institution 
of suits against the Southern Pacifie Railroad Co. to cancel patents 
for lands adjacent to section 36 and within the exterior boundaries 
of the reserve. The important question in the suits named was 
identical with that which is determinative of title te section 36, 
namely, was the land in question knewn to be mineral in character 
at the time of the approval of the survey? One of these suits rela- 
tive to lands west of a range line cutting the reserve near its middle 
(parts of secs. 17 and 19, and all of sees. 15, 21, 23, 25, 27, 29, and 
35, T. 30 8.. B. 


2° 
vo, 


B.), was tried im the United States District Court 


92 


-— 
for the Southern District of California, Judge Bean presiding, and 
was decided in faver of the Government (Ree. pt. 16, p. 1857). An 


appeal was taken to the cireuit court of appeals (249 Fed. 785; Rec. 
pt. 5, p. 1566), where the judgment was reversed and the title of 
the Southern Pacific affirmed, the conciusion being reached by that 
tribunal that the evidence did not establish the mineral character of 
the land at the time of the survey. 

An appeal was then taken to the Supreme Court of the United 
States (251 U. 8. 1; Ree. pt. 5, p. 1587), where the judgment of the 
circuit court of appeals was reversed, the judgment of the district 
court affirmed, the patents were ordered canceled, and the land reverted 
to the United States and now forms an integral part of the reserve. 
In the other suit (260 Fed. 511; Rec. pt. 5, p. 1581) similar relief 
was sought as to three sections of land (secs. 29, 31, and 33, T. 30 
S., R. 24 E.), within the reserve east of the range line, the survey 
ef which was approved about the same time as the survey of the 
lands which were the subject of the other suit. (Rec. pt. 5, p. 1533.) 


Suit No. 2 was directed toward lands outside the reserve as well as to 
the three sections above mentioned, the lands outside having beer 














aurvered a number of years before, while those within the reserve approved by the then Seeretary @ Sten Beast » te ' 
were platted at or about the same time as the tracts involved in suit (Transcript, May 1, 1924, p. 7114) t ‘ : 
No. 1. That suit came on for hearing before Judge Bledsoe after | President Wilson directed that t i re 

the decision fn suit Ne. 1 by the cirenuit court of appeals, but before | May 1, 19 4, p. 7115.) Testim \ a é 1 
the dect n by the Supreme Court of the United States. Upon the officers, who advised aguinst the ; 

authority of the deci 1 of the circuit court of appeals, which was | was reversed by the hisstoner of the ¢ 

binding upon Judge Bledsoe, he decided the case tried before him | decision came before Secretary Payne for 

against the Government, denying relief as to the three sections within si of the commissior and 4 tiled the { 
the reserve as well as to the tracts without No appeal was taken 1, 1924, p. 7116.) A petition f r . 
from that decision, though the time for appeal had not expired when | practice of the } nd office, whi uy l 

the decision of the Supreme Court was rendered in suit No. 1, and | Fall took office He filed an opinion tn ¥ ! . 

the facts as to the tracts within the reserve involved in suit No. 2 | the matter one of first impres ! ‘ t 

were substantially identical with the facts upon which the Supreme | patents as ruled by the mission ft ( 1 7 ‘ ‘ 
Court ruled that the lands involved fn suit No. 1 belonged to the | that he would not disturb the decision of his predecessor Ile ! 


United States ingly deniec 


The Bean decision was rendered on the 9th day of June, 1915, the | granted to the Honolul 
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circuit court of appeals decision was rendered on the 6th day of May, | February 25, 1920. (Transcript, Mey 1, 1924, p. 711 I : 
1918, and the case ultimately decided by the Supreme Court on the | signed by Secretary Fall were accordingly executed ! - 
17th day of November, 1919 (Rec. pt. 5, p. 1587.) The Bledsoe 7 f 16 
opinion was filed on the 28th day of August, 1919 (Ree. pt. 5, p. 1581), led that the } wer i tin oi ‘ 
so that there remained approximately nine months after the decision e act ed to was to ‘ ea f i 1g 
of the Supreme Court of the Tnited ites in suit No. 1 within which 9 1410 rhe olulu ny | wer ‘ 
an appeal might have been taken by the Government from the adverse y were of aren The act toned , . the 
decision in suit No, 2 It is the opinion of your committee that had indeed, to grant f cla hin whi : rf 
such an appeal been taken there would have been preserved to the | had been - a. but wa . ba , - 
United States and to the Navy these three sections believed to be of been made to the Honolulu om and the . 
very great value. Had these three sections been so preserved and the | were neither signed by President Harding not thorized by } 
title of the Government to section 36 been diligently asserted and | fur as the record discloses. (Trat ript, May 1, 1924 ». 71290 
maintained, the problem of drainage, so far as naval reserve No. 1 is | There ts no written evidence that he had any knowledge of the ! ‘ 
concerned, would relatively simple. For a more complete under- | ‘They seem to have been awarded without any authority of law the 
standing of the matters here diseussed there Is appended a map of | members of the committee have been ‘ a ss perhaps tl fia aot 
neval reserve No. 1. is, that the right of possession to tl paar anata 1 - 
NAVAL RESERVE NO. 2 asserted by tl H lulu company in lit tion pendir In the State 
Naval reserve No. 2 is a checkerboard; that is to say, every alter- | Of California, to which the Government was a part 1 dect vas 
nate seciion within it passed by the grant to the Southern Pacitice Rail entered adjudicating that the Honolulu y is entitled to the pos 
way Co., patents having issued some years, if not many yea! before | Session of the property under the lease mentioned. 
the mineral character of the land was generally known; at lea it was The committee contented itself. as to the leases of the Tlonolulu com- 
s0 held by the courts after protracted litigation The areas, title to | pany, with an inquiry simply into the facts of 1 1. it being directed 
which had passed from the Government, were being constantly drilled, | by a separate resolution of the Senate to prosecute a full ingnu nto 
and the advisability of securing as much oil as possible as speedily as the circumstances attending the execution of the leases 1 itioned 
possible from the lands still held by the Government was recognized The utter disregard of the law with unwarranted a my n of 





on all hands. Leases of producing wells and of clair 
the placer mining law, 


is asserted under authority on the part of the Seeretary of the Interior in conunectt 
embracing areas within the sections to which | With the leases referred to was not pecuitar. Throughout the 
the Government retained title, were freely awarded after the passage | actions here reviewed a seeming contempt for the 


‘ 
trane- 
restrictions placed 


“at properties involved and 
policy thus inaugurated was continued under the administration of | What was generally regarded as fundamentals of the law is manifested, 





of the act of February 25, 1920, by the Wilson administration, and the by Congress upon the disposition of the gre 

















President Harding until all the lands within that reserve were leased In no particular was there a graver abuse than in the incident now to 
The following is a list of the leases awarded, with the names of the | be narrated, oF 
present holder and the royalty paid under each lez | PMPLOYMENT OF THE MARINES 
| 
om ee ee eee ene | The lease of the Teapot Dome having been executed, the Mammoth 
Lease No. Present holder Acres Royalty Of! Co. having taken possession of the property acquired by it under 
ee il aaa selec . its lease and having entered upon its drilling operations, parties assert- 
| ing title to 160 acres within the reserve, under one of the flagrantly 
VISALIA | | —— : ai one P - , 
t j Bost Pacifle OC . Per cen | baseless mining claims hereinbefore referred to, entered Into an operat: 
GD. ona ndaneedade oston- Paetfie ee eS 16 124-25 | se tenia ‘ s > . . 
SL ho anliunedae to de ; os. | ing agreem: nt with the Mutual Oil Co., which entered upon the tract 
meh batieemnanaeeoemntheain > 0. . 8,057. 27 | 5 | in question, set up a drilling rig, and penetrated the ground to a 
) distance approaching the oil-beartng sands (Ree., vol. 11, p. 2799.) 
320 . n . . 
80 In that situation Secretary Fall instigated Assistant Secretary Roos 
(*) | velt, Secretary Denby then being in the Orient, to direct Major General 
38 28) | Lejeune, commandant of the Marine Corps, to send a squad of his co 
09%13(e) - United Off Co..__.............-- 30 os s frour the city of Washing a valet Sei ol " — 
08314(b) Caribou Oil Mining Co.......... sO | | Mand from the city ¢ iimgton to naval reserve No. 3 in the State 
ee - cern cree aetval I, QI icncinniiaaemnndtiaaied 40 of Wyoming to eject the Mutual Of! Co. as a trespasser (Ree., pt. 11, 
09334(b)-010177-78-79-80..../ N ala Of] Consoli- | 1, 385. 62 p. 2723.) The story was first related to the committee by the officer to 
j dated. > , ¢ rye OonTe c © 
Buena Vista Oil Co. and Union 40 «| | whom the job was fntrusted, Maj. George K. Shuler, at present treas- 
Oil Co. | urer of the State of New York. (Reec., pt. 4, p. 1054.) He was dt 
«tran. Pacifie OF | : ; I 
Boston- Pacific oil Sa secceseees I rected by Lejeune to see Fall for instructions Having been told by 
Associated Oil Co..............-- } 124-25 . 
ae ke 1 5 the latter what [ft was he was expected to do. Fall inquired of him 
PD OE Ons en ctetninedien 38 | 121-25 | what he would do if an ftmjunction issued out of the United States 
United Otl Co | 124-25 | > 4 P. nat nasen . 
) ores cecece- coseces ; | court for Wyoming were served upon him Like a true soldier he an- 
North American Oil Consolidated} 124-35 | ipnaitt ait Y -—_ ere - ba =e 4 ‘ ater he an 
| Naval Reserve Oil Co............ 320 125-61 | swered that he would obey the instructions of his superior officer and 
Equitable Petroleum Co 640 | 125-8 | execute his command (Ree., vol. 4, p. 1056.) This reply imended 





Pa oy oR es ee ee oa ANU) 25 ~50 | 


him to the Secretary, who grew comnmnicative and told him that he 


$$ — had found It difficnit to persn ide the President to anthorize 





the course 
ra t ie rsue; y »h f mornine wie q _ . 

(Rec., vol. 4, p. 1155.) 4 een be pursued, but he had that morning yielded (Rec., vol 

Shuler proceeded to the reserve with four privates, and though there 

was some mild protest on the part of the officers of the State 

Wyoming and naturally some reluctance exhibited on the part of the 


No information has come to the committee suggestive of any impro- 
priety in any of these leases, save as hereinafter stated. 

The Honolalu company has been awarded leases within the reserve 
aggregating 3,057 acres. That company, some years prior to the ter- | company engaged in drilling, he succeeded by a mere display of fore: 
mination of the Wilson administration, applied for patent to 17 min-| in bringing about a suspension of the operations of the intrudts 
fing claims. (Transcript, May 1, 1924, p. 7113.) This application was | company. (Rec., vol. 4, p. 1057.) 
approved by the then Commissioner of the General Land Office, Clay Your committee does not hesitate to denounce this proceeding as a 
Tallman, as to 13 of the claims embraced in the application and denied | perfectly outrageous use of the arnred forces of the United States, 


as to 4, (Transcript, May 1, 1924, p. 7113.) Wis conclusion was The civil arm of the Government was unquestionably equal to tte 


‘ 
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em I nited States District Court for Wyoming was open 
nent Immediately upon the institution of proceedings 
t the intruders, the court would have awarded 
’ m restraining them front extracting any oil from the 
’ ! 1 lune course, the question of their right could be de- 
1 Vhat the decision must necessarily have been could not 
loubtful rl United States marshal was unquestionably 
, > nfs ans ls which the court might render. It Is 
rt that tl rocedure followed was pursued to avoid 
‘ i ; vy into validity of the Sinclair lease. If suit 
“ iled by Sincla iiming the right to the possession of the prop- 
I th lidity of that lease would be immediately | 
’ » g , inasmuch as every litigant nrust recover upon 
t wh titl not upon the wenkness of that of his 
the same eason if the intruders could be ejected 
f i ind reed thus to institute suit to regain pos- 
vould first ye into question, and, as they had 
i Id iined, the validity of the Sinclair lease would 
I upon 
i rrespondence between the Secretary and the President 
’ ih t «he pt. 11, p. 2935) an attempt is made to defend 
li or to justify them upon the ground that the situation 
k i a of one who intrudes upon a navy yard or an 
Arie ) reven an outsider who attempts to occupy a room in the 
Sta Va ind Navy Building, but even the writer of the letter 
muld not hav ween deceived by any such supposed analogy. The 
n ird, for instance, Is actually occupied by officers and men of 
t N y and by buildings within which the operations under their 
ii ion are irried on The department building is occupied through- 
vsut by representatives of the Government, including watchmen and 
i iker No representative of the Government, certainly no repre- 
; f her th \rmy or the Navy, was in actual occupancy 
f I No, 3, or any part of it. Except for the operations 
I ‘ ried on by Sinclair, it was like any similar portion of the 
viblic deomain—unfenced, no buildings on it, nothing whatever 
to licate j secupancy by the Government. In substance, the arnred 
fo ff the United States were placed at the disposal of Mr. Sinclair 
» a 1 t} mbarrassment which might come to him through a law 
trespassers upon property leased to him by the Govy- 
‘ nN i 
rH LEASES AS GOOD BARGAINS 
\ lisposition is evinced in some quarters to dismiss or overlook the 
s iggestive circumstances shown in the hearings indicating cor- 
ption in connection with the Sinclair and Doheny leases, the flagrant 
lisregard of the law and the unwarranted assumption of authority that 


attended their execution, the abandonment of the settled policy of the 


joverament evidenced by them, to inquire as to whether they are or 
t exellent bargains viewed from the standpoint of the Govern- | 
micut These efforts invariably arriving at or peinting to the conclu 
ion that they are such are obviously designed to divert attention from | 
) ve me the effect upon the public mind of the features of the | 
transactions above referred to. 
Yor ommittee can not believe that a lease under which the Gov- 
unent receives 6 per cent of the oil in the ground and the Icssee gets 


what it receives on account of the construction of tankage 


ne 


Had the leases | 


cau possibly in the interest of or just to the former 
oon awarded upon competitive bidding, there would have been no occa- 
on to inquire whether they are or are not fair or just to the Govern- 
neut Such a test would have conclusively established the fact. The | 
ymission to invite competition casts a suspicion on the transaction as 
being in the interest of the Government, Even if the law does not 
require that such a contract be let upon competitive bids, business pru- 
deu would dictate that such a course be followed, as it was followed 
a the ease of some of the minor leases of areas within the two Cali- 
fornia reset Ss 
the Seeretary of the Interior consulted with anyone competent 
xm experience in affairs of such magnitude to advise him concerning 
the terms of the lease, viewed as a business proposition, the fact was 
not divulged Evidently he conceived himself quite competent unaided 
to votiate with sueh yeteruns in the oil business as Sinelair and 
Do } It Is true he conferred with officials of the Bureau of Mines, 
intcal men not chosen by reason of their skill or success in business, 
Not only was the Teapot Dome lease awarded to Sinclair without 
) m, but he pald a fabulous price to procure the elimination of 
ial rival. One seeking only a fair contract from the Govern- 


nent does not buy off his competitors; neither does he, when he secures 
blackmail in connection with it; nor does he, 
pending, accommodate the awarding oflicer with 


i yrdinarily, submit to 


are 


ile negotiations 


loaus or gifts. 

t is of little consequence that the royalty mentioned in the leases 
yr even that it may be higher than that stipulated in 
Not to mention other 
purchases without compett- 
Upon 


rproximately 
ises between private individuals or companies 
under the Sinelair hie 


lease, 


onsiderations 


tien the 


royalty oil of the Government, paying the current price, 
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competitive bidding the royalty oil accruing to the Government 
leases of areas in the adjacent Salt Creek fleld ata 
greatly in excess of the current market price. Sinclair likewise secures 
the opportunity, should the Secretary of the Navy choose to exercise 
an option accorded him by the contract, to supply the Navy with oil 
products, of which it requires great quantities, at the market price. 
Considering the reasonableness of the royalties in his lease stipulated, 
it is just to instiiute a comparison with those pald to the Government 
under leases covering the immediately adjacent territory in the Salt 
Creek field. They were awarded June 15, 1921, upon competitive bid 
ding, the royalty being fixed at either 25 per cent or 334 per cent flat, 
the bidders offering bonuses, in one instance as bigh as $1,412.50 per 
acre and bringing the Government an aggregate above the royalty of 
$1,687,000 for 6,400 acres in all. (Ree., pt. 4, p. 1112.) 

There of such leases, embracing 40 tracts of 
limited the economies resulting from unified 
control capable of being exercised under the 
Sinclair doubtful whether a lease of an area of proven 
that covered thereby or by the Doheny lease is 
known in the history of oil production, and comparison with the terms 
of leases of relatively small tracts is likely to be deceptive. 

Notwithstanding better terms can ordinarily be secured for leases 
of larger has deemed it wise to limit the acreage of 
oil land which may be leased to any individual or corporation at least 
as one transaction, fixing 4,800 acres in the case of Indian lands and 
640 acres under the act of February 25, 1920. 

The act of June 4, 1920, placed no limitation upon the area that 
might be embraced in a lease or upon the area that might be leased 


from 


was sold pric e 


were, furthermore, 22 
not permitting 


production 


areas, 
and 
lease. 


equal 


InASS 
It 


to 


is 


territory 


areas, Congress 


to a single individual, but the policy of Congress was clearly evinced 
in the acts referred to, 

It is pertinent te remark in this connection that whatever drainage 
might take place from naval reserve No. 3, had it not been leased o1 
protected by offset wells, would have swelled the production of the 
wells on the tracts to the north so leased In other words, the Goy- 
ernment would be entitled to, and would have received, a royalty of 
25 or 334 per cent instead of 16-odd, which it receives under the Sin- 


clair lease It is true that the royalty would not accrue to the benefit 
of the Navy but would be deposited in the fund established by the act 
of February 25, 1920, to be distributed as therein provided, in part to 
the General reclamation fund, and the State of Wyo 
ming, but Congress would have full power at any time to provide that 


an equitable portion of the royalty paid on leases, the production of 


Treasury, the 


which was enhanced by drainage, should inure to the benefit of the 
Navy. 

Sut the entire discussion to which reference has been made pro- 
ceeds upon a false basis. It might be admitted that were the property 


owned 
of a 


in question by an individual or individuals, personally or as 
corporation, the would be fair. The indi- 
vidual ownér has no object in view except to get the most money he 
can out of the property and to get it as soon as he can. In the course 
of nature he must die, and dying he may never enjoy any benefit from 
the property 

The Government, unlike the Individual, never acquired or rather 
reserved the property in question with a view to make money out of 
it. ‘The Government is not impelled to realize on it in anticipation 
of death. It was reserved with a view to its exhaustion at some 
time in the future when, by reason of the inability to meet the de- 
mands of the Navy from ether sources, the price should soar to a 
prohibitive level. It is in view of that idea that the subject of the 
business sagacity manifested in these leases must be considered. 

It is said that it is better for the Government to get even 6 per 
cent than to have the whole deposit lost by drainage. Quite true, 
but no one has ventured to say that the whole treasure would be 
lost. Reference has been made to the testimony of Mr. Clapp to 
the effect that a loss of 4,000,000 barrels of the 26,000,000 in the 
Teapot Dome might be anticipated. (Ree. pt. 3, p. 755.) Might not 
that loss be better suffered than to be content with only 1,666,666 
barrels of fuel oil in tanks at the seaboard to be held there for an 
indefinite time and, so far as human foresight may go, may remain 
stored for a century? It is to be borne in mind that the storage 
tanks are frightfully expensive works. The money invested in them 
will double itself at 4 per cent compound interest, payable semi- 
annually, three and a half times in 25 years, and in a century would 
reach a fabulous sum. The private owner of oil lands assumes no 
such burden when he disposes of his property reserving a royalty 
in kind. He contemplates the immediate disposition of his oil, not 
to hold it for perhaps a century. 

It is a question of the utmost gravity whether, under the circum 
stances, it would not be the wiser policy to suffer some depletion of 
the reserves through drainage than to realize but 16 per cent of their 
content, two-thirds of which is paid out for containers in which to 
store the other one-third. That is a question of policy which should 
have been determined by Congress. It may be the wiser course, a8 
advocated by Admiral Robison, to take the oil out of the ground 


stockholders lease 
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e 
and or n tanks at the seaboard whese it -will be available for | involved The committe 
u in hn ¢ icy, 1 ( gress ts th y to say so. | ri r tions as it ma deem 
= iid Col beci i t ve th part of wisdom to abandon th i lation ffecting the reser 
policy « intaining a reserve in the earth, it would then be econ- | R illy su tte 
fronted with he question as to whether the cost of constructing I the mmitt : ; 
containers should be met through appropriations out of the Genera 
L ury « th h the util tion to that end of two-thirds of tl 
oil that might be se« last ilty from leases of the reserv« Co ‘ 
gress i ul | gov l Z *y to poive th pre \ \ 
‘ of ‘ it 1 r del d its duty in that re » elth I 
Albert L. Fall or Edwin Denby, or both of them. Obviously, ; ( ( ! 
either course was bel ed by them, or either of them, to be that which rT 
wisdom wou t, Col ss should hav ‘ h 
+ : 
f ne ry ex ix is i le« Ty 
i . ) i ; ‘ cone ] SH ‘ M t ! ‘ ( 
uot asked either to make the necessary appro] Srrver mit 
Su } ( . 7 ) 
struction orf ti tal 3 ior a borily ft ise it 
{ All i 0% eu Senate resolutior ) tiws ; tj 
purpose, because it was re zed that Congress w ’ 
} naval oil land VW ‘ < , ‘ ’ ‘ 
ne ng < t} other Theres : lisclosed soime ‘Vide _ oO gle 
- anes nh n t r A i aisciosed som evidene t gi table and to be printe« ‘ , t% . ‘ . ; ) 
tl Cong wa < i tne ¢ irse pursued. ‘ 1] ] : 
a@auiLiocl | cones he ryrin) | uw ‘ 
Your committee is of the inion that to utilize tw thirds of th > : > 
; ' : Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on 1 aint telat 
\ t re I i ry it wove! ment rem i . i uay su { ‘ 
rat ay, ae I aves ma t ov - 1ent tres eases ' I f Survevs. submitted ¢ » vie le oe ‘ i 
dvisable to make a | lions of the reserves is not only indefe baty drv Senate resolutions Rative to invest inten Ol ' 
wasteful but would leave it without an adequate supply fuel ! ate } : - . : 
ae sae oe —_ * oe” | naval oil lands (Rept. No. 794), which was ordered to be } 
to meet su ar re I as was ontemplated in the reation >  y 
: i « e : ‘ tempi < ‘ in the Recorp, as follows: 
them, The policy which was followed in that regard was entered upon 
without any seriou wideration of the question as to whether thus : reigned 1 of the on | 
utilizing two-thirds of the royalty oil to pay for tankage there w lke — , . 6 th 
be secured enough fuel oil to meet the needs of the Navy should me port on the leas a mea . : ‘ ! ’ 
occasion arise to resort to the reserves. No one coneerned in th ; meanenns 
transaction or in the adoption of the policy pursued was able to givé NO BCH RATS Ones aty nl “ nv : te 
the committee an approximate estimate of the quantity which the which b ee sudniitt ae nal 
reserves would produce or the quantity reasonably necessary as from the printer 
en A casual readir ‘ th report ij ites 
INCIDENTAL INQUIRIES nd it a ng! , : ' 
2 : 7 ‘ ce : de edi, 4 unw tuted by the estin 
In the prosecution of the investigation with which it was ¢) 
‘ -_ . : On II 14, when the hearings w di inued f ! rT 
by the Nenate your committee felt called upon to fellow some line , ° : 
: : : reques wa made ol reeord t { I or ) nity « | 
of inquiry that yielded nothing 4 , : ; 
. i n I tt r Ww ! i ent seyT 

rT oe oe : evrrent artic Vs afte inks ‘ float he trot . 

The rumor was current, perticularly after evider nat th tor from Montana [Mr. Wansn] indicated he tended to prepar 
actions to which attenti had been given w nted, 1 pudil that such opportunity be given before the report was submitted to tl 
officers had been concerned in dealings in the stocks of the companie mitt final { N 5 i 

I e 10 nai » 8 l ‘ : f tle« 
rhich : ce , een a I ir i nnies be Ing lose 
to which the leas had been awarded or of compa! earing ¢ Lhe report was printed and presented June 4 to the committ 
alatio > 24 iblv up nformation referaliile to offictal 
relation to the , presumably 1 I inftormatior _ Fefer le ft Mciual immediate consideration and action It wa on that date first pr 
sources. Diiigent inquiry into the foundation of the rumor revealed | sented to the undersigned. It has been physically impossible 1 
I ‘ i iF) get as beer ) ¢allv 1 oxssible oO @ 
° c 2) clen importance ) eo + *») 12 rer he rumor | ; 
n facts of ifficient a rtane a report In lik anne t rumor | mine, ui any fair or a qua manuel the statemer ot the 1 rt 
persisted that the appointment of Secretary Fall was brought about ot which deals with such voluminous testimer md v h attempts % 
was made pursuant to a conspiracy which was entered in between | pace j nt ' ‘ 
eertain prominent oil operators and others at or prior to the Repu facts 5 
lican National Con ition of 1920 which, in fits general scope, conte | The report ind ies that t) _ : , 
plated the exploitation of the publicland reseurces by those con- | yet eoncluded. and ar e resuut m « b thority « 
cerned in it. | com tee as the representative of the Sena e vind ted i j 

The remarkable circumstances attending the promulgation of th attempt to further interrogate M HW. F. Sinel 
Executive order of May 81, 1921, and the leases of the naval reserves | The undersigned will prepare d submit to the § ; , 
gave color to the rumor and a searching inquiry seemed warranted. | as may, in their judgment, hav been « rlooked ‘} ' 

. , 

The committee was appointed to investigate and it preceeded to investi- | presented, nd such corrections and chana S { fud 
gate. The evidence failed to establish the existence of any such con |} should be brought to the attention of the Senate | r ny ! 
| 

spiracy It was revealed, however, that Mr. Sinclair contributed | action is taken 
$10,000 to the campaign fund raised by the Republican National Com LD i } 
mittee in connection with the election of 1920, and that he subs Reet ‘ 
quently contributed $75,000 to make up the deficit carried over that Ror N. Sas 
. > . . | 
election by it (Rec. pt. 12, p. 2909); and further that E. L. Doheny | R tl. a 
contributed $75,000, as he testified, or $32,500, as testified by the | . oOo. 7 M 
chairman thereof, to the Democratic National Con ¢ in the same \ ; \ j i I 
eon - . _— | thi ‘ Lh BRIDGE, VEAL ii YOIS BEND rex 
contest (Rec. pt. 12, p. 3070), and that he likewis« uted $26,000 
i : . PALL) ) » Committe ‘o ner 
to the Republican committee. (Ree. pt. 4, p. 997.) } Mr. SHiEPPAtL from the Committee on Commerce | 
| port back favorably without amendment the bill (CH. R. 9519 
CONCLUSION granting the consent of Congress to the North Texas Co., « 


St. Jo, Tex., a corporation organized under tl! ws of the 
State of Texas, to construct a toll bridge across the Red Rive: 
in the vicinity of INimois Bend, Tex., and TI submit a 1 
thereon. 1 ask unanimous consent for the immediate consid 
tion of the bill. 

The PRBSIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

There being no ebjection, the Senate, as in Committee « 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill hich was read. a 
follows: 


As the Senate has heretofore been advised, H. F. Sinclair being 
recalled before the committee to testify, among other things, con 
cerning features of the transactions under investigntion developed 
since he was last on the stand, declined to testify upon various 
grounds, among others, that the Senate has no power, under the | 
Constitution, to require an unwilling wituess either to attend or | 
testify before it or any of its committees. Proteedings are now 


7 





pending in the courts to secure an adjudication of the right to the 
immunity so claimed. Should ‘the authority of the committee, as | 
the representative of the Senate, be vindicated, it will desire further | Be it enacted, etc., That the eonsent o 
to interregnte Mr. Sinclair. It accordingly reports that it has not | to the North Texus Co., of St. Jo, Tex., to constru » bride ar 


finished its labors under the resolutions of the Senate and will re- | the Red River in the vicinity of Tilinvis Bend, Tex., under sp . 
sume them at seme appropriate and convenient season unless other- | tions complying with all laws, ru ! ilatior verning such, 
wise ordered. and their successors and assigns, to coustruct, maintain, aud operat 1 


It is unnecessary to say that pursuant to the directions of Congress | a bridge and approaches thereto across the Red River at a point suit 
the validity of the lease un ssed of naval reserves No. 1 .and able to the interests of navigation, at er near Line Bend, Tex in 


No. 3 is under inquiry by the courts in suits to recover the lands | the county of Montague, in the State of Texas, in cordance with 





CONGREE 


‘onstruction of | 





provisio 1 i ntitled \n act to regulate the 
) iviga waters ppm 1 March 23, 1906 
i igh ’ r nend, or repeal this act is hereby 
j 
I"! bill wa reported 0 he Senate s hou im ndment or- | 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
STATUE OF SEQUOYAH 
Ir, MOSES From the Committee on Printing I report back 
ivorably without amendment House Concurrent Resolution No. 
ii Task unanimous consent for its present consideration, | 
PRESIDING OFFTCER, Is there objection to the imme- | 
cdiaate msideration of the concurrent resolution 7 
1") re bein l objection, the concurrent resolution was read, 
vasicle 1 by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 
I; } llouse of Repreaentativea (the Senate concurring), 
l printed and bound the proceedings in Congress, together 
v pi ding it the unveiling in Statuary Hall, upon the 
of t itue of Sequoyah, presented by the State of Okla- 
ou i of which 1,000 sball be for the use of the Senate 
' ou to i¢ use of the Tlouse of Representatives nd the remain. | 
1.00 pprae hall e for the use and distribution of the Senators 
i } ii ili mgress from the State of Okluhoma 
j it ¢ itte on Printing hereby authorized to have the 
ed Printer who shall pro le sult le illus- | 
' n ind with the proceedings 
mr MACARTHI MILITARY RESERVATIOS \LI! | 
Vr, WADSWORTH From the Committee on Military Af- 
fair f report back favorably, without amendment, the bill 
(H. R. 6652) to authorize the citv of Los Angeles, in the State | 
of California, to construct and eperate a line of railroad across | 
the Fort MacArthur Military Reservation, in the State of Cali- 
fornia 
f ask unanimous consent for the immediate eonsideration of 
the bill It is a very simple and unobjectionable measure | 
fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. I[s there objection to the pres- | 
ent consideration of the bill? | 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, T wish to ask the Senator | 
if the bill has been submitted to the Senate mnmittee an 1 | 
cous'dered bv it? 
Mr. WADSWORTH The bill came er from the House | 
yesterday, and the individual members of the Senate eom- | 
mittee considered it this morning. The bill has the approval | 
of the War Department, and merely authorizes the city of | 
Los Angeles to run a street through a portion of the military 
reservation | 
Mr. RORINSON [I see no objection to its present consid. | 
eration, } 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as fol- | 
Lay 
Re nacte . That the Secretary of War is hereby ile coniad | 
to rant to th ty of I Angeles, in the State of California, a | 
municipa orporation, its successors and assigns, a permit to locate, 
constr t muintain, and operate a line of railrond and a permit to | 
const! t and maintain a public highway across the tidelands, ceded by | 
the Stat of California to th United States, fronting on the lower 
military reservation at Fort MacArthur, in the State of ¢ lifornia, | 
upon such location and under such regulations and conditions as shall | 
ipproved by the Secretary of War: Provided, That nothing con 
tained in this act shall be held to authorize any infringement on the | 
wat front rights held by the United States on this servation } 
SI 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressiy reserved. | 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, | 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FEDEK ATL JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN NORTH CAROLINA 
Mr. OVERMAN. From the Committee on the Judiciary I | 
report back favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. | 
O814) to amend section 98 of the Judicial Code. The bill 
merely provides for the holding of court in one town in my 


State. 7 
Attorney 


here is no objection to it; it is recommended by the 
General and by the court. I ask unanimous consent 


for the immediute consideration of the bill 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in the Committee | 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read | 
as follows: 

Re it enacted, ete.,, That section 98 of an act entitled “An act to | 
codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved 
March if1l1, as amended, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

Swe. 98. The State of North Carolina is divided into two dis- | 
tricts, to be known as the eastern and western districts of North 
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Carolina 
the Ist day 
srunswick 


he eastern distri 


rf 1910, in 


shall inelude the territory embraced o1 
he counties of Beanfort, Bertie, Bladen 
Camden, Chatham, Cumbertand, Currituck, Craven, € 
Chowan, Carteret, Dare, Duplin, Durham, Bdgecombe, Vranklin 
Gates, Granville, Greene, Halifax, Harnett, Hertford, Hyde, Johnston 
Jones, Martin, Moore, Nash, New Hanover, Northampton 
Onslow, Pamlico, Pasquotank, Pender, Perquimans, Person, Pitt, Robe 
Sampson, Scotland, Tyrrell, Vance, Wake, Warren 
Wayne, and Wilson. Terms of the district court for 


Ct 
Tuly t 
yum 
bus, 


[fnoir, Lee, 


san, Richmond, 


Washington the 


eastern district shall be held at Fayetteville on the Monday before the 
last Mondays in March and September; at Wilson on the first Monday, 
in April and October; at Elizabeth City on the second Mondays in 
April and October; at Washington on the third Mondays in April ami 


October: at 
Wilmington 


Newbern on the fourth Mondays in April and October; 


yn the second Monday after the fourth Mondays in Apri! 


j and October; and at Raleigh on the fourth Monday after the fourth 
Mondays in April and October; and in addition for the trial of ciy 
‘ases on the first Mondays in March and September: Provided, Tha 
the city of Fayetteville and the city of Wilson shall each provide anid 
furnish at its own expense a suitable and convenient place for holding 
the district court at Fayetteville and at Wilson until a courthouse shal 
be constructed by the United States. The clerk of the court for the 
eustern district shall maintain an office in charge of himself or a 
deputy at Raleigh, at Wilmington, at Newbern, at Elizabeth City, a 
Washington, at Fayetteville, and at Wilson, which shall be kept open 
at all times for the transaction of the business of the court. 

The western district shall include the territory embraced on th» 
Ist day of July, 19190, in the counties of Alamance, Alexander, Ashe 
Alleghany, Anson, Buncombe, Burke, Caswell, Cabarrus, Catawba, Cleve 
land, Caldwell, Clay, Cherokee, Davidson, Davie, Forsyth, Guilford 
Gaston, Graham, Henderson, Haywood, Iredell, Jackson, Lincoln, Mon 
gomery, Mecklenburg, Mitchell, McDowell, Madison, Macon, Orange 
Doll Kandolph, Rockingham, Rowan, Rutherford, Stanly, Stokes 
Surry, Swain, Transylvania, Union, Wilkes, Watauga, Yadkin, ani 
Yaneey ferms of the district court for the western 4istrict shall be 
held in Greensboro on the first Mondays in June and December; a 
Statesville on the third Mondays in April and October; at Salisbur 
on the fourth Mondays in April and October; at Asheville on the first 


Mondays in May and November; at Charlotte on the first Mondays in 


April and October; and at Wilkesbore on the fourth Mondays in May 
and Novyembet The clerk of the court for the western district shal 
maintain an office In charge of himself or a deputy at Greensboro, at 
Asheville, at Statesville, and at Wilkesboro, which shall be kept open 


it all times for the transaction of the business of the court.’ 

Sec. 2 That the act entitled “An act providing for the establish 
ment of two additional terms of the District Court for the Eastern 
District of North Carolina at Raleigh, N. C.,” approved April 27, 
1916, is hereby repealed 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third rending, read the third time, and passed 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, we are on the order of business 


of reports of corumittees now, Let us have the regular order. 


CHARLES T. NORMAN 


Mr. BAYARD. 
favorably, without 


rom the Committee on Claims I report back 
amendment, the bill (H. R. 1830) for the 


relief of (harles T. Norman, and I submit a report (No. 778) 


thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate consider: 
tion of the bill 


Mr. SMOOT. Let the bill be read. We do not know what 
it is 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
bill . 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Charles T. Norman, of Richmond, 
Va., the sum of $882.24, tee same being a refund of income tax 


erroneously collected 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, may I say a word of explana- 
tion of the bill to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SMOOT. TI shall be glad to hear it. 

Mr. BAYARD. The facts are these: This man paid his Fed- 
eral income tax for the years 1916 and up to 1922, but in spite 
of protests and requests he could get no adjudication of his tax 
returns until 1922. Then it was found that he had made an 
error in the amount, as appears in the papers, consisting of an 
overpnyment to the Government; but inasmuch as the four- 
year period of the statute of limitations had expired, the Secre- 
tary said he could not give him any remedy. 

In his letter, however, the Secretary says: 

While the department is on record as opposing any extension of 


the statute of limitations, this case seems to be so unusual and the 


equity so strongly in favor of the taxpayer that the department feels 
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that an exception should be 


approved. 


made in this case and the pending bill 


It is merely to pay back to him what he overpaid to the 
Gevernment. The bill passed the House unanimously. 
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Mr. SMOOT. In the first place, I think the bill ought to 
have been considered and reported by the Committee on 
Finance. As the Senator will remember, in connection with | 


the 
involved in this bill came up because of several amendments 
which were offered to the bill to take care of cases similar 
to this, but the Senate almost unanimously objected to such 
amendments. I do not know how far this is going or where 
it is going to lead. T am afraid there will be no end to it at all. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the Senator allow me to ask him 
| question? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I merely wish to find, out for informa- 


tion the attitude of the other side of the Chamber as to legisla- 
tion of this character. The Senator represents his side 
the Chamber on questions affecting the finances of the Gov- 
ernment. Here is a case where a taxpayer has made a mis- 
take and has paid too much money to the Government. 
makes protest; the Government admits that he overpaid his 
taxes; the Government has the money and recommends that 
he be paid back the taxes which he overpaid. There no 
ssue of fact. It is a small amount, but no matter how much 


is 


might take I assume the Government of the United States 
is not going to occupy the position that it will not refund 


money which has been paid in error by a citizen and, at the 
same time, make the citizen pay money if the error is in favor 
if the Government. 

Mr. BAYARD. Not only that, but, if the Senator from 
Alabama will permit me to say a word further, this man tried 
to discover the error, but the Government would not 
him until after the period of the statute had run against him. 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not understand the report in the 
to be as the Senator just stated it. If the Senator will let 
the bill go over for the present or withdraw it, I should like 
to read the report. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
tor please. 
mous consent. 

Mr. SMOOT. 

Mr. BAYARD. 


assist 


The bill is not on the calendar, if the Sena- 


IT know 
If it 


that. 


goes to the calendar, I am afraid we 


will never get to it to-night. It is a House bill, not a Senate 
bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. But the Senator can bring it up later and in 
the meantime file the report. If the report is all right, I 
shall not object. 

Mr. SWANSON. The committee has reported in favor of 
it-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President-—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. SWANSON. The department itself recommends that this 
money be repaid to the taxpayer, because the Government itself 
found out in 1922 that he had overpaid his taxes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
has the floor. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I yield to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. SWANSON. The Government itself found out in 1922 
that this money was paid in error. The department is anxious 
to refund it to the taxpayer. The statute of limitations was 
allowed to run on account of the fault of the Government in not 
auditing the taxpayers’ accounts. If that had been done the 
mistake could have been found earlier. The department will be 
very glad to refund the amount on account of the fault being 
theirs. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, whether it was the Govern- 
ment’s fault or not, the Government has money that it has no 
business with. It resolves itself into a question of plain, com- 
mon honesty upon the part of the Government of the United 





States. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes, if that is the case; but I notice in the 
report 

Mr. GLASS. To refuse to refund this money would be a 


species of immorality. 

Mr. SMOOT. Nobody is opposing anything that is right, and 
I do not intend to do so myself, but in the report this statement 
is made: 
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Exemption— 
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Income subject to normal tx 8. 848 ) 

Nermai tet.....o<«s oiies 766. 06 

Additional tax _._.-_ ie sialiail 246.06 

Total tax liability oak v2 

fax previously assessed sod SS +4 

Further tax due . 131.4 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator is merely reading a irt o 
the report. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am reading a statement made in the report 

If the statement is not correct, and that does not cover if all 


I have no objection. 

Mr. GLASS. The Treasury Department has examined 
proposition, and the Secretary of the Treasury has certitied that 
this money is due this man, and d 


the 


es not belong to the Govern 

ment, 

Mr. SMOOT Well, Mr. President. we will see what the re 
port says about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER lboes the Senator from Utah 
object? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, just as soon as I can find ou 
whether the amount is $882.24 or $131.48 

Mr. SWANSON. Read the letter of the Seeretary of the 


Treasury. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER 
Mr. BAYARD subsequently said: Mr. President, a momen 
ago the senior Senator from Utah |Mr. SMoor] objected and 
then withheld his objection until be could examine the report 


Objection is made 


submitted with House bill 1880. The Senator from Utah has 
since withdrawn his objection, and I desire to ask for the 
present consideration of the bill 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of Heuse 
| bill S80 Is there objection‘ 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to the consideration of the 
bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as Committee of the 


I have asked that it may be considered by unanl- | 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (HL R 
of Charles T. Norman. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I simply 
one place it is stated that there is $131 and odd 
due, and the report from the Treasury Department shows that 
the amount due is $882.24. I am quite sure that report 
the Treasury Department is right, and therefore I shall 
object. 


1830) for the relief 


want to that 


some 


Say in 


cents 
the ot 
not 


Mr. BAYARD. Undoubtedly. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


GOVERNMENT OF NORWAY 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 

for the immediate consideration of Senate bill 2718. Order of 
| Business 54. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen 
ate a bill from the House of Representatives dealing with ¢! 
same subject. 

The bill (HL. R. THAS), to authorize the payment tf an in 
demnity to the Government of Norway on account of losses 

| Sustained by the owners of the Norwegian steamship Hassel 
|} as the result of a collision between that steamship and the 
American steamship Ausable, was read twice by its title 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I move that the House bill be substituted 
for Senate bill 2718, Order of Business 504, and that it he a 
immediate consideration 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Is there objection 

Mr. SMOOT. What is the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To substitute a House bill for 


a Senate bill and give it immediate consideration 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I understand 
is to reimburse the Norwegian Government for damages done 
to a ship by a vessel operated under the control of United 
States Government? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; a transport 

Mr. ROBINSON. The facts are that the Norwegian vessel 
injured was at anchor in a French port, and the American 
vessel, by reason of some failure on the part of its steering 
machinery to function properly, struck the Norwegian 
amidships and damaged it in a very large sum. An 
libel was bronght in the court of admiralty, and was dismissed 
at the instance of the Department of Justice on some more or 
less technical ground. 

There appears to be in the facts submitted by the State De 
partment no reason why the bill should not The amount 


that the 


7 
Apia 


} 
ne 


vessel 


action f 


or 


pass 








of the ¢elais ried in the bill is very much less than the facts 
y in a claim for damages. I think the request 
of the ¢ tor from Minnesota should be nted 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there object ? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I should like to inquire 
just what order we are under. Are we taking up the calendar, 
or just tal up bills as requested by various Senators? 

The PR IDING OFFICER. Weare still on reports of com- 
mittees, the morning hour having been extended one hour. 

Mr. FLEYCHHR. This is net a report of a committee. 

Mr. LODG I} comes up under the order. 

Mr. PELETCHDR. Is it reported by the committee? 

Ir, LOD No; it is called up. It came in yesterday. An 
identical bi came over from the House which has net yet 
gone on the calendar, and the Senator from Minnesota moves 
to substitute it for the Senate bill. It is an important bill and 
ou to be passed. 

Ir. SHIELDS. Mr. President, I wish to ask the chairman 
of the committee in charge of the bill 

Mr. LODGE. (The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SmupstTeapD]. 
is in charge of the bill. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee, the Senator from Massachusetts, a question. This is 
’ laim of the Nerwegian Government against the United 
States of America, is it not? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. It is one of those claims—and it is un- 
doubtedly a good one—where payment is made as an act of 
comity and good faith, without admitting any legal wreng. 


They are frequently made in that way as an act of comity to 
a friendly government. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Is it not a fact that several citizens of the 
United States have claims of somewhat the same nature against 


the Norwegian Government? 

Mr. LODGE. Those were all settled by the elaims conven- 
TioR, 

Mr. SHIELDS. No; I will refresh the Senator’s reeollec- 
tion. There is a claim of a Mr. Jones. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the claim of a constituent of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses]. That is a question 


of money deposited in insurance, as I understand. 
Mr. SHIELDS. Still, it is a claim of a eitizen of the United 
States against the Norwegian Government. 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, that does not change the fact 
that the Norwegian Government, by its interference in court 


proceedings, has prevented my constituent for some three years 
from getting the money due him. If this diselosure will cause 
them to “ throug! it will be worth while; and I think, 
Mr. President, in order to induce some kind of action, that I 
shall have to object. 

Mr. SHIELDS. That is exaetly what I wish to do—to ob- 
ject to the consideration of this claim until Norway does equity 
to the citizens of the United States in similar claims. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
bill will go to the calendar. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. If I still have the floor, I simply want 
to make this statement: 

I asked unanimous consent for the immediate consideration 
of this bill at the request of Mr. Porter, of the State Depart- 
ment. I thought the Senate ought to be informed of that fact. 
Mr. Porter informed me last night that the State Department 
are very anxious that this bill be passed, because if the matter 


come 


is made, and the 


goes to The Hague they are quite confident that it will eost 
the American Government at least $100,000 more. The State 
Department consider that they made a very goed settlement, 
and it is simply on that aecount that I asked for immediate 


consideration; and if IT am not out of order I will now move 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MOSES. That can not be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is ef opinion 
that the Senator has the right to move te take up the bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, by unanimous consent the morn- 
ing hour was extended for one hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
the morning hour was extended one heur. It is, however, in 
order to move to take up any bill after 1 o'clock. 

Mr. LODGE. The point is that morning business is net con- 
cluded. Of course, when we have concluded morning business, 
the motion will be in order. 

Mr, FLETCHER. I understand that the Chair holds the 
motion to be in order. If it is in order, the Senator can make 
his motion. 


Mr. LODGE. The morning business has not yet been closed. 
as I understand. 
Mr. FLETCHER. The Chair holds it is in order. 
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Mr. NORRIS. I hope, even if the Chair holds that 
motion can be made, that the Senator will let finish 
routine morning business. We have been trying for three h 
to do that. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. 


th 
tne 


us 


Very well. ; 

Mr. NORRIS. Senators will all have an opportunity to pr: 
sent other matters afterwards, but this is the last morni: 
hour we shall have. I am waiting patiently untill the Ch 
gets down to Senate resolutions, because I have one which. a 
I said before, will have to be referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 

Mr. ROBINSON. I call for the regular order. 

AMENDMENT OF NATIONAL PROHIBITION ACT 

Mr. STERLING. From the Committee on the Judiciary | 
report back favorably, without amendment, House bill 64: 
to amend the national prohibition act, to provide for a bur: 
of prohibition in the Treasury Department, and to define 
powers and duties. I desire to give notice that at the earlies 
opportunity I shall ask for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, what is the request? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from 
Dakota simply reports the bill, and gives notice that 
first opportunity he will ask for its consideration. 
WILLIAM H. NELSON 


Mr. GEORGE. From the Committee on Military Affairs | 
report back favorably, without amendment, House bill 6972 
for the relief of William H. Nelson, and I call the attentio; 
of the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Surexps] to it 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, this is a matter that I thir 
will not provoke debate. It will take very little time to dis). 
of the bill, and I ask unanimous consent Yor its immedi: 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committe: 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendnr 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMPLOYEES OF THE BUREAU OF PRINTING AND ENGRAVING 


Mr. CARAWAY. From the Committee on the Jndiciary | 
report back favorably, without amendment, Senate bill 3221 
for the relief of employees of the Bureau of Printing and 1) 
graving who were removed by Bxecutive order of the Pres 
dent, dated March 81, 1922. I ask unanimous consent for th: 
immediate consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, preceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and | 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Trea: 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to the employees who were removed 
from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing by Dxecutive order of t! 
President, dated March 31, 1922, the salaries they were receiving at 
the time of their removal until the date of their restoration to their 
former positions in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, less any 
earnings they may have made by other employment during that tim: 

That the legal heirs of those who died after their removal sha!l ré 
eeive a sum equivalent to their salaries from the time of their removal 
to the date of their death, less amount of earnings during that time. 

That to those who were not restored to their employment a sulary 
shall be paid equivalent to the one they were receiving at the date of 
their discharge by Executive order, up to the 31st day of March, 1924, 
less any earnings they may have had by reason of other employment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 





Sou 
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Is there objection to th 


Is there objection to th: 


ST. MARYS RIVER BRIDGE 


The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a bill from the House of Representatives, 

The bill (H. R. 9484) granting the consent of Congress to 
the States of Georgia and Florida, threugh their respective 
highway departments, to censtruct a bridge across the St. 
Marys River, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, a bill identical in form was 
passed by the Senate yesterday. I ask for the immediate con- 
sideration of the House bill, It is merely a bridge bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Haltl- 
ran, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed 


Senate bills of the following titles: 

S.1376. An act to provide for the equitable distribution of 
captured war devices and trophies to the States and Territories 
of the United States and to the District of Columbia: and 

S. 3434. An act for the protection of the northern Pacific 

ilibut fishery. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
joint resolution (S. J. Res. 107) declaring agriculture to be the 
basic industry of the country, and for other purposes, with 


amendments, in whieh it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate, 
The message further announced that the House had passed a 


bill (H. R. 1468) to increase the salary of the warden of the 
United States penitentiary at McNeil Island, Wash., in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message also 
had signed enrolled bills of the following titles, and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

S. 966. An act for the continuance of construction work on the 
San Carlos Federal irrigation project in Arizona, and for other 
purposes ; 

H. R. 192. An act to provide for a girls’ dormitory at the Fort 
Lapwai Sanatorium, Lapwai, Idaho; 

H. R. 1438. An act for the relief of D. H. MacAdam;: 

H. R. 2123. An act for the relief of the Thompson-Vache Boat 
of Bonnots Mill, Mo.; 

H. R. 2647. An act for the relief of Lena Garagnon Owens; 

H. R. 2821. An act authorizing the erection of a sanitary fire- 
proof hospital at the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers at Santa Monica, Calif. ; 

H. R. 4012. An act to reimburse William H. Flagg and others 
for property destroyed by mail airplane No. 73, operated by the 
Post Office Department ; 

H. R. 4442. An act to extend the insurance and collect-on- 
delivery service to third-class mail. and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 5541. An act for the relief of Hubert Reymolds; and 

H. R. | An act for the relief of Bruusgaard Kiosteruds 
Dampskibs Aktieselskab, a Norwegian corporation of Drammen, 
Norway. 


medi. 


TRICOUNTY IRRIGATION PROJECT, NEBRASKA 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I present a Senate resolution 
and ask that it be read by the Secretary for the information 
of the Senate, and then that it be referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be 
read. 
The resolution (S. Res. 251) was read and referred to the 


Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate, as follows: 

Whereas 
(B. 3 


in the Sixty-seventh Congress a Senate 
Res. 215) was approved September 22, 1922, 


joint resolution 
as follows: 
Resolved, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior, upon the pay- 
ment to him in advance of the necessary funds to defray the expenses 
thereof, be, and he is hereby, authorized to make an additional in- 
vestigation the tricounty project in Nebraska, comprising the 
counties of Gosper, Phelps, and Kearney in said State, and to extend 
said investigation into Adams County, Nebr., with a view of ascertain- 
whether it is practicable te convey for irrigation purposes flood 
waters from the Platte River onto lands in said counties”; and 
Whereas in accordance with such resolution a survey of said trt- 
county project in Nebraska has been made by the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion, and the expenses of such survey and investigation, amounting 
to more than $15,000, have been paid for by the State of Nebraska 
and the citizens living in the vicinity of said project: Now, therefore, 
it 
Resolved, That the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation be 
authorized to appoint a subcommittee to visit the tricounty project 
in Nebraska during the recess of Congress and report to the full com- 
mittee om the practicability of said project and the advisability of 
installing the same. There is hereby appropriated out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate the sum of $300 for the purpose of de- 
fraying the expenses of said investigation. 
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SHIPMENTS AND SALES © 


Mr. SMITH submitted the following resol 1 (S. Res. 252 
which was read, considered by manuin ~ < an 
agreed to. 

Resolved, That yr > p 3 prv iding i i 
formation to serv 13 a basis for such legisiati I } 4 
opinion be found ssary f { reculation of s 
of cotton in interstate and foreign MMer the | il Tra i 
mission is authorized and directed to investigate (in 
powers conferred upon it by subdivision (d) of sectio } t 
entitled “An act to create a Federal Trade Commissio 
powers and duties, and for other purposes,” approved 5 
1914, as amended, and in pursuance of any ot powe i il up 
it by such act) the facts relating to alleged s ments and s : 
interstate or foreign mmerce hb ofton fa shippe ’ 
cotton held by them as security for advances, o therwise, and 
report to the Senate, not later than December 1, 1924, ita findin 
thereon together with such r ymmendations 3 it em 

MRS. EMMA VOoOoDs 

Mr. WARREN submitted the following resolution (S. Res 
250) which wus referred to the Committee to Audit and Contro 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate is authorized and d 
rected to pay out of the contingent tund of the Senate the sum of 
$6,000 to Mrs. Emma B. Woods, widow of the late Elliott Woods 
Architect of the Capitol, said sum being the amount of one yeat's 
salary received by him at the time of his death 

PURCHASE OF TEXTILE CLOTH FROM FOREIGN CONCERNS 
| Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I present a letter in the 
nature of a memorial from the Textile Council of Fall River 
Mass., protesting against the purchase by the Shipping Board 
of cotton goods and other textile fabrics from foreign coun 
tries. I ask unanimous consent that the communication mays 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce and be printed iu 


_ 


the Recorp 


There being no objection, the communication was referred to 


the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 
ia River Texvine Cotnweu 
Fall River, Maaea June fae 
Hon, Davip I. Wats 
Washington, D. ¢ 
My Par Senator: [ am instructed to call to your attention by the 
Fall River Textile Council a report of recent date in 1° daily press 
to the effect that the United States Shipping Board has bought abroad 
ontfits of cotton goods and other textile fabri for American ships 
amounting in the aggregate to hundreds of thousands of dollars: when 
such goods can be supplied by New England cotton mills 
We, the members of the above-named council, protest against and 
condemn such action by the United States Shipping Board, when many 
of our cotton mills are and have been closed down mpletely fo 
several months, and mills that are running doing but a few days 
per week, and thousands of our operatives out of employment 
We believe that all such contracts of this nature for ourfitting 
American ships at all times, and particularly under present conditions 
should be made in this country and confined to goods manufactured in 
the cotton mills of this country We therefore respectfully request your 
assistance in preventing in future the awarding of such contracta by 
the Shipping Board to other than American manufacturers Any 
assistance you can render will be fully appreciated 
Yours very trul 
JAMES TANSEY, President 
THOMAS Goopwr retary 
PURCHASES BY THE GOVERNMENT OF FOREIGN GOODS 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I present a letter in the 


nature of a memorial from the Marsh Corner Community Men's 
Club, of Methuen, Mass., protesting against the recent award- 
ing of a contract for Army cloth to a foreign concern. L ask 
unanimous consent that the communication may be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and printed in the Recorp 

There being no objection, the communication was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


MerHuUurN, MASS,., June 4, 1924 
Hon. Davip I. WALSH 
Dear Sta: At the regular meeting of the Marsh Corner Community 
Men's Club the members unanimously voted to protest the recent 
awarding of a contract for Army cloth to a foreign concern, ag an 
injustice to the people of this country, when an award to a conceru 
in this country would have been of such great benefit to a large num- 


ber of people, especially during a time when there is so much part- 





ns 


Je 


NY 


{ 





many of our ¢ s are without employment 
ol 
of our country keep u inforr 1 correctly, it 
‘ r Pt ad in making th 
a thy did tl f t different tl 
t! I} f ! f our country quoted 
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Kt ° r 
Mans ( rc ‘ XN MEN’S CLUB, 
Per Jas. H. Hazteonur 
SALE ¢ ( LISLI CKS I I 

M WADSWORTH Mr. Pre lent, I hmit a favorable 
r t fror he Committ m Military Aff: on House bill 
T731 the ng the Secretary of War to sell portion of the 
( | Ba 1c} Reservation 

| m about to ask consent for the immediate consideration 
of th bill, and in doing so I remind the Senate that the Sen- 
ate already has passed a bill covering exactly the same topic. 
Th a House bill which has crossed the Senate bill in the 
pre ly slation 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, when did the Senate bill 
}) 

Mi WADSWORTH. I do not know exactly, but several 
d Aco. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Did the bill pass before the bill passed the 
body at the other end of the Capitol? l the Secretary to 
rend the indorsement. 

The Reaping CLeR! The bill p d the House June 4, 
IVA 

Mr. ROBINSON. Evidently the House bill passed after the 
Si te bill had passed this body. 

Mr. WADSWORTH I think the House bill was reported 
by tl House Committee on Military Affairs to the House 
q a t io 

M ROBINSON. I am curious to know why they did not 
pursue the course that we usually pursue here. When an 
identical Flouse bill is on our calendar and a Senate bill is 
favorably reported, we take up the House bill and pass it and 
indefinitely postpone our own bill. TI shall not object to the 
request of the Senator from New Yor! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New York? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the transfer from the Department of the 
Interior to the War Department of the contro! and jurisdiction over 
the parcels known as farm No. 1, farm No. 2, and the Sanne tract, 
now constituting a part of the Government reservation at Cartisle 
Barracks, Pa., ts ratified and confirmed 

See. 2. The Secretary the War is authorized to sell at public sale, 
upon terms and eonditions deemed advisable by him, the land lying 
nol ‘ { Carlisle-Harrisburg Highway, being part of the tract of 
Jand known as farm No. 2, constituting a part ef the Carlisle Bar- 
racks Reservation, the land to be sold as a whole or in parcels as 
tl Secretary of War may determine, and to execute and deliver in 
t! name of the United States and in its behalf any and all deeds or 
other instruments necessary to effect such sale 

Sec. The Secretary of War is authorized to acquire by negotia- 
tion or appropriate condemnation proeecdings additional lInnd needed 
at the post of Carlisle Barracks for the use of the Medical Field 
Service School, to wit: The so-called Alexander tract, being a triangular 
parcel of ground lying to the southeastward of the original reservation 
and between said original reservation, the said farm No. 1, and the 
Cumberland Valley Railway, comprising 19.6 acres, more or less; and 
the so-called Henderson tract, being an ftrregular parcel of ground 
Iving northwestward of the original reservation and the said farm 
No. 1, and southeastward of the Carlisle-Harrisburg Highway, com- 
prising 34 acres, more or less: Provided, That the proceeds realized 
from the sale authorized by section 2 of this act of the part of farm 
No. 2 therein described may be applied toward the acquisition of 
the said Alexander and Henderson tracts: And provided further, That 


any residue of the proceeds of the said sale not required to pay for 
the acquisition of the said tracts the provisions of this act 
shall be deposited in the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts, 


under 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmen 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
OHIO RIVER BRIDGES 
Mr. LADD. Mr. President, I report favorably from {] 
Committee on Commerce House bill 9345, granting the co: 
of Congress for the construction of a bridge across the © 
tiver between Vanderburgh County, Ind., and Henc& 


County, Ky., and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby gr 
to the Commonwealth of Kei tucky and the State f Indiana, by ar 
through their respective highway commissions or such other agen 
as may be selected, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridg 
approaches thereto acress the Ohio River at a point suitable t 
interests of pavigation between the county of Henderson, Ky., 
the « unty of Vanderburgh, Ind., in accordance with the provisik 
an act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 


Sac. 2. That 


the right to alter, amend, er repeal this act is ! 

express!) rest rved. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amend: 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and pass« 
Mr. LADD. Mr. President, I also report favorably from 


Committee on Commerce House bill 9402, granting the cor 
of Congress to the Fullerton & Portsmouth Bridge 
construct a bridge across the Ohio River to comect the 
of Portsmouth, Ohio, and the village of Fullerton, Ky. 1] 
for the in ler of this bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Comnnittee of 


a 


mediate consit ation 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read 
follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the censent of Congress ts hereby gr 


to the Fullerton & Portsn 
and existing under the 


and to 


Bridge 
laws of the 
construct, 


outh Co., a corporation 
State of Kentucky, 
maintain, and operate a bridge am 
proaches thereto across the Ohio River, at a point suitable to 
inte of to a point in Greenup County, Ky., nea 
village of Fullerton, from qa point near the central portion of th« 
of Portsmouth, county of Scioto, in the State of Obio, in aecord: 
with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the 
struction of bridges over navigable waters,” appreved March 23, 1% 

Sec. 2. That the right to alier, amend, or repeal this act is he 
expressly reserved. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendni 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
INVESTIGATION OF NORTHERN PACIFIC LAND GRANTS (8. DOC, NO, 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Washington 
the chair) laid before the Senate a communication from ft 
President of the United States, transmitting a supplementa! 
estimate of appropriation for the Interior Department, fis: 
year 1925, to provide for the expenses of the joint committee « 
Congress created by House Joint Resolution 237, to make 
vestigation of the land grants of the Northern Pacific Railr 
Co. and its saecessor, the Northern Pacific Railway Co., et 
approved June 5, 1924, in amount $50,000, which, with 1! 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appr 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

SYSTEM OF REFORESTATION 


Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proce: 
to the consideration of Senate bill 1182, to provide for the pr 
tection of forest lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas 
for the extension of national forests, and for other purposes, it 
order to promote the continuous production of timber on land: 
chiefly suitable therefor. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, in so far as I am familiar 
with the provisions of this bill, I know that it deserves ap- 
proval. I think the Senator from Oregon should make a state 
ment explanatory of the bill in order that the Senate may he 
come acquainted with its purposes and effects. There appears 
to be no report accompanying the bill. 

Mr. McNARY. ‘There fs a very large report, covering about 
40 pages. 

I have prepared some remarks covering the purposes of the 
bill. Preliminary thereto I will state that this bill is intended 
to fashion a plan for a system of reforestation. The bill 
passed the House almost unanimously. It is the product of a 
long study and survey made by a special committee on re- 
forestation appointed Iast year. The favorable report was also 
supplemented by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 


ore’ 


its suces 
assigns, 


rests 


navigation, 





and I do not know of any bill on the calendar equal to t! 
mn lUnportance in defining a comprehensive plan f 
station of our and the 


is one 
r ti 


protection of 


ic 


re- 


denuded lands our 


virgin forests, 

I move that we proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby 




















tuthorized and directed, in cooperation with appropriate officials of 
the various States or other suitable agencies, to recommend for each 
rest region of the United States such systems of forest-ifire preven- 
ion and suppression as will adequately protect the timbered and cut- 
lands therein, with a view to the protection of forest and water 
sources and the continuous production of timber on lands chiefly 
ble therefor. 
Sec, 2. That if the Secretary of Agriculture shall find that the sys- 
m and practice of forest-fire prevention and suppression provided by 
1v State substantially promotes the objects described in the fore 
ying section, he is hereby authorized and directed, under such con- 
ions as he may determine to be fair and equitable in each State, 
cooperate with appi officials of such State nd threwch them 
wit private other ag ies therein, in the protection of timbered 
d torest-prodincing lands from fire In no ease other an pre- 
minary investigations shall the amount expended by the Federal 
Government in any State during any fiscal year wnider this section 
exceed the ount expended by the State for the same purp« during 
1 same fiscal year, including the expenditures of forest owner r 
operators which are required by State law or which are made in pu 


of the 


vision and 


vance forest-protection system of the State under State euper 
for which in all cases the State renders satisfactory 


unting In 


le ct ation extended to the several States due con 

ideration shall be given to the protection of watersheds of navignble 

reams, but such coeperation may, in the diseretion of the Secretary 

of Agriculture, be extended to any timbered or forest-producing nds 
within the cooperating State 

Sec. 3. That the Seeretary of Agriculture shall expend such portions 


of the 


appropriations authorized herein as he deems advisable to 
study the effects of tax laws, methods, and practices upon forest per 
petuation, to ceoperate with appropriate officials of the various States 
or other suitable agencies in such investigations and in devising tax 
laws designed to encourage the conservation and growing of timber, 


and to investigate and premote practical methods of insuring standing 
timber on growing forests from losses by fire and other causes. There 
is hereby authorized to be appropriated annually, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $2,500,000 to enable the 
Secretary of Agriculture to carry out the provisions of sections 1, 2, 
amd 3 of this act. 

sec, 4. That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and 
direeted to cooperate with the varieus States in the procurement, pro 
duction, and distribution of forest-tree seeds and plants, for the pur 
pese of establishing forests upon denuded or nonforested lands within 
such cooperating States, under such conditions and requirements as he 
prescribe, to the end that forest-tree seeds or plants so precured, 
produced, or distributed shall be used effectively for planting denuded 
or nonforested lands in the ceoperating States and growing timber 
thereon: Provided, That the amount expended by the Federal Govern 


ma} 


ment in cooperation with any State during any fiscal year for such 
purposes shall not exceed the amount expended by the State for the 
same purposes during the same fiscal year. There is hereby authorized 


to be appropriated annually, 


otherwise appropriated, 


out of any in the Treasury 
$100,000 to enable the Secretary of A 
to carry out the provisions of this section. 

Sere. 


money not 


griculture 


That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and 
directed, in cooperation with appropriate officials of the various States 


or, in his discretion, with other suitable agencies, to advise and assist 
the owners of farms or of lands suitable chiefly for timber production, 
in establishing, improving, and renewing wood lots, shelter belts, wind- 
breaks, and other valuable forest growth, and in growing and renewing 
useful timber crops: Provided, That except for preliminary Investica- 
tions, the amrount expended by the Federal Government under this 
section in ceeperation with any State or other cooperating agency 
during any fiscal year shall not exceed the amount expended by the 
State or ether cooperating agency for the same purpose during the 
same fiseal year. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated annu- 
ally, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
$100,000 to enable the Seeretary of Agriculture to carry out the pro- 


visions of this section. 

Sec. 6. That section 6 of the act of March 1, 1911 (36 Stat. p. 961), 
fs hereby amended to authorize and direct the Secretary of Agriculture 
to examine, and recommend purchase such forested, 
over, or denuded lands witbin the watersheds of navigable streams as 
in bis judgment may be necessary to the regulation of the flow of nav- 
igable streams or for the production of timber and to report to the 


locate, for eut- 
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f s I r h 
. ad ti I l to rep 
ing to N For | rva mn hed 
under tl fM t, 1911 s 961 1 if tl 
n sha rn t d I lands 
Fede 1G i u t th ‘ 1 
tion or rig ) ly , 
aen is heretl i or d i t liseretior t ld ld i » 
existing ral the y m g tl rye ) l md 
regulations applicable t i nal f 
S¥ 9. That t rr 1 
to establish as n I 
I Indaries {f Govern! 
national monuments, aud 
the Secretary of the departme 
Secretary of Agriculture, to 
be administered by the Secretary of Agriculture unde such rul md 
regulitions in accordance with such eral pla is may be 
jointly approved the Secretary of Ag! ture and th Secretary 
formeriy administering the area, for th » and occupation of such 
lands and for the sale of products therefr That where such 1 
tional forest is established on lands previously reserved for the Army 
or Navy for purposes of national defense tl nd shall remain th 
ject to the umhampered use of the War or Navy Departn for said 
purposes and nothing in th ection sh e construed to relinquish 
the authority over such lands for purposes of itional defense now 
vested in the departme for which the lands were formerly reserved 
Any money jilable for the maintenance ! I it, I tection 
construction of highways, and general admi tration of the nationa 
forests shall be available for expenditure on the r nal forests 
created under this sectior All receipts from tl le of produ 
from or for the of lands in such national forests shall be vered 
into the Treas s mi Vaneous receipt f r v f l, and 
shall be disposed of in like mann the re her tional 
forests as provided by existing law Any pers ho shall late 
any rule or reguiation promulgated unde his sé n sha 
of a misdemeanor, and 1 con n tl sh 
tha $500 or imprisoned for not more tha 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, om the 22d of January, 1923, 
agreeable to Senate Resolution 308, a select committee on re- 
forestation as appointed to investigate problems relating to 
reforestation, with a view to establishing a comprehensive na 
tional policy for lands chiefly suited to timber preduection, in 
order to secure a perpetual supply of timber for the use and 


necessities of the citizens of the United States. 


The committee mace a nation-wide survey of the situation 
holding 24 hearings in 16 States and the District of Columbia 
Beyond that, it went out into the forests and investigated 
legging operations, observed forest practices, and studied the 





) 


various physieal aspects of the problem. 
On the 10th day of January of the pr year the commit- 
tee submitted its report and preposed legislation which is em- 


Ga + +} 
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The foremost need in the forest policy is an adequate fire 
protection. This can he brought bout Dy a more generous par 
ticipation by the Federal Government in cooperation with the 
States and private agencies. For ie fiscal year 1925 the Gov 


ernment appropriated $400,000 to be expended for fire prote 
under the Weeks law. The 27 States cooperating with the G: 
ernment expended $1,800,000, while the private agencies ex 
pended approximately $1,000,000. The area receiving protection 
consisted of 170,000,000 acres, the average expenditure bein; 
24 cents per acre. Col. W. B. Greeley, Chief Forester, stated 
in substance that to protect all the private forest lands effe: 
tively would require an annual expenditure of 3 cents per acre, 
and this would involve extending protection over 150,000,000 
acres which now receive no protection and would require a 
total expenditure from all sources of approximately $9,000,000, 


| Which is a little more than three times the sum now available 


te bill 118 Th ter the repo! vas referred 

( tee oO Av) ulture and I TY ch has gen- 

‘ m over the ect matter, and on the calendar 
April 15, 1924, this committee reported favorably 

I i g ml rece i i i t } s 

i ’ the select tte is as brief a one as could 

‘ rom tl I i? Ol he sub je though perhaps 
nred to pe f eareful study by the Members 

} lal engrossed by public service 

| ( of studying a wide 1 » of public 
questio \] 1’ r¢ ! in view of this ituation, I shall 
tte ! ! f ‘ ew the subject matter and present some 

ot f ( ‘ the proposed legislatio 

It ( mated that within the States of the Union originally 
ere ‘ ‘ ( O0.000.000 acres of foreste land, but, 

] ‘ lemands for cultivated areas d the expanh- 
ent, ft irea has been reduced to 138,000,000 | 

‘ hore Of the original stand, about 250,000,000 

I" hinve een cut over and now are covers with second- 
owt umpage in various stages of a complete stand, and 
hout S1T.000,000 acres consist of logged-off and denuded land. 


Roughly, this resource has been reduced about 40 per cent of its 


original stand in quantity, and even greater reduction must be | 
made in considering the factor of quality on account of the 
considerable percentage of second growth. One of the most 
important features of the situation is the unfortunate geo- 
graphical distribution of the remaining stand of timber. Only 
one-fourth of the forest land lies east of the Great Plains, 
Wherein live the great population of America, while three- 
fourths of the forested aren lies west and, on account thereof, 
involves heavy costs in transportation to reach the primary 
markets of consumption. The movement of lumber in 1920 
exceeded 1,600,000 carlouds, and cost in freight and charters 
over $250,000,000, Thirty-four per cent of the lumber manu- 
factured during that year was cut in the Southern States, and 


31 per cent in the far Pacific Coast States, making the average 
earload haul 45 miles. To a considerable extent increasing 
transportation costs underlie the rise in transportation prices, 
each increase in freight tending to carry with it added cost in 
retail distribution. The price paid by the consumer of con- 
struction lumber has doubled within the last decade ; indeed, the 
freight itself even more than the delivered price of the 
finished product of lumber a quarter of a century ago. 

The annual draft upon the American forests is tremendous; 
approximately 10,000,000 acres of forest land are cut over 
each year, about half of which is virgin stumpage and half is 
second growth. America has an amazing appetite for wood. 

We use two-fifths of the total world consumption. Our an- 
nual ration about 60,000,000,000 board feet, of which 53.- 
000,000,000 are utilized and 7,000,000,000 feet are destroyed by 
fire, jusects, and disease. The committee, from a careful study 
of the most 


is 


is 


saw timber of softwood species is disappearing approximately 
eight times as fast as it is being replaced by new growth, and 


that our hardwood saw timber is disappearing approximately 
three and one-half times as fast it is being replaced. In 
other words, Mr. President, our timber resources are being con- 
sumed about five times faster than they are being replaced by 
nature. If this depletion continues, any normal imagination 
can approximate the time when we shall experience a complete 
exhaustion of our timberlands. 

Ii may be profitless to attempt to make any estimate of the 
amount wood which will be needed by this country in the 
future, but it is hardly likely that the annual consumption will 
erow even though substitutes for wood are coming more 
and more into use. While wood is being replaced by other 
materials in one field or another, new uses for wood constantly 
arise in other fields. The growth in population and industrial 
progress will fully absorb the vacuum made by the use of wood 
subst Not only is there an increasing use for pulp wood 
paper products of various kinds, but also for fiber con- 


as 


of 


less, 


tutes, 


Ol 


tainers, wallboard, and now even for making actual artificial 
board. The chemical use of wood for making various by- 


products is still in its infancy. The next few years may see 
the forest products used in form and for purposes now beyond 
the thought of man. The demands made upon the forests for 
commercial purposes can well be cared for by a wise policy of 
reforestation, but the assaults by fire are wasteful and to a 
large degree preventable. During 1922 there occurred approxi- 
mately 50,000 forest fires, burning over a total of 8,000,000 acres 
of forest lands and causing a damage of $17,000,000. Not only 
is this destructive force assisting in the depletion of the forests, 
but it is an ugly feature which deters landowners from under- 
taking commercial reforestation, 


reliable data available, reported that the remaining | 





By many it is thought the Government should recognize it las 
a real obligation in this matter, and that its contribution would 
be reflected in a vast commercial saving. The committee wis 
advised by many students of the subject that a fair assumption 
of the cost for fire protection would be about one-fourth for 
the Federal Government, an equal liability by the States, and 
the remaining one-half to the owners of the forest lands. This 
assumption is carried out in section 3 of the proposed bill, 
where $2,500,000 is authorized to be appropriated annually. 
However, it is thought at the present time that not more than 
$1,000,000 should be made available, because many States and 
private agencies have not been brought to the point of coopera 
tion. However, it is believed that ultimately, when complete 
coordination has been effected, that the authorized sum could 
be used in a 100 per cent effort toward fire detection and sup- 
pression. 

Further, Mr. President, the burdensome effect of annual 
taxes is commonly cited by forest owners as an insurmount- 
able handicap to the growing of timber. The investigation 
conducted by the committee disclosed a great divefsity in the 
plan of taxation of merchantable timber and cut-over lands. 
In most regions the exhaustion of merchantable timber has 
resulted in taxes upon cut-over lands so heavy as to pre- 
clude private timber growing. We realize this is a problem 
which can not be immediately solved, but we believe it wise 
that there should be a legislative direction authorizing the 
Secretary of Agriculture to study the effect of tax laws, 
methods, and practices upon forest perpetuation in coopera- 
tion with appropriate officials of the various States and other 
suitable agencies. Within the last decade 10 States have 
enacted forest tax laws, which usually embody the principle 
of a low annual tax upon the lumber combined with a yield 
tax upon the timber at the time of the harvest. These laws 
have been based upon dedication of land for the growing of 
timber, while in one or two States good progress is being made 
in applying such special tax provisions to forest property. The 
aggregate results are still inconclusive. 

Another proposal is the forest growing land to be taxed on 
the market value of the land alone, exempting the growing 
timber from current taxation, but levying thereon, at the time 
of cutting, such yield taxes as may be in accord with the tax 
paid by other commercial undertakings. This scheme provides 
current revenue from public forest lands while treating the 
growth of wood as a crop. 

In some States constitutional limitations prevent the adop- 
tion of these changes in taxation of forest lands, but we think 
the whole subject is so vital to the replacement of the forest 
that some Federal agency should be clothed with power to 
give it that study to which it is entitled by reason of its tre- 
mendous importance. 

Mr. President, this bill is the product of a slow evolution 
in legislation appertaining to reforestation and its kindred 
problems and will require modifications from time to time as 
the subject is more thoroughly understood from the enlight- 
enment of experience. Students of the subject are in accord 
that too great a delay has been indulged in the commencement 
of some plan national in its scope, such as that embodied 
in the measure in question. This bill is similar in many of 
its provisions to that introduced in the Sixty-seventh Con- 
gress by Representative Cuarke of New York (H. R. 14241), 
and to that introduced in the Sixty-seventh Congress by Repre- 
sentative Snetr, of New York (H. R. 129). The titles of these 


bills indicate that the chief purpose to be accomplished is to 
assure the continuous production of timber on lands chiefly 
suitable therefor, in order to meet the problem which con- 
fronts the Nation through the rapid depletion of its supply 
of virgin timber. 
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Section 1 ef S. 1182 directly authorizes the Secretary of Agri- 


eulture to recommend for each forest region of the United 
States, on t basis of eooperative work with appropriate offi- 
eials of the various States or other suitable agencies, such 
systems of forest-fire prevention and suppression as will pro- 
te adequately the timbered and cut-over lands therein, with 
a view to the protection of the forest and water resources and 


the continuous production of timber on lands chieily adapted to 
that purpose. 

Section 2 authorizes and directs the 
with the s t 


Secretary to cooperate 


several 


| 
| 
| 
| 


ites in the protection of timbered and 
forest-producing lands from fire under certain restrictions. 
7 restrictions are: (1) That the Seeretary must first have 
found that the system and practice of forest-fire prevention | 
suppression previded by any State substantially promotes 
ie objects mentioned in section 1, namely, the protection of | 
forest and water resources and the continuous production of 
timber on | Is chiefly suitable therefor; (2) the maximum 
expenditure by the Federal Government, other than for p 
liminary investigat must not exceed the amount expended 
by the State for the same ]| pose during the same fiscal year; 
and (3) in computing the State expenditures those of forest 
owners or operators which are required by State law or which 
are made in pursuance of t est-protection system of the 
Stute may be ineluded if that system is under State sup 
vision and if the State re ers a satisfactory accounting for 
these expenditures. 

Section 3 proposes a comprehet e investigation of forest 
taxation. An adjustment of the methods of taxing forest land 
to the long-time nature of their crops is probably only second 
in importance to their protection from fire as a means of en- | 
couraging private timber growing. Legislation to this end is 
necessarily a State function, but a thoreugh study of the sub- 


ject by Federal agencies and cooperation with the States in the 
and dissemination of its will undoubtedly 
be fruitful in securing progress in this direction. 

In this tion there is authorized to be appropriated an- 
nuully, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
priated, $2,500,000, to enable 
carry out the provisions of sections 1, 2, and 3 of the act. 
appropriation will not be needed in full at once, but is re- 
garded as the ultimate Federal expenditure which the national 
interests at stake clearly justify. 
assumption of at 


discussion findings 


Ser 


least an equal share of the cost 
plan, which may offset those of all public agencies combined. 

Section 4 eontemplates Federal cooperation with the States 
in providing and distributing forest-planting material. The 
United States contains over 81,000,000 acres of denuded and 
barren land, formerly forested, most of which will have to be 
planted if productive forests are to be restored thereon. The 
present scale of forest planting, however, is wholly inadequate, 
amounting to only 36,000 acres a year. This is indeed a pitiful 
showing in contrast, for example, with the more than 300,000 
acres planted annually in Japan. A lack of cheap planting 
stock of the right species is a primary cause of the negligible 
amount of forest planting now being done. The plan proposed 
in the bill will initiate a remedy for this situation which will 
benefit primarily the farmers of the country, many of whom 
should be encouraged to plant timber upon inferior or worn-out 
soils as a valuable aid in diversified and profitable farming. 
Timber is a farm erop for which there will never be a glutted 
magket. 

Section 5 of the bill is also designed primarily to aid farm 
owners through the ineuleation and demonstration of prac- 
ticable methods of growing timber. This will include shelter 
belts, windbreaks, wood produced for home use, and wood lots 
furnishing a commercial crop. The fund proposed may be 
utilized either through the extension organization of the De- 
partment of Agricdlture or through other forms of cooperation 
with suitable State agencies. 

One-third of the forest land in the United States is fn farm 
holdings. The development of timber growing as a farm ac- 
tivity will not only be of great benefit to American agriculture 
in utilizing profitably what would otherwise be idle or largely 
idle land, but will be a potent factor in supplying the national 
requirements for forest products. 

Section 6 of the bill proposes to broaden the terms of the 
act of March 1, 1911, which authorizes the purchase of land 
for the creation of additional national forests. The present 
law limits such purchases to land on the headwaters of naviga- 
ble streams where the maintenance of a forest cover exerts a 
clearly demonstrable benefit upon the navigability of the rivers 
which have their therein. Such purchases unques- 
tionaly should be continued. But there is also an urgent need 


sources 


This is predicated upon the | 
by the co- | 
operating States and upon private expenditures under the joint | 


the Secretary of Agriculture to | 


This | 








for extending the national forests to ude seriously denuded 
land which will never be reforested save through public own 
ership and which lies on the lower r 'S of rable streams 
where it may have no clearly deme: > relationship to 
navigation. 

There are enormous areas of such | ' the 
Lake States and the southern-pine regi storation to 
productive forests is essential to our natio ect ‘ Che 
establishment of even limited 1 
nuded belts would serve as demonstration 
ing reforestation in the surro ling Ss 

The bill proposes to initiate this y | 
visions of the Weeks law so as to permit t 
la s of this eharacter. At the me t 2 } ret S tie 
quirement that all lands purchased must ’ ! 
sheds of navigable 1 rs \ e 
tutional theo upon W ‘ ' s } 
regard this asar ‘ I nal 
of ! nil forest 

me a a t on l 
forest lands by itl v a ‘ i 
ad ed 1 nat | | . ) i ‘ 

\ s Cert ! this lv b i 

l their acceptar has req et leg I 

i ! tl ‘4 , © i ‘ ‘ _ ’ ‘ at a i 
iit | if - & i tree ! be ‘ ad | | (ss l 

rom time to ti Lt ld be ile to i i { 
peers of Agricultur by general legisla Lo larg 
national forests by this ns to the extent th { ‘ 
lands can be ¢ nomically d effectively a . ed 

section 8 of the bill provides for an ext ion the ni: l 
Lore s, Which the Seeretarv o Agricul ure | rep te yu 
in hi nuual reports and « other occa I Lhe unrese I 
publ domain ¢ il se il million es < | ube 
tered and unapprop _ ‘il ) 
production of timber « ; ( The 
Federal Government owns this land and Spo rhe 
wise wus tt ublie interest, but hitherto has not even 
provided adequate protection ft existing timber from de 
struction by fire. In seven of the s containing the pri 
cipal areas of public land of this character no additions thereof 
to the national forests can be made without special sanction 
by Congress. This is an inadequate and piecemeal method of 
dealing with an important and urgent situation. While 
tempting to encourage the protection and growing of timber 
by private owners of land, and while proposing to enlarge the 
national forests by purchase, it is certainly incumbent w the 
Federal Government to take adequate care of the lands adapted 
to timber production which it already owns. The proposed 
section of the bill would accomplish this as to the unreserve 
public domain by authorizing the appropriate exrecutive ager 
cies, after due study and classification of the areas concerne 
to place within the national forests public lands chiefly val 
able for stream-flow protection or for timber production 

Section 9 of the bill deals with a somewhat similar situation 
existing on considerable portions of our military reservatio 
and possibly on other reservations coming within its terms 


The military reservations contain probably 600,000 acres of land 
that is adapted primarily to the production of timber. Many 
of these areas not for military purposes, 
and some of them, in line with the contraction of the Military 
Establishment, are not now used at all. The Secretary of War 
concurs that it would be in the public interest to have the por 
tions of all military reservations adapted primarily for timber 
production administered national for that purpose 
the right of the War Department being retained to make any 
use of such reservations for military purposes that may | 
necessary either now or as future exigencies in the national 
defense may require. 

Mr. President, this is a brief dissection of the act and indi- 
cates the general purposes of the measure. Everyone con 
versant with the problem attempted in part to be solved by 
this legislation will admit there must be laws, there must be 
education, and there must be public agitation if we are to save 
our forests, which are now rapidly disappearing, and all efforts 
must be coordinated in one consistent and persistent forest 
policy unless we are to incur the disaster of the prodigal for 
squandering our most cherished national possession and valu- 
able national resource. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon 
has made a very careful survey of the bill, but, on aceount of 
the confusion which invariably prevails in the Senate when the 
end of a session is approaching and which, unfortunately, too 
often characterizes our proceedings under normal conditions, it 
has been difficult to hear his statement. I am impressed with 


are intensively used 


as forests 


” 
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the fact, however, that the bill has received very careful con- 
sideration and that it is well thought out. Let me ask the Sen- 
ator from Oregon what is expected to be the total cost of the 
udministration of this measure should it become a law? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the bill not make any 
covernuimental funds immediately available, but it authorizes—— 

Mr. ROBINSON. Iam not so much concerned in that as to 
have the Senate informed as to just what additional tax is 
contemplated, 

Mr. MCNARY. I was going to complete the statement. The 
bill does authorize ultimately the Government to expend $2,500,- 
OOO annually in cooperation with the States and other agencies 


does 


in the protection from and prevention of fires. An expenditure 
of $100,000 authorized in the distribution of nursery stock, 
ind of $100,000 in aid of farmers in selecting trees suitable for 
the purpose of windbreaks, hedges, and wood lots; but there is 
Ho appropriation carried in the bill, It merely outlines a na- 
tional plan toward which we may build in the future, if we 
\ ite preserve our forest 

Mr. ROBINSON. As I read the bill, it contemplates that the 
Federal funds shall be supplemented by at least equivalent funds 


contributed on the part of the States? 


Mr. McNARY. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON. So that ultimately all told $6,000,000 a 
year will be expended for purposes of fire prevention, forest 
conservation, and reforestation ? 

Mr. MONARY. There will be more than that expended, I will 
say to the Senator from Arkansas, based upon the theory that 


the Government shall pay one-fourth, the States one-fourth, and 
the owners of property two-fourths or one-half. It was stated, 
ulthough perhaps the Senator did not hear the statement I made, 
that Mr. Greeley contends and has told the committee that if 
all the forest area shall receive adequate protection from 
fire it will cost about $9,000,000 annually. 

Mr. ROBINSON. What is the average annual loss occasioned 
forest fires? 

Mr. MeNARY. It is from $7,000,000 to $8,000,000, and has 
gone as high as 810,000,000, 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, the Senate has not had an 
opportunity of considering the details of the bill very thoroughly, 
but, as I previously stated, I think they are pretty well worked 
out, and I give the meusure my support. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, the Senate has taken up 
Senate bill No. 1182. I inquire of the Senator from Oregon if 
House bill 4830 not identical with the Senate bill, and 
whether he would not think it advisable to move that the Sen- 
ute proceed to the consideration of the House bill? 

Mr. McNARY. I will state to the Senator from Florida that 
I was just about to make that motion when he received the 
recognition of the Chair. I propose to make that motion. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator proposes to move that the 
Senate shall proceed to the consideration of the House bill in 
place of the Senate bill now under consideration ? 


ol 


by 


is 


Mr. McNARY. Yes. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Then we may indefinitely postpone the 
Senate bill. 

Mr. McNARY. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON. In what respect, if any, does the House 


bill differ from the Senate bill? 

Mr. McNARY. I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that 
the House bill differs from the Senate bill in very minor par- 
ticulars. Under the Senate bill nursery stock is required to be 
furnished to all who wish to reforest, while that is limited in 
the House bill to farmers’ wood lots. That is one particular 
of difference between the two bills. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
from Oregon a question. I desire to move to strike out section 
7 of the bill. Will that motion be in order after the Senator 
from Oregon shall have moved to substitute the House bill for 
the Senate bill and the motion shall have been agreed to? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I move that the House bill—— 


Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish to move an amendment, and I do 
not Want my rights to be precluded. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas 


has asked the Senator from Oregon a question. 

Mr. McNARY. I am sorry I did not catch the question. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish to move an amendment to 
bill at the proper time. 

Mr. McNARY. Yes; 
allow the parliamettary 
will. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Very well. 

Mr. McNARY. I move that House bill 4830 be substituted 
for the Senate bill, and that the Senate bill 1182 be indefinitely 
postponed, 


this 


but I 


status 


think 
first 


the Senator had better 
to be determined, if he 


ee 


Mr. ROBINSON. It is in order, of course, to perfect the 
proposed substitute. The Senator from Texas desires to offer 
an amendment to the proposed substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly he will have 
that right. The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Oregon that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 4830, being Calendar No. 812. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. 48380) to 
provide for the protection of forest lands, for the reforesta- 
tion of denuded areas, for the extension of national forests. 
and for other purposes, in order to promote the continuous 
production of timber on lands chiefly suitable therefor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon 
now moves that Senate bill 1182 be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Is it in order to move the indefinite post- 
ponement of the Senate bill until we have acted on the House 
Hill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unquestionably. The Sen- 
ate can postpone the Senate bill indefinitely whenever it de- 
sires so to do. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Very well; I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Oregon that the Senate bill 1182 
be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I move to strike out sec- 
tion 7. I do not believe that section 7 is essential to the genera! 
policy of the measure. Section 7 enables landowners to donate 
lands to the Federal Government and thereby escape local tax 
ation, to deprive local jurisdictions of large sources of revenue: 
and those lands may afterwards be converted into nationa! 
forests, This is not primarily a national forest bill, but a bill 
putting into effect a general policy of forest conservation. 

In this connection I desire to read a letter from Representa- 
tive Box, of my State, who represents a section of Texas in 
which there are wide stretches of cut-over land, land from 
which the timber has been largely denuded. Many counties 
are dependent on such lands for taxation to support the local 
government in large degree. Representative Box says: 


Texas 


As I construe section 7, it will permit large landowners to convey 
their cut-over lands to the Federal Government, withholding for 20 
years all beneficial interests in the land and escaping much, if not 
practically all, the burden of taxation. When I first discovered th« 
provisions of section 7 I wrote to every commissioners’ court of my 
district, stating its terms and soliciting an expression of their views 
I bad not had time to hear from them when the bill was again taken 
up on the next—last—calendar Wednesday, but being confirmed in 
that view, I made the fight. The courts had already begun to act, 
though I had not been advised of their action until the next day. 

The court of Jefferson County, according to press reports, were 
unanimous in opposition to the provisions of section 7. The judge and 
four commissioners of Shelby County took the same action. The county 
judge of Cherokee County, without advising me whether the commis 
sioners agree with him, wrote me an emphatic protest against the 
proposition. The county judge of San Augustine County writes me 
that it will ruin his county. The county judge of Newton County 
advises that more than four-fifths of that county’s lands and land 


valuation would be included. ‘ 


I desire to call the attention of the Senate to a letter from 
Hon. L. E. King, a prominent attorney of Hemphill, Tex. 
Speaking of the effect of the bill in his county, Sabine County, 
'Tex., he says: 

In this Sabine County, Tex., something like 100,000 or more acres 
of land are cut over, and to take this land from under taxation for 
20 years will doubly burden the small landowners and farmers of this 
county in order to raise the required amount of taxes to support and 
maintain our county government. There are already outstanding bond 
issues against the properties of this county to the sum of about 
$800,000 or more for road purposes. They have already been levied 
and approved, and are operative as against the properties of these cast 
Texas corporation lands as well as the lands of others. To pass this 
legislation into law, it seems to me, would greatly impair the rights 
of the small farmers and landowners of this section, and would mean 
almost bankruptcy to this section on account of most of the cut-over 
lands of this State being located and situated in the eastern part of 
the State. 


I think the same situation prevails in a number of other 
States. 

Mr. McNARY. 
point? 


Mr. President, will the Senator yield at that 





1924 











! 
' 

Mr. SHEPPARD. L yield. 

Mr. McNARY. Doubtless those letters were all written prior 
to the passage of this bill in the House. That very situation 
has been corrected by the proviso in section 7. Let me read 
it to the Senator: 

Pr ided, That all pronerty., richts. easements, and benefits author 
ized’ by this ¢tion to be retained | or res ved to ownetl! o lands 
donated or devised te the United St es shall be subject to the ix 
laws of the States here lands are located | 

That part of the bill was changed in the House to meet that 
very situation I will state. to the Senator from Texas that 
his position would be well taken if if tad not been for the 
proviso which IT have just read that has been placed in the 
bill by the House, and which takes care of ail objection on | 
that source, | 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, will the Senater vield 
order that Lo may propound a question to the Senator from 
Oregon, the chairman of the committee? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I yield. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I should like to ask the chairman of the 


committee if this provision in regard to taxes upplies perma 
nently or whether it applies only 


for the period of time for | 
which 


the 


title is retained? 

Mr. McNARY. That is all. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Do the provisions of this section mean 
that the title is surrendered on the part of the owner to tie 
State for a period not exceeding 20 vears, and then that the 
property may revert back to the owner? 

Mr. McNARY. No; the reservation ends or terminates in 


20 years, during which time the lands are subject to local tax- 
ation, 


4 
Mr. TRAMMELL. After a period of 20 years, then. the 
lands belong absolutely to the Government, as I understand. 
Is that the purport of the provision? 


Mr. McNARY. That is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, the title may pass at once 
to the United States Government. I do not know of any situ- 
ation in the United States where lands of the United States | 
are subjected to State taxation, and I do not believe that a pro- 
vision of this kind is constitutional, that the United States can 


subject its lands to taxation by the States. Therefore I think 
this section ought to go out. It is not essential to the bill. 


It is really a national forest section. 
matter of creating new national 
separate bill. 


If we are going into the 
forests, let us do that in a 


Mr. FLETCHER. It is quite an important section of the | 
bill, I think. If you are going to take care of your timber | 


supply, you will have to look after these lands that are not 
suited for agriculture, and that will produce timber, but are 
good for nothing else. They are passed upon by the denart- | 
ment after examination and they are found unsuited for any- 
thing else, but will produce timber; and nobody is compelled 
to make any gift or deed. It is only these lands that people 
are willing shall go to producing timber and for which they 
have no other use. They reserve all the mineral rights and 
all the timber on the land for 20 years and everything else 
on the land when they convey it to the Government, and it is 
not Government land; it is privately owned land that has been 
cut over, land from which the timber has been cut off. It will 
produce timber. It is good for nothing else. 

I will say to the Senator that we found in our investigation 
that there are millions of acres of those lands in this country 
that to-day are not paying one cent of taxes, and will not pay 
taxes. The people will not pay taxes on them. They go off 
the tax books. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. These lands are paying taxes in my State. | 
They are largely owned by great corporations, 

Mr. FLETCHER. If they are not valuable or good for aad 


use, they will go off the tax books. They are doing it in every | 











State, and they are not paying taxes now. | 
Mr. SHEPPARD. Great corporations are paying taxes on } 
them in my State. They will cede these lands to the Govern- | 
ment in order to escape taxation. Counties will suffer seri- 
ously. 
Mr. FLETCHER. May I interrupt the Senator further to | 


observe that these lands where the timber has been cut off are | 
not suited for anything else. The private owners are refusing, | 
in State after State all over this country, to pay taxes on them. | 
They are going back to the State, off the tax rolls, and are 
not helping at all in the revenues of the State now. 
proposition will enable those lands to be taken over by the | 
Government, and then the Government will undertake to pro- , 
duce timber on these lands, and the forest products will be 
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disposed of as they are fn the case of national forests and in 
other instances, and the people will get benefits out of them. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The lands to which I refer have a distinet 
value fhey are valuable for agricultural purposes, and under 
“ction 7 thev mav be donated in fee to the U1 ed S tes Gov 
ernment if that is done, large amounts that e now being 
received by the counties by Way ol local taxatio Will ) lost 
and the counties and the small landowners will suffer 

Resides, this bill provides that the United States Ge hnmenf, 
in co peration th the landowners Way teach them how to 
conserve their own forest lands It is not necessury for the 
United States to take over the lands and own the lands in fee 
in order to develop a successful forest policy. It seems to me to 

|} he vw very dangerous section, and | want to protest against it, 
and to warn the Senete thet in my judgment a very great 
justice is being imposed upon a large section of the country 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, I should like to call the 
attention of the chairman of the committee to the provision 
which he read a while ago: 

That all rtv, rights sements, and b ts ! d by this 
ection to he retained by or ved ft whers of lands donated or 
devised t he United States shall be subject to the tax laws of the 
States where ich lands are located 

Who is to pay those taxes? If the tithe goes to the United 
States, is it expected that the United States Government will 
xo into the counties and pay those taxes? 

Mr. MeNARY. Oh, no. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. By whom is it proposed that they shall 
| be paid? 

Mr. McNARY. When land becomes part of a Government 
reservation or « national forest it is not subject to local tax- 
ation. That is & condition that prevails in 17 of the western 


States where there are large areas of the public domain. 
is not essential to have this matter in the bill as a 
national reforestation policy. I will concede that. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I am just trying to find out the meaning 
of this provision. 

Mr. McNARY. But the lands suitable for reforestation can 
be turned over to the Government, with certain mineral reser- 
vations, for 20 years. During the period of these proprietary 
reservations the local government would receive the taxes upon 
the lands. After the Government acquired the title to the lands 
in fee simple they would be in just the same untaxable condi- 
tion as the lands in the public domain and in the national 
forests in the West. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. There is no similarity at all between 
these lands and the lands in the West. There is not an 
of public land in my State. If any public improvement 
been voted by the people there and bonds have been issued 
predicated upon the assessment of these lands, if they are 
turned over by an owner who does not care to meet an obliga- 
tion there, the State loses its right of enforcing the payment 
of taxes by the sale of the lands and their acquisition by the 
State; so that the case is not similar to one where lands have 
never been divested from the United States Government. 

Mr. McNARY. It is similar, I will say to the Senator, only 
as a matter of analogy, as showing where the title rests when 
taxes are payable and when they are not; that is all. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Of course, where bonds have becn issued 
in a certain drainage district or a school district or a road 
district predicated upon the assessment value of all properties 
within that district, under the existing law if taxes are not 
paid upon these lands they are sold, and the State acquires 
them, and subsequently other people come and take them up. 
If, however, one of these parties wants to give up this land, 
having cut ull the timber off of the land, and does not care for 
the land, he just dodges the payment of that tax and deprives 
the State or the county or the district of the right of coming 
back upon property, because the pot 
back on the United States Government payment 
the tax. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ing to the amendment 
{[Mr. SHeEpPArD]. 

Upon a division, the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. or- 
dered to a third reading. read the third time, and passed 


It 
matter of 


acre 


has 


this assessor 


for 


can 
the 


come 


The question is upon agree 
proposed by the Senator from Texas 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the 


amendments of the Senate Nos. 1 to 5, and alse to the amend- 


| ment to the title to the bill (H. R. 7996) to regulate and fix 
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ri ( pay for employees and officer of the Government 
1’) Collie and that the llouse had agree 1 to the amend- 
ment ¢ the Senate No. 6, with an amendment, in which it 
re ed e concurrence of the Senate. 

L hie 7 e alse announced that the House had agreed to 
t i t of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
Vols f the t » Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the 
| Hl. R. 4885) te pay tuition of Indian children in publie | 
+ cn 

| essa I it nneunced that the House had dis- 
agreed the umendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9559) 
makin i. riatioi to supply deficiencies in certain appro- 
priatic r the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and prior 
{ il years, to provide supplemental appropriations fer the 
{ t ending June 80, 1925, and for other purposes; re- 
‘ { onference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
‘ e two Llouses thereon, and that Mr. Mappren, Mr. ANTHONY, 
1 Mir. Byrens of Tennessee were appointed managers on the 
] t Hiouse at the conference. 

The u ige also announced that the House had passed the, 
joint resolution (S. J. Res. 127) to provide that the powers and 
duties conferred upon the Governor of Alaska under existing 
] for the protect of wild-game animals and wild birds in 
Aluska be transferred to and be exercised by the Secretary of 
Agcricniture 

Tl message further announced that the House had adopted 
the folle ne coneurrent resolution (HL. Con. Res. 29), in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate 

Veaolved he llouse « Re esentatives (the Senate coneurving), | 
‘I it t icti e Speaker of the House of Representatives and of | 
i I’) t pro tempore of the Senate in signing the enrolled bill 
(tL. R 2 nferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear, 
ex in d i ind enter judgment in any elaims which the 
Choctaw ad Chickasaw Indians may have again the United States, 

1 fo r pur} rescinded, and tha in the enrollment of 

‘ | he following nendmeut made, viz: In section after 
the word “Interior,” in the proviso, insert the following with 
f itional reasonable ud on ! expenses for said tribal at- | 
1 i be roved nd pak rom the funds of the respective 
t ul e direction of the Secretary « the Interior, as may be 
: red { the proper conduct of such litigation 

The message also announced that the House had passed bills 
of the following titles, in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

HW. R.9111. An act directing the remission of customs duties 


on certain property of the United States imported by the War 
Department; and 

H. R. 9612. An act to the 
State of Georgia, threugh its highway department, to construct 
a bridge across the Oconee River. 


the 


consent of Congress 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
Tl further announced that the Speaker of the House 
id signed enrolled bills of the following titles, and they 


if Message 


hi 


were 


thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 
H. R. 2126. An act for the relief of C. C. Carson; and 
HW. R. 4526. An act to incorporate the United States blind 
veterans of the World War, 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 


The following bills were each read twice by 
ferred as indicated helow: 
H. R. 9111, An act directing the remission of customs duties 
on certain property of the United States imported by the War 
Department: to the Committee on Finance. 

H. RR. 9612. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Georgia, through its highway department, to construct 


their titles and 
re 


a bridge across the Oconee River: to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 
CLAIMS OF CROCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIANS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a concurrent resolution from the Heuse of Representa- 
tives which will be read. 

The principal clerk read the concurrent resolution (H. Con, 
Res. 20), as follows: 

RP eael the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the action of the Speaker of the HLlouse of Representatives and 
of the Vresident pro tempore of the Senate in signing the enrolled 
bill (UL. R. 5325) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims 
toe hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in any claims which 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians may have against the United 
States, and for other purposes, be rescinded and that in the enroll- 
ment of said bill the following amendment be made, viz: In section 2, 
afte the word Interior in the proviso, insert the following: 











“with such additior 


ial 


I isonable and necessary expenses for said 
tribal attorneys to be approved and paid from the funds of the 
spective tribes under the direction of the Secret ity of the Lnterior, 
aS may be required for the proper conduct of such litigation.” 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Okla- 
homa [Mr. Harretp] and the Senator from Kansas {Mr. 
Curtis|], who are familiar with this matter, are both absent 


from the Chamber, 
Chamber now. 


The Senator from Kansas has entered the 
This concurrent resolution is for the purpose 


correcting an error in enrolling a bill, and I ask unan 
mous consent that it be concurred in. 

Mr. CURTIS. It should be concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on con- 


curring in the concurrent resolution. 


The concurrent resolution was concurred in. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask that the Chair lay be 


fore the Senate the action of the House on the second deficiency 
appropriation bill 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before 
action of the House of Representatives, 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
propriations 


the Senate tha 
disagreeing to the 
(H. R. 9559) making ap 
tu supply deficiencies in certain appropriations 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and prior fiscal years, 


) 
provide supplemental appropriations for the fiscal year endi 
June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, and requesting a con 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Houses thereon. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate 
amendments and agree to the request of 
conference, and that the Chair appoint the 
part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the President pro tempo 
appointed Mr. WARREN, Mr. Curtis, Mr. Jones of Washington 
Mr. OVERMAN, and Mr. 
Senate, 


insist upon 
the House for 


conferees on the 


HaAxkis conferees ou the part of 
LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATIONS 
Mr. WARREN submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of t! 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (TL Rk 
9429) making appropriations for the legislative branch of ths 
Government for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1925, and tf 


other purposes, having met, after full and free conferen 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their resp 
tive Houses as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8. 9, 10, 11 


12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 26; and agree to tl 
| same. 
Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, 





and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed, insert: “$150,000”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 
The committee of conference have not agreed on amendment 
numbered 18, 24, and 25. 
F, FE. WARREN, 
Reep SMoor, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 
L. J. DICKINSON, 
Wa. S. VARE, 
C, D. CARTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 


TULTION OF INDIAN CHELDREN IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS—CONFEREN CE 
REPORT 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE obtained the floor. 
Mr. HARRELD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 


me to present a conference report? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 

Mr. HARRELD. I present the conference report on House 
bill 4835, and while I do net want to trench on the Senator's 
time, I should be glad if the report could be considered at this 
time. It will take only a minute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from 
homa presents a eonference report which will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


Okla- 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (EL R. 
4835) to pay tuition of Indian children in public schools, hay- 
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——_——$_ 


CONGRE! 


ng met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
id and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- | 
That the Senate recede from its amendments. 


J. W. HLARRELD, 
JOHN LB. KENDRICK, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Homer P. SNYDER, 
FrREDK. W. DALLINGER, 
Cart HAYDEN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the conference report, 
rhe report was agreed to. 
Mr. HARRELD. I thank 
INVESTIGATION Pkt 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
resolution for the appointment of a 
investigate campaign expenditures. I did not 
y Senator upon this floor could have an 
resolution. It was requested that 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
e Senate, because that is required; but, well known, 
at is in large meusure a pro forma proceeding, and I antici- 
ited that there could not any hesitation on the part of the 


The question is upon agree- 


the 
SIDENTIAL 


Senator from Wisconsin. 


oF CAMPAIGN 


EXPENDITURES 

offered 
authorized 
conceive that 
objection to the 
it he sent to the 


on yesterday I 


committee 


oposed 
is 


as 


he 


mmittee in reporting the resolution immediately in order that 
might be laid hefore the Senate. I am advised, however 
at there has been a meeting of the committee, and that some 
sort of reason was presented in the committee for a postpone- 


ent of consideration and report upon the resolution. 
I do not think that the Committee Audit and Control 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate is in control of the 
the Senate. I believe that Senators very generally 
n favor the policy of establishing 


to the 
police Ss 
would be 
of 
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a committee authorized 

to make rigid and thorough investigation of all campaign ex- 

nditures during the progress of the campaign 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin vield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. TI yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will be glad to state to the Senator pre- 
cisely what occurred in the Committee to Audit and Control | 


the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to-day. 
A meeting was held, at which the chairman of the committee, 


the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Keyes], the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Gerry] and myself were present. 
Among the resolutions considered was the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

A resolution in language exactly the same as or similar to 


that of the Senator’s resolution was reported four years ago 


and passed by the Senate. The committee appointed under 
that resolution was known as the Kenyon committee. as the 
Senator will recall. 

Upon the consideration of the resolution to-day in the com- 
mittee I moved that the resolution be reported favorably, 
which motion was put, and the Senator from Rhode Island 
|Mr. Gerry] and I voted for it, and the Senator from New 


Hampshire [Mr. Keyes], who said that he held the proxy of 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Fess], voted against it. but the 
Senator from New Hampshire did say that he would look into 
it further and consider whether or not it should finally 
reported. 

In justice to myself, and especially in view of the fact that 


be 


[ have uniformly been for the curtailment and publicity of 
election expenses, I feel that I should make this statement to 
the Senate. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 


Mr. REED of Missouri. Will the Senator permit me to in- 
quire of the Senator from Tennessee whether the Senator from 
New Hampshire will be able to determine the question before 
the next election ? 

Mr. McKELLAR. 


pose. 


I do not know. 
I see no reason myself why the resolution should not be 
at once reported. It is not the function of the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as I 
understand the functions of that committee, to do otherwise 
than to say whether or not there is money enough with which 
to carry on the investigation. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Exactly. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have served on that committee 


for a 
number of years, ever since I have been in the Senate. 


I have 





TI can not fathom the pur- 
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uniformly taken the position I have state« md until this year 
believe that has been the uniform policy that committee 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President i ‘ ecisely my 
view It is net the province of this committee to determine the 
policy the Senate shall adopt with referencs uny of the 
matters referred to it, but it is the policy of that conimittee to 
sa fe guard the err one of the Senate which proposition 
coming before authorizes to be made from the und 

In vie of she fact that the hour of final ad niment has 
been fixed, I am compelled to move at this time to di the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of t! 
Senate from further consideration of the resolution to which I 

| have referred. 

I well understand that that motion can not be put to the 
Senate until another day has passed. Just whether that be a 
legislative day or a calendar day at this moment | am unable 
to say; but in order to provide against any technical construc 
tion of the rule in that respect I am going to say to all Sena 
tors who are interested in the passage of a resolution at this 
time such as IL have introduced, that we should take an 
adjournment and not a recess to-night to make certain that 

' we shall have an opportunity tor the considerati« or the 
motion L have just made. 

Mr. LODGE —~ President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Toes the Senator from Wis 
consin yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. On that point, of course, to-day is a new day, 
and the motion to discharge will come to-morrow, if we 
adjourn to-day. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Is it the understanding of the Senator 
that it will come up to-morrow if we take a recess? 

Mr. LODGE. No. It has to be another legislative day 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE I was apprehensive that was the con 
struction which would be put upon the rule, and for that res 
son I make the suggestion to Senators who are friendly to the 
passage of this resolution that they should stand for an 
udjournment and not a recess i do not know what the plans 
are of those who direct the movement of ‘lative business, 
as to whether they propose that we shall have a recess to-night 
or shall have an adjournment, and I just forestall that by the 
suggestion that we have an adjournment insteud Of a recess, 
no matter what the plan is. 

Mr. LODGE In connection with what the Senator from 
Tennessee has said, there has been a good deal of discussion 
here at times as to the right of the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, whether they 
could make any change in the text of a resolution referred to 
them, or whether their sole duty was to declure whether the 
contingent fund of the Senate was sufficient to supply the 
needs under the resolution. I have been looking the matter 
up. and [ can not find that there is any restriction on the 
amending power of that committee. Perhaps the Senator 
from Tennessee knows of some. They have frequently made 
amendments, 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is true. 

Mr. LODGE. Frequently I have seen them made, and I] 
have had doubt about their authority 








Mr. McKELLAK. I have never believed that the commit- 
tee had the right to make amendments, but it has exercised 
the right frequently of late. 

Mr. LODGE. It was just the same, I think, in the last 
Congress. That led me to look it up. But | can not find any 
restriction, either in the statute under which this committee 
really exists or in the rule restricting the power of the com 
mittee. whatever the committee has, to amend. That is merely 


a question about the power of the committee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator from 
mit me just a moment, I think the answer 
this, that all of the measures which are 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
the Senate in their very nature have to go to other 
which fix their wording, and recommend their passage by the 
Senate or their rejection by the Senate. Therefore it would 
seem beyond doubt that the only power the Committee to Audit 


Wisconsin will per 
to the suggestion 


tirst referred 


is 
to the 
Expenses of 
committees, 


and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate has is to 
say whether or not there is enough money in the coffers of 
the Senate to pay for the investigation, and that ir what is 
undertaken in the resolution. That has been my uniform 
belief all the time. I do not think there are any decisions 
on the matter. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, it may be that the 
chairman and majority members of that committee purpose 
to prosecute some investigation with respect to the resolution, 


and to call another meeting of the committee during the pres- 
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ent legislative day, and to report the resolution so that it will 
in order to take it up during this present legislative day 
unimous consent, or to take it up of right, if recognition 
were accorded for that purpose, to-morrow, assuming that to- | 
errow would be another legislative day. But I am not ad- 
sed about that, and I con + this resolution so tremendously | 
portant to the lectorate of this country that I can not} 
ume anythis th respect to it, and must protect the 
solution it is for at reason that I offer this motion at 
time 
All of us well lerstand what has happened in our elec- 
ne | oters of the country well understand. 
1S e rrupt expenditure of money in 
( t row as a tremendous evil, which menaces the | 
le that should govern in our elections, and which, 
] e very foundation of democracy. 
inp mn ¢ penditures have o! into the millions. We 
® had some revelations made to us during the investiga 
! the enate has been making it the present session, 
ng the appalling and indefensible growth of this ener- 
criminal expenditure, and the hold that those who are 
! t rasp undue power in our Government obtain 
uch { i So, I think, it behooves each branch 
( ‘ 1 I Covernment itself, Mr. President, to 
( ll its pow to sate rding our elections. That is the 
t ! ion wv h I intr “al yesterday 
not be permitted to ry, I ha ( ed this motion, 
! T hope ! t} folle r al 1 I speak especially 
fer ’ a i ] Suk that the motion 
wh 1 enter me “i f right | hear ind that it shall 
e Vv n tl pror e of two or th Senators 
i that we sl be denied tl right to safeguard our 
elections at this tin 
eral Sen: to ddressed the Chair 
LA FOLLETTE Mr. President, I have another matter 
to present, if Senators will bear with me for just a moment. 
T? PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wis- 
Con 1 will pre “| 
RELILF OF DISTRESS IN GI ANY 
Ir. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, on June 3 I entered | 
a motion for the discharge of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations from further consideration of House Joint Resolu- 
tion 180. That resolution provides for relief to the distressed 


and starving women and children of Germany. 
a vote upon that re 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Now, I ask for 


Solutbon 


The question is upon agree- 


iw to the motion made by the Senator from Wisconsin. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The resolution is to discharge the 
Committee on Foreign Relations from the further considera- 
n of House Joint Resolution 180, known as the Fish reso- 


lution, which provides for the expenditure of $10,000,000 for the 


‘ 4 


eeding and care of the women and children of Germany. 

If that motion is carried, I desire te move and shall move 
to lay before the Senate for present consideration the jeint 
resolution. I say now that I know the stress of business here 
and the desire of Senators to pass many measures of impor- 
tan to them and their districts, and 1 do hot purpose with 


matter of this sort to intervene with an extended debate 
taking up the time of the Senate, so far as I am concerned 
myself, although I am prepared to discuss it, I have been 


and I know something about the conditions, and 


yet I shall be entirely content if we can be accorded a vote 
upon the joint resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the joint resolution for the giv- 
ing of $10,000,000 to Germany, the amendment te that -resolu- 
iion offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. STANFIELD] to 
make a similar but not so large a gift to Greece and Armenia, 
and the bill introduced by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Howe..] proposing $25,000,000 to be lent to Germany have all 
heen before the Committee on Fereign Relations, They came 
just at the end of March, and they have been taken up 
repeatedly by the committee, have been thoroughly discussed, 
heariugs have been held, witnesses have been heard, including 
among others, General Allen, and the matter has been very 
theroughly examined and considered by the committee. I 
need hardly say that it is in no sense a party question. After 


op the ground, 


ith 


full discussion about three days ago a vote was taken in the 
committee on the proposed gift to Germany, which was de- 
feated, 11 to 6, and a vote was taken on the proposition of 


a joan to Germany, which was defeated, 11 to 5. 

We have gone into the matter with great thoroughness. It 
presents many difficult questions, First is the question ef the 
stitutionality such gifts, which is a very important 


con ol 
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question. Second is the question of the policy of entering 1 


1 
a system of relief loans to other countries, loans not asked 

| but proposed for the relief of certain portions of the populat 

| of Germany, children and women who are alleged to be sut 
ing more than anybody else. The actual conditions as 
sented to the committee, and there was a mass of testi: 
about it, were considered. The question of the relief fur ! 


so far by the Germans themselves was also considered. 
Then through the amendment offer: 
the Senator from Oregon, with the question of other 
loans for purposes of relief. One of them 
the people of Greece. The case ; ery am 
one. It has rather more than the usual appeal which ec! 
ill fed or starving, or women, ill fed or starving, have for ¢ 


and right-feeling 


we were presented, 


was for the re] 


of Greece is a \ 


g man or woman. There 
special feature about the situation of Greece. Greece is x 
small country. It has an area of about 24,000 square 
and a population at the latest estimate of 4,500,000, 


that number 1,300,000, or 28 per cent, are refugees. 
Greece can barely support her own people. In fact thers 


constant emigration from Greece. There have been fo 
upon her these 1,300,000 refugees, chiefly from Smyrna 
have been driven out of Turkey in Asia and foreed to 


refuge in a country of their racial origin, the country w! 
um sure appeals, by its extraordinary history, to every 
It is not the fault of Greece. They have not failed in supp 
their own people, but it is a tremendous burden to put 
such a small country to care for such a vast number of refu 
Much has been done by other countries through private 
ties. In the resolutien of the Senator from Oregon is al 
cluded the ease of Armenia. I merely mention this beca 
we take up the matter for consideration the other ap 
equally or perhaps more moving, must also be considere 

Mr. President, I have only to say in conelusion, for I a 
to protract the at this point at all, that | 
think the committee has done its full duty. There was, as | 
have said, no party feeling in it whatever; there could be 1 

I hope that the Senate will have sufficient confidence in , 
committee and its labors and its work not to reopen the question 
at a time when it would lead to a very long discuss 
inevitably the question is a very complicated one, and I d 


or 


desire discussion 


here 


very much whether we could get any satisfactory res . 
though we might. But it would certainly lead to a very gre:t 
deal of debate. I shall be very sorry, as the Senator from 


Wisconsin himself has said, to interfere with the work, the | 
and measures which other Senators desire to have consider 
and to dispose of which they have been waiting and ne 
sarily foreed to wait for these later hours. Therefore, I ho 
the Senate will net decide to discharge the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I received some weeks ago a 
letter from an able lawyer of my State, and a man of 
highest character, who had been traveling for some time in G 
many. He knew conditions there and protested agadnst « 
country appropriating $10,000,000, which belonged to all our 
people, to Germany when the suffering in that country had been 
so exaggerated. He said there was just as much suffering in 
Georgia and other parts of the United States. 

The people in the Northwest are suffering, as are the people 
in my State and ether sections of the South. In one-third 
the State of Georgia the farmers are in a worse condition than 
anywhere in the country, except in the Northwest. 

In 1914 the Seuth could not export her cotton on account of the 
war, and cotton went down to 4 and 5 cents a pound, less than 
the cost of production. Our people suffered financially as much 
as Belgium, though we had not entered the war. The South 
could net finance the cetton crop and Europe could net buy. © 
Senators and Representatives appealed to Congress, not for 
charity, as this bill prevides, but for Government loans on cotton, 
and you turned a deaf ear to our appeals. Only two Senators 
on the Republican side of the Chamber voted with us. Ey: 
some Senators on this side voted against us. How inconsistent 
it is that the very Senators who voted against giving relief to 
their distressed fellow countrymen are now urging this gift to 
a country which does net need help half as much as the cotton 
producers of the South. 

The junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Howe] on yesterday 
offered an amendment to let Germany have $25,000,000, which 
they had not even asked for, and he urged this appropriation, 
stating that though they had not asked for the money they 
were not compelled to take it. 

The Dawes report, issued since this bill was introduced, 
proves conclusively that Germany can take care of her own 
people if they would only half try. I can not understand how 


5 


e 


Senators will vote away millions of the people’s money to a 
country which is not one-fourth as heavily burdened with taxa- 
tion_as our own, 
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Aside from the doubtful constitutionality of the bill to al 
opriate S1T0.000.000 for the pure ha 


se ¢ 


food supplies for des- 
} 





tute women and children in Germany, the principle involved 
s, to my mind, radically wrong, and the passage of the meas- 
re by Congress would establish a most unfortunate precedent. 


Heretofore relief by direct appropriation of Cong 


own country, has, with a exceptions, been limited to 


ress, even in 
iew 


es of sudden and terrible suffering or threatened starvation 
iting from earthquakes, storms, fires, and floods, and has 
continued only until the local government and local ma- 
ery could be reestablished and the necessary outside aid 
ished through the American Red Cross and other chari- | 
and relief societies and associations, Even in such disas- 


; appropriations by Congress have, as a rule, been restricted 

ums needed to replenish Army and Navy food and other sup- | 
issued to the destitute and starving citizen and to pay | 

sportation and other incidental expenses. 

I remember rightly, the German relief measure was one of 

first bills introduced in this Congress. It is now six months 


ince we met here, or since this bill was first introduced, so it 
not be claimed that the money is needed to provide relief 
1 a sudden disaster, such as an earthquake, a fire, storm, 
flood, neither can it be claimed that there has not been time 
the German governments, general and local, to act or for 
elief societies to appeal to the peopie for contributions. As a 





atter of fact, we know that relief societies have been organ 
ed throughout this country: they have been and are still most 
tive, and I am glad to say they have been most successful in 
eir endeavors to help the suffering people in Germany, in 
of the setback resulting from the stupid insults of Ger 
is to the memory of the late lamented Mr. Wilson, our dis 
nguished and beloved ex-Presiden 
In addition to the unpardonable blunder in failing to tly 
eir flag at half-mast over the German HKmbassy building here 
Washington, the hom of Mr W son, until forced to do 
denunciations and threats of a outraged and indignant 
iblic, the German newspapers launched vicious attacks upon 
the man whose death had cast 2 gloom over this great « muntry 
nd the world and at a time when patriotic American citizens, 
espective ot pa afliliations, vers paying tribute ts thé 
memory of the dee sed, Oe Of our able 1d greatest States 
men. 
In striking contrast to the stupid id reprehensible conduet 
f these German officials, newsvw ers, and editors, the be- 
( ed widow of our great ex-President, Mr. Wilson, contrib 
ited money and addressed an open letter to General Alle 
the head of the German ‘ o yin A saying tit 
she hoped the unfortunate flag i len ’ deter our 
people from contributing to the support ot stitute Ger 
man women and children. I am giad that this has been the 
spirit of our people in every sect 
I have said that American relief societi« have heen most 
energetic and successful in their efforts; but what has been 
done by the German Governme! iich is directly responsible 
for the present situation in Germany and the world? It is 
vell known that they deliberately brought about the depre- 


ciation of their currency and partial Stagnation of German 
ndustries in their efforts to ape payment of reparations to 
irance and Beigium and to wipe out their domestic 
well their debt England and 
payable in German marks. And I m add that 

far have been crowned with but it 
he report and recommendations of the commission of experts 


em 
internal 
America 
their efforts 
is hoped 


dept as as to citizens of 


ght 
st) 
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with General Dawes, a fearless American, as chairman, will 
make the German Government and the German people realize 
that they will not wholly escape punishment for the untold 
misery and suffering they brought upon the civilized world. 

It is true the German Government made some payments 
to our allies. but it is also true that they have received from 
America and England through loans, payable in worthless 
marks, and contributions more iey than they have paid 





toward reparations, including deliveries in kind. 
it not claimed by the advocates of this bill 
actual shortage of food in Germany; in fact, it 
even by the Germans themselves that they have had a 
har They say that while food abundant in Germany 
the mass of the people, due to the ¢ the mark, are 
not able to purchase it. It is also admitted that the “ upper 
still lead “a life of greatest luxury,” to quote from 
article by one of tl best-known German writers 
Harden). The papers of the world for the past 
have frequently upon the lavish 
German travelers Nice and other Enropean 
if Government would 


that there is 
is admitted, 


is 


good 
vest. is 
ollapse of 
classes ” 
a recent © 
(Maximilian 
few months commented 
in 
German 


e ex 


penditures of 
pleasure 


resorts. the 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE 











LU0963 


these jdle rich and the Germa: 
pay a reasonable property and come 1 rel 
them back to Germany the . uf 
stowe rway American, English, and ot ' n ba 
and safe-deposit vaults, there would b eed ippen! 
he American Cengress fol ip pria \ 
publie for contributions, 

The tax rate of Germany, compared with the 1 s tes 
and other countries, is so low as to be ludicrous i 
be said that Germany is virt lly a tax-free Ye ‘ 
are asked to ay opriate $10,001 0 a ft he ¢ a 

ax all our people to pay it he ur yp i! 
heavily burdened with taxes they can har eat 3 cor 
dition of affairs in Germany was so apparé e ¢ mis 
of experts, of which General Dawes was rm thy 
commission found tl whol ‘ ent of ‘ 
credit of Germat! 1 the 1 ( ns eould |! 
readily settled by compelling Gé ! ‘ tax rate 
comparable with that ft E .. B et Italy 
and I am glad to say that ne | t i ‘ { 
will be done 

Mr. President | lustries of Ger ' t or 
ranized, neither stnen chine nor equ i bled I } 
solete In order to diminish « hol down ti l] irent prot 
of the Government-owned railroads, a | hi ht 
made available for the reparations cecou e ims } 
been expended in the « truction and repa r ti in 
rollir stock It is said tl nee the r Ge inv has bu 
ri) e he { mot ere ‘ Lane ! ! ‘ ev ma « | 
in I ranece r ~ ! recon d t I } wi 
magnates ere with ¢ : ! t I 
them ‘ ( pted Sill ir tacti an i i e oO Kee 
dow ipparent pt t i ‘ ‘ ‘ of ¢ 
eS pre 4s Tf f ( I I urse r 
i (el e | H-4 ] yuen f ] i 

} Gt ‘ t 

The | bare of Gert I le of f 
Government, 2 ‘ simil purpose rve ‘ 
modern inery in tl I Tt ies, mi rine i 
the Ge in Government and the predate usti ) 
willed every idle plant could be put in ope i 
less 1 i et W up-to-« e d new mt im the 
industrial establishme } ! irpassed sportati« 
cilities ind chea lat hey are I positi« 0 tlood 
the markets of ie world with 1a n-Cre a ) 

thin five ( 3 ( rmat ou ite wipe i ! 
wortd commerce. Germany, however, consider here im 
ant for the time being to Ke ( re f Ve ' . 
her representative ed i scrap <« pape than to re 
ablis er trace nil mmme ‘ eel ! the ‘ 

t ‘ | ed en we free ) 1 tl 
nancial bli mn resul y fro! t defeat i tl lield of 
battle 

Mr President, responsibl or her unet 
ployment, such ured t t is no 
Che number of uw ily is sma n cor ii } 
with the number in Great ! tuin, where on ixth of the men 
irre without work et Great Britain | ! eno appeal! 
neip trom toreign « l ol oreign gove ent bhi é 
ence is, Great Britair s willing to tax he dustries and Di- 

lists and Germany wil it, o1 is not since ‘ 
The advocates « th ill Sa that th ce i thie ts 
man mark has made it impossible for the masses ti u oo 
of which there is, as I have shown, an ample suppl G 
many itself Mr. President, there may be Members « t 
hody sufliciently credulous to believe this story, but I f 
one of them. I spent several weeks in Ge nv le tha 
ve S 0, nd 1} e some nersonal knowl ai 
there President Hibben, « Princeton [ | oti 
distinguished and fair-minded Americar oO ave ecently 
returned from visits to Germany, report they observed 
no na itions of de It n or star ition that « ty 
No doubt the coll <4 { mH ia ber i eTriou ncon 
enience to the people of Germany) rt ie old mark i 
still in circulation togethe vith a new currency. the w 

of which is called the renten mark With any kind o ‘ 
dium of exchange is probable that wom«e and childret 
will starve when there is food in the marks ale I douht 
Mr. President. if many of the advo es « } mensure ) 

| estly believe that the women and children of Gr I r 
destitute or hungry. 

The real purpose of this bill is made app nt b study 

make | of the census reports, from which it will | sere t! at least 
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ASOD ) men and women of ting age are German 
bert wv of German parentage, and ere fl millions more 
whose randparents were born in Germany 

Most of these voters converse in German they get their | 
news from papers printed in German, they think In German; 
in fact, many of them are still German to the core 

These German voters have openly threatened to prevent the 
reelection of any man in public office who fails to show sym 
pathy for their fatherland, and it is not improbable that they 
have spotters here to-day to report the names of Senators to 

id to their black list. 

Mr. President, [ resent their attitude and ondemn their 
methods, nevertheless | would gladly support the bill if I felt 
that conditions Justified favorable uction by (Congress, bul 
Tam not willing to appropriate the people's money to buy Ger 
Piul VOLES 

‘ir. President, there are other countries in Europe sorely in 
need of outside aid, though they are not represe uted in such 
overwhelming numbers at our polls 

The distinguished Senator from Utah [Mr. Kin has told us 

t fully 2.000.000 Russian men, womel imnd children are 
facing starvation or death from exposure [ myself witnessed 
the distressing conditions tn Hungary in 1922, and I am in- 
formed there has been little improvement since that time 

When [ was in Budapest there were in tha ‘ity 200,000 
Li inn refugees dependent upon charity for their daily bread. 

But the country that appeals to my sympathy, Mr. President, 
is the new-born Republic of Greece, our ally in the World War, 
and our good friend always 

Phere has not been in all history a more cruel or inhuman act 
Py nation calling itself civilized than the sudden expulsion 
fre furkey of the millions of Christinn inhabitants, most of 
them of Greek descent Following their crushing defeat of 
the Greek Army in September, 1922, the Turks sent all able- 
bodied men and hualf-grown boys into the interior of the Ana- 
tolia in a state of virtual slavery to work, and few of them have 
been heard from since. The old men and the women and chil- 
( i Were driven at the point of the bayonet ross the frontier 
or to the senuports Those too siek or too weak to continue the 
harrowing march were left by the wayside to die, if, indeed, an 
end was not put to their suffering by the rifles or sabers of the 
cruel Turkish soldiers, 

Thousands were actually driven into the sea and thousands 
more threw themselves into the water to escape by drowning 
an intolerable existence as mistresses or slaves to the inhuman 
Turks 

But for the assistance and the remonstrance of our repre- 


sentatives on the spot and of the representatives of other civi- 
lized nations few of the helpless Greeks and Armenians herded 
together like cattle on the beach at Smyrna would have escaped 
death or a life worse than death 

After weeks, and months in untold suffering 
and privation about 1,200,000 emaciated and miserable refugees 
found themselves in Greece without 1 money: in fact, 
with nothing except the rags on their backs. About 10 per cent 
or 
cassians, 


some cases, ot 


rod ai 


“having no claim upon Greece 
human beings denied shelter elsewhere,” 
of our adviser to the Greek Government 

Greece, a little nation of something 5,000,000 inhabit- 
ints, impoverished and prostrate after the Smyrna debacle had 
these helpless and starving refugees, equal in numbers to one- 
fourth of her population, thrust upon her to support. This Con- 
gress made no appropriation to help these distressed people. 


except the claim of 
to quote from a report 


Vel 


the refugees were Armenians, Hebrews, Assyrians, and Cir- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


} 





Relief societies and association from all the civilized world, 
however, rushed to her assistance. It is said that for five 
months in 1922 and 1923 the American Red Cross alone cared | 


for 868,000 refugees, and the Near East 
others 

For reasons, Which I will not here discuss, the American Red 
withdrew from Greece the Ist of last July. The Greek 
Government, assisted by the Near East Relief and other similar 


Relief for thousands of 


(‘ross 


societies and associations, have done all that is humanly pos- 
sible with the funds available. Notwithstanding their efforts, 
1 find from a recent report that there are still no fewer than 


500,000 refugees, who are homeless, without adequate food and 
clothing, and an easy prey to hunger, exposure, and disease, 
Mr. President, while we are considering appropriations for 
the purchase of food supplies for destitute women and children, 
let us not forget the unfortunate Christian refugees in Greece. 
There is more suffering to-day among the Jews in Poland and 
Russia than there is in Germany, but no one is asking us to 
appropriate money to help them 


money to help the starving, it is our duty 


If we appropriate the people’s | 
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the greatest 
yotes 


listress. Ll am opposed to charity just to get 


Let us not forget our own people who are in distress 
own State 


In Th 
one-sixth of the people on the farms have left thy 
homes because of crop failures and financial distress. Thor 
sands of farmers of my State have lost their farms in rece) 
years through no fault of their own. They have worked as hard 
us anyone ever worked. The same condition exists among t! 
farmers in the Northwest. Let us not forget the burden o 
taxation borne by our people [t mest commendable 
those who have means to contribute liberally to the destitut 
of Germany and other parts of the world, but, as Represents 
fives in Congress we have no right in my humble judgment 
vote to give to the Germans $10,000,000 of the money bhelongi: 
to all our people. No one sympathizes with those in distr: 
more than I do, but my first duty is to the people 1 serve. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I am sorry at this Is 
day in the session to take any of the time of the Senate, bu 


is 


do feel we should provide this money. The chief argun 
raised against the measure, apparently, is that such act 
would be unconstitutional; that we have no right to use th 
money of our taxpayers for this particular purpose. 

I notice, however, that it has been the custom of the ¢\ 
gress for more than 100 years to do things of this sort | 
I8l2—and that was a long time age—the Congress vot 


S$O0,.000 for the relief of the people in Venezuela who had s 
fered from an earthquake. That bill was fought through | 
Senate by Senator Bayard. I do not know which particu! 
grandfather he was of our present colleague from Delaw 

but he was the father of the idea in the Senate. 

There was also a debate in the House of Representative 
The constitutional question Was not raised, but I also noti 
that there was quite a colloquy between Mr. Calhoun and M 
John Randolph. It may be interesting to Senators to note tha 
in that day, too, there was disorder in the two Chambers. M 
Randolph made a number of observations on the impatienc 
with whieh gentlemen of the minority were listened to in t! 
House of Representatives and the frequent interruptions the 
were in the habit of meeting with. It is encouraging to us 
know that we are apparently no worse than were our ancesto! 

I wish, however, to raise this question: Of course, it 


Seer 
more or less absurd for me to discuss a constitutional que 
tion, but I wish to suggest that under the general-welfare 


clause of the Constitution Congress has power to provide fo! 
the common defense and general welfare. 


In that connection I desire merely to make one medici! 
observation. There is much undernourishment among the chi! 
dren of Germany. I know that from personal observation. | 


have seen children over there over 10 vears of age who had no! 
cut a tooth: children are also born without finger nails because 
of the poor nourishment of their mothers. Undernourishment 
of that sort means rickets; it means tuberculosis. 

The germs of disease do not recognize national boundaries 
We have made a great fight in the United States against tube 
culosis, but if we permit the conditions to continue in Ger 
many which are now in existence there it will mean an increase 
of tuberculosis over there. If the children of Germany contract 
tuberculosis, the children of America will be afflicted with: 
tuberculosis. No matter how much we restrict immigratior 
some persons are coming in from abroad. 

I have gone down on the lower Eust Side of New York and 
have seen tubercular children who have come into the country 
within a few months. In one school on the lower East Side of 
New York I found 11 children in one room who had tubercu 
losis, and 9 of them had just landed in this country. So long 
as there is any tubereulosis in the world, the children of Amer 
ica are in danger. 

So not alone for humanitarian reasons, but in order that our 
own citizens may be protected, I think this money should be 
voted for this purpose. I trust Congress will see fit to do this 
humane thing, to do the thing not alone because it is humane, 
but, if we have to regard it for mere selfish reasons to do it, 
because by taking care of the children of Germany we shall be 
taking care of our own children. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, let me ask the Senator from 
New York a question. He has suggested that it is the duty of 
the American people to send money abroad in order to forfend 
disease coming into this country. Where is the limit to be 
placed? 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I would not place any limit 
on that subject. If the countries of the world would unite to 
wipe out infectious disease in certain sections of Europe, some 
forms of infectious disease would be wiped out forever. I do 


to help all those in ' not think any finer investment could be made, and, for my part, 





I lid not I i i t ri te de h the pr 
( eu ar i if I 

Mr. BAYARD All over the world‘ 

Mr. COPELAND. Wherever ‘ is an infections dis 

ble to come to our intr and while I m pr 

‘ ‘ l l yt ‘ rest part i the Ww bd, | 
' iv that I would Germany stn nd wipe out tl 

} disens HOR le 
it AVYARI VW eS or 2o to Wet che 
irc en h more or less disease 

ir. COPELAND I eS t | bring i a bill apphs 
to s ‘ ther section of the world I shall he ‘ glad te elp 

the | ticul count before us nev crerma 
r. RAYARD l am raising the que m of principle 
LEN ROOT Mr. President, I Ke OnIV u Moment 
epe this motion will prevail Phe motion is to discharge 
(canmmittee on Foreign Relat . om the consid tt 

j t re lution that = passe e House by an overw ming 
' 

i « hee corre | ted tl t ‘ nr ‘ or kore ! 
| tion ve consice tic to tl ioint resolution ut vote 
( bry rt 1 te 6 vorabie re nendaci« pro } 
rie e in question, which is a cift nd by vote 10 to 5 

é } oF loin ¢ LOCO to Cre mm 
! is net present during the hearings before the comnritte 
s they occurred coring my illness, but | am quite familiar wit) 
th extimotry the y s taken i the House Il may say at the 
testimony take f e the Senate committee was never printed 
I mall have a werd to say ahout that testimony: but bef: 
F e so T want to s “u word with reference to the question of 


nstitutionality that is now being raised by some Senators unen 
this floor, and. I want to suggest that it is rather late in th 
a or some ot these Senators to raise th question when s« 
of them have voted repeatedly for legistation of exact! thi 
cr Te 

ir. Presider this mensure is nmeconstitutional. the cift of 
eo O00. AHO er S!4.000.000 toe Rossin wes onconstitutik ] If 
this mewrenre is trreonmstitufional. th l we have ws in the 
\lississippl Valle beeutise of the reat flood there. i likewise 
unconstitutiona | 

Mr. WILLIS rr dent 

I PRESIDENT o ter e. Does the Se from W 
ce ield to the S or fi 0 

M LENROO'T I vield 

Mr. WILLIS Dae ot ft! S tor re . differ 
‘ © he rer aid to or own nes nm < “ country. heeaness 
of a disaste n t ~ untrs nd iT t for cou 1 
v the Ss] mit . 

Mr. LENROOT Mr. Presider th reference to that. von 
Y t still find authority in the Const | for a ge . d 
n find aathority the Constitution for a gift vou will not 
fined vthing that confines it to our ow peaple 

Mr. President. I do not think the Senator from Ohio wes 
here. but I am quite certain that the distinguished chairman of 
the Foreign Relations Committee did vote for the $20,000,000 
eift to Russia: and not only was Russia assisted by this Govr- 
ernment but other countries of Europe were assisted inmmedi- 
ately following the war. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 

ir. LENROOT. To ti 
ill in the testimony. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 

vield to the Senator from 

Mr. LENROOT. I do. 

Mr. REED Missouri. I think this Gevernment sappre- 
priated money for the relief of China at one time; and after 
the war was over a large part of the money that had been in 
some way allocated or set aside to Polind was, in fact, used 
to feed the civilian popwhation, and that at a time when Poland 
was carrying on a war with Russia. Whether it is constitu- 
tional or not, it is perfectly plain that it always has been con- 
strued that these benefactions can be made. If we brought it 
down to the cold letter of the Constitution, I de not know what 
the courts might say, but we have been doing it for a good many 
irs. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, all I care to say upon that 
question is that apparently it did not occur to some Senators 
whe are tow urging the unconstitutionality of this measure. 


To the extent of $100,000.000, 
ing $100,000,000, 


e extent of someth @ like 


President 


loess the Senator Wi 


¢ 
irom 


Missouri? 


corsiti 


ot 
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upon previous occasions where the like objection could be raised, | 


that the measure was uneonstitutional. However, it will be 
their privilege, of course, to vote against the measure now in 
question if they think it is unconstitutional. 
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- i i 
T 
but I 
charita p 
] fuse t 
Mr. Presitent, it has he s ! ! { fl 
and he ubt will be ‘ tim t} ‘ el 
is no hone for pence I i cope ! é re dit { ‘ 
peace in hurepe unless n ti the neo 2 0 K one « 
change the policies which the ( en purs in t t 
The o1 Ih ‘rel e or cor 3 i Kiurone bes outs 
for the present feelimas of h ed #wnd ‘ ¢ between 
different nations there, « f 0 if hip 1 ¢ 
will. and I know of no better example the United Stat f 
set, I know of nething better calcuinted to bri y } 
change of opinion that rawst ce me da 1 But { ' 
have the United States say to the people of Germany that v 


out of our abundance, will see to it iso far as we cen. in «o f 
as their own resources do net ] vit, that their chilch shall 
nourished, and shafl furnish a citizenship the ne ren 6 
tion that will help bring about that conditi in Lurope wh 
must come sooner or later 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LENROOT. I yield. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to ask the Senator a question la 
enrious to know where the Senator would aw the line -. 


argument he makes for children is, of course, appealing 


would he draw the tme? Here on my desk, and in the recor 
of the cemmittee, are requests for relief for children of Gre 

the children of Armenia, and the children of Albani Here 
have letters from people who are in those countries and w 
have been in Germany, and who advise me that there is as muc 
need, if not greater need, for the Armeuian children and tl 
Greek children and the Albanian children and others, thun the 


is in the case referred to by the Senator. Where would he dra 
the line in this beneficence now propose a? 
Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, in reply to the Senator 


will say that, as far as Greece is concerned, if a meusure wer 


) 


i 


"¢ 


I 


e 





introduced in this body for the relief of the refugees there, I 

be clad to support it, and I should like to see every Sen- 

wt it, because there is a condition there which I think 

clon ull for relief But that condition should not be urged as 
iKuinst this propositon now pending in the Senate, 

Mr. SWANSON, Mr. President, the Dawes report, which was 
eC curefully drawn after very thorough investigation, states 
that the nationals of Germany have money infested in foreign 
countries to the extent of $1,687,000,000, That belongs to the 
people of Germany, and is deposited in foreign countries. Does 
the Senate ppose that those people in Germany, with that 
vist mount of money in foreign countries, would let those 
childre uffer for the lack of $10,000,000 proposed to be given? 
Is not tha i reflection on those people themselves? 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr, President, it is not a theory as to their 
iWVering there. If the Senator will read this document of the 
inive ation made by most impartial organizations—Columbia 
Liniversitv and others und our own official re ports he will see 
that the faet is, whatever the cause be, that the children of 


Germany are suffering from undernourishment ; 
the « may be, that the German 
resources to remedy the situation. 
SWANSON. If the Senator will permit me, I 
evidence of undernourishment of lack 
lack of milk and other things. There is also a great deal of 
undernourishment in this country. But I have not yet had it 
explained to me why there is any obligation on the people of 
the United States to tuxed to furnish $10,000,000 for the 
childven and people in Germany when the nationals of Germany 
have about $1,687,000,000 in cash deposited in foreign countries. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator know that the German 
Government cnn that money? 

Mr. SWANSON. Whether the German Government can reach 
it not, IT believe the German people are a kindly people, and 
I do not believe the people of Germany who own that money 
would pernit condition which the Senator would have 
Senate believe exists there when they have in America nearly 
S700,000,000 on deposit. 


that the fact is, 
whatever Government has 
the 


\Ir 


iuse 
not 


read that 


on account of butter and 


be 


reach 


or 


Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator deny the condition? 
Mr. SWANSON. T do: IT was there last year myself. 
Mr. LENROOT. Then the Senator denies the authenticity of 


our own Government reports. The Senator then denies the au- 
thenticity of the reports of the various commissions that have 


investigated the conditions. 


Mr. SWANSON, I say that the suffering there is not 
what it was four or five years ago. The only change is that 
they have improved conditions there. I spent three weeks 
there last vear, and there were good crops, and there was no 


starving and no 
There is suffering 


undernourishment to any marked degree. 
all over the world, and there will be suffer- 


ing until the losses of the world are made up Suffering? 
There is suffering in North Dakota and in South Dakota and 
all over America, which must pay the expenses of the war 
which Germany brought on. I see no obligations on us, and 


the committee felt there was no obligation, to send 310,000,000 


to Germany, when they have a billion seven hundred million 
dollars invested in foreign countries. 
Mr. LENROOT, | want to ask the Senator whether he 


voted for the Russian gift. 


Mr. SWANSON. I can not recall, but if I did, I was will- 
ing to do it. There were thousands upon thousands of poor, 
starving people, suffering on account of a famine and a 


drought, going hungry. 
tion stand between 


I would not let a constitutional ques- 
poverty and distress like that, and an 
umelioration of the condition. But in this case the people 
in Germany have a billion seven hundred million dollars in 
foreign countries, and they are not asking for money. The 
conditions have improved. The only change is that an elec- 
tion now approaching. The war has been over five years, 
and the chimor and demand for this money did not come until 
this last vear, just prior to an election. 


is 


Mr. LENROOT. I would like to ask the Senator from 
Virginia this. Suppose our Mr. Rockefeller and our Mr. Mor- 
gun, and a dozen others of our millionaires, had a_ billion 
dollars invested in foreign countries, and our children were 


starving: What would the Senator do about it? 
Mr. SWANSON, I would tax them, as Germany could tax 
nationals. 


is 


Mr. LENROOT, How are they to get the money, if it is not 
there? 

Mr. SWANSON. I would put the power of taxation on 
them. : 

Mr. LENROOT. And how are they going to compel them? 

Mr. SWANSON, They have money there that can be taxed. 

Mr. LE NROOT, The money is not there. 
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>The condition was worse. 
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Mr. SWANSON. They do not pay the taxes France pa 
They do not pay taxes America pays. I can not under 
stand why this thing should be brought here. Serbia has mo 
distress than all the other nations combined, but she 
proud nation and is hot coming here begging for money 

Mr. LENROOT. Serbia? 


+1 
tue 


is 


Mr. SWANSON. Yes: Serbia. She was overrun two o 
three times. Poland ts suffering. Russia, our ally, is suf 
ing. 


Mr. LENROOT. We have helped them 


Mr. SWANSON. France is suffering. France is stagge 
ing under a debt of $6,000,000,000, but she stands up coura 
geously and meets her burdens. 

The German Government has not asked for this. No asso 


ciation in Germany has asked for it. 
mostly by people in America, who are demanding this, and 
most of the clamor for it has come in the last six months 
They have been in a bad condition four years, it 
and why 


It has been asked 


Is said 
did not this demand come three or four vears ago 

The distress was worse. The Conn 
mittee on Foreign Relations felt that there was no obligation 
to do this, with the Dawes report before us. The Dawes 


port says there is no occasion for this on the part of th 
Government, 
The first effort to raise money was through private sul 


scriptions, but the fund they wanted to raise was not all paid 
in, and what right have we to make up by the taxing power 
what the people would not voluntarily give? If we are going 
do this, we ought to give money to Greece, we ought to 
give money to relieve the conditions in Serbia, we ought ‘o 
give money to Poland, we ought to give money to Hunga: 


and we ought to alleviate distress all over the world. [ 
we are to embark on this mission of merey and help, the 
thing is to do it broadly, not through partisanship, not witt 
any prejudice for or against any nation. If this passes, I wi 
vote to give money to Greece. I voted against that, and | 
voted against giving money to the Armenians, because I sa 


| the time has come for America to cease this giving, exces! 


| for the sele purpose of feeding these children. 





in great emergencies, except in cases of great distress. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, the Senator said that Ger 
many has not asked it. Of course, Germany has not asked this 
Government or any other government for charity. German; 
however, did endeavor to secure a loan from private sources 
Our Governmen| 
consented that such a loan should have priority over any claim 
we might have against Germany. I understand that Grea 
Britain likewise consented, but I understand that France 
objected, and hence Gerinany was unable to secure a loan upon 
a business basis for the very purpose of feeding her children 

It is net to the diseredit of Germany, but to the eredit of 
Germany, that she has not asked us for a loan, that she has not 
asked us for charity. She has nothing to offer as security 
under the present conditions, for a loan. The Senator well 
knows that. 

So far as the Dawes report is concerned, I am as hopeful as 
is the Senator from Virginia that the Dawes report offers an 
ultimate solution for a betterment of conditions in Germany, 
but until the Dawes report is ratified, until the Dawes report is 
put into operation, the children of Germany might starve fo 
death. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. LENROOT. I yield. 

Mr. FESS. If the Senater would permit, I voted against fliec 
$20,000,000 fund for Russia. I voted against it after the House 
refused to accept the amendment to limit the relief to the Volga 
region, but opened it up for all Russia. But when we had that 
question up we went into the question of this Government 
giving such relief. I found that we had done it for Venezuela 
in 1812, recommended by James Madison, who was the father 
of the Constitution and knew what the Constitution was. We 
did it in the case of India, in the case of China, in the case of 
Ireland, in the case of Messina, in the case of Martinique, and 
I can note 12 different occasions when we made the contribu- 
tion to foreign countries. We have passed at least 70 resolu 
tions in our history making contributions to foreign and to our 
own people. 

Mr. WILLIS. 
a question. 

Mr. LENROOT. 

Mr. WILLIS. 


Mr. President, I desire to ask my colleague 


I yield to the Senator for that purpose. 
Will my colleague state whether or not, in 


the various cases he has enumerated, the contributions were 
made because of some famine or disaster, earthquake or flood? 
Was it not in every case due to some terrific visitation of that 
kind? 





1924 


Mr. FESS In Ve lela and Mart que it was t eurth 
quake In lreland it was famine In (hina it was ulso nit 
Hlowever, bere is a case where the relief is asked for ¢! ire 
and most of the children have been born since the close of the 
wil It is in the interest net only of relief from sta mn 
but is against the spread of disease, and it seems to me that 
we ever had an open way to give relief, this is a case where we 
ought to do it, and while I ted against the ft to Ri 
because they would not accept the amendment limiting it to the 
starving regions, L feel that t sacase which ought to ap 
peal to the Congress nel J end to vote for the n sure 

Mr. LENROOT Mir. President. T thar the Senator 1 ' 
concluding I want to make ju ne obse l th reference 
to the suggestion of my good friend the se ” Senator from 
Ohio [Mr Wittis], that is to s that mikes very little 
difference to the starving children whetlhe their condition is 
due to earthquake, or whether it be due to fire, or whether it 
be due to famine, or to some other caus The unquestioned 
fact is that the eondition is there, and if the children are to 
be saved, there is just as much reasou for our interposition as 
if there had heen earthquake, or fire, or famine 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts Mr. President, [ should like 
to grant this financial aid to the children of Germany. and | 
should so vote if | were absolutel convineed that conditions it 


Germany were such that immediate relief is necessary and could 


not be obtained in German But has this been demonstrated 
That relief of a private character should be given by American 
is evident; but only extreme conditions, unquestionably ad 


mitted, can justify public charity that taxes all 


Many petitions have been presented indicating that the con 
dition is mest distressing, is painfully sad. On the other hand. 
I have petitions indicating that conditions are not as bad as 


pictured, Before we tax our people we ought to have no division 
opinion as to conditions of poverty and suffering in Germany 


and I hoped we would get from the committee some information 


as to the actual conditions. Lf proof was here that poverty, 
misery, suffering, and starvation stalks in Germany, | think I 
would lean backward to give aid because of the late unpleasant 
relations existing between this country and Germany It would 


be an opportunity for us to show a fine spirit of magnanimity 
and Christian charity. 

In the face of conditions suffering 
America, what am I going to do and how am I going to answer 
to my countrymen if I in faver of this resolution? Let 
me read from an article published on June 4, 1924. in refer 
ence to conditions of misery and poverty and suffering in 
America, in my own State, in the citv of Fall River, and the 
Situation in Fall River is typical of conditions in other cities 
in the country. I read from an article by William Robinson, a 
well-known newspaper man and who has published two books 


of and 


want here in 


vote 
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on the World War. His article is published in the New Re- 
public of Wednesday, June 4, 1924, and it is entitled “ Fall 
River: A dying industry.” From that article I quote as fol- 
lows: 

Her scores of mills gave employment to more than half a hundred 
thousand people, and more than double that number of individuals | 
looked to her busy spindles and looms for their daily bread lier mills 


poured millions of dollars into the pockets of families connected with 


the industry. They produced over 2,000 miles of 


cotton cloth every 
day, and they brought from Europe and Canada many thousands of 
immigrants seeking opportunity and treasure on the golden shore of 
the Western Hemisphere 
But having risen to such dizzying heights in the nineteenth century 
she was, during the twentieth, to fathom depths of depression such as 
she had never known. To-day Fall River is a city of misery, want, 
unemployment, hunger, and hopelessness The cloud that shadows 
her seems to have no silver lining, and she lies almost dormant, whil 
stark want stalks her streets and her workers wonder what the end 
is to be, hanging on desperately—God knows how—waiting for they 
know not what. 
There are 111 mills in Fall River. Not a dozen of them are running 
full time. Of the 131,000 persons living in that city about 100,000 
are dependent for a living upon wages paid by the mills It is im 


possible to determine exactly how many are out of work there Some 


mills are managing to use their employees a few days a month; others 


a day now and then. Certain it is, however, that very recently, when 
one mill opened to make yarns for automobile tires, the crowd out- 
side its gates seeking employment became so turbulent in voicing its 
demand that it was necessary to call out the police reserves to con- 
trol the situation. 

Estimates upon the number of unemployed which are given the 


visitor vary from 30,000 to 70,000, depending upon the source of the 


information. But whatever the true figures are the fact remains 
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Mi Lie el that picture of Fall River is applicable to 
ani ciust ran tie this untry We ave Deon 
ith: tal ‘ _ boou i Psp \ Liitt erelil to ft t nh }'}) 
ess Tid Welle f our Wi peo] le Mi l’resident the «dis 
tress anu : ir people in this country was never more ap 
palling thunm it is to-day From every section of the country 
information is at hand indicating a like situation to that 
Which the writer has described in Fall River, It is true of 
parts of New Hampshire, of Maine, of North Carolina, of South 
Carolina, of the West It is true of the boot-and-shoe industry 
as well us the cotton-mill industry. It is true of the steel in 


dustry. It is true of the metal trades, the wool and the cloth 


ing industry, the wholesale and retail business 

In view of this situation, without positive evidence of greater 
want, and of greater peed, and ot greater suffering, and of 
greater poverty than here in America, I can not vote, much as 
mv hen urges me, for the relief of the poor people ol Germany, 
I should like, for the sake of cultivating friendliness, to show 


our magnimenital, to show spirit of forgetfulness, to vote this 
reliet | would go a long ways further than for any others 
country to appropriate this money for the German people if I 
were convinced that a situation honestly and really and trul 
existed there that required relief, but in the absence of infor 
mation trom the committee, in the absence even of a minority 


report. in the absence of some facts from those who have heard 


the evidence and who can describe the situation as desperate 
and that there is need of immediate aid, and further, in view of 
the situation in our own country, in view of the fact that cities 
in my own State have appropriated for one community alone 
nearly one-tenth of what is asked in the joint resolution I 
can not, much as | would like to do se, vote for the appropria 
tion. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Does the Senator § from 
Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield 

Mr. SHEPPARD I wish to make a suggestion to the Senate: 


before he takes his seat If the sttuation is not found to exist 
us described in the joint resolution, then no money is to be ex 
pended 


Mr. WALSH Massachusetts 


of Who is to determine whut 
the situation is? 
Mr. SHEPPARD. The President 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is true. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Ten million dollars or so much thereof 
may be necessary are appropriated 


is 
and the fundamental condi 
tion is that it must be used to aid starving women and children 
Therefore, if there are found to be no starving women and chil 
dren, no money is to be expended. 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But the appropriation of it 
by us is evidence that we think after investigation that ex- 


treme conditions exist. What I am asking is that the committee 


that has the evidence shall make a report to show what they 
think the condition really is. Evidently, they do not find that 
extreme need and suffering that warrants not giving wener 
ously by our people but taxing our people 

In addition to the reasons above indicated, I have the opin 
ion of the Massachusetts State Legislature, which has passed 


unanimously a resolution in opposition to this measure 
has been presented to the Senate. 

Mr. SHEPPARD The joint resolution authorizes 
propriation of only so much as may be necessary No definite 
appropriation made in this The appropriation 
will be made when the extent the distress is determined 


which 


is 


resolution 
of 
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h restaurant theaters, cafés, and other places of amusement 
crowded as never before, and all with nothing but Ge There 
large amount of suffering and poverty in German; the 


imong 





ela 


working 





ses, but the industrialis are apparent earning ‘ 

rather, making more money than ever before at the expens these 
whom they enrploy Nothing seems to be too good for them and 1 
too expensive In any Geriman city it is almost impos to seer 
room in any good hotel, the most expensive least of ! unless | 
viously engaged, and the trains are crowded One have no s 
pathy with the Germans. One sees and feels they should be mad: 
pa ve! l t ut, unfortunatei the poor, whem on eldo 
f er, se woukl be the sufferers Such is the present life in t 
country 

And so on So, Mr. President, under conditions like these 
showing that Germany is in a position to take care of her own. 
I do not feel that IT can support the proposal to appropriate 
$10,000,000 for the purpose of feeding the German children 
I can not help but think that the German people, those who 
control the country and who determine the policies and the 
destinies of the country, will themselves come to their sen 
and appreciate the needs and the sufferings of the children of 
the poorer classes and make provision for them. This country 
should not under the circumstaices be asked to grant this: pro- 
posed reliel Miv judgment is that there is not now nearly the 
suffering in Germany among the children that there was in the 
summer of 1923 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I realize that we all wai 
to proceed with business as rapidly as possible It is un 
fortunate that action on this matter should only be broache 
at the eleventh hour of the session. I can not see anything 
that will be gained by discharging the committee from the coi 
sideration of the joint resolution 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Asnurst in the chair). 
Does the Senutor from Florida yield to the Senator from Wi 
cousin ? 

Mr. FLETCHER. TI vield to the Senator. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE If the Senator will permit me, I desire 
to say that just as soon as the Committee on Foreign Relations 
had acted upon this measure I entered a motion to discharge 


the committee. Under the rules of the Senate fl motion must 


if 


lie over for one day. No legislative day was accorded to u 
until to-day. So I have been just as prompt with the motion 
to discharge the committ 


ee as it wus possible for me to le 


under rules 








Therefore I do not wish even inferential) 
to be put in a position where there might be inferred a 
criticism of delay in this important matter. 
Mr. FLETCHER In so far as the Senator from Wisconsin 
meerned, | was about fo say thr I attach no sort of 
criticism, even apparent, to the Senator, because his acticn 
as heen taken promptly as he eould have taken it so f: 
iS moving to discharge the ommittee was concerned, but the 
circumstances have been such that although the joint resolu 
tion was introduced in the other bedy early in the session it 


never reached stage when action of this kind might be taken 
until we are about to adjourn I voted with the Senator from 
Wisconsin the other day not to adjourn until we could attend 
io me of these important matters. I say under the cir 
cumstances, however, Mr. President, that I can not see any- 
thing that will be gained by discharging the committee and 


bringing tl resolution before the Senate, because the resolu- 
| 


tion would be debated. 
I myself would e 
for ij 


xpect to take up some little time in diseuss- 
unportant matter. it is a question of 
$10,000,000 of the taxpayers’ money, and it could 


it is a very 


not be expected to pass without any discussion. We have not 
the time to discuss it. In the first place, there are other things 
that are pressing. Then we are bound to adjourn to-morrow 


evening at 7 o'clock. If the motion to diseharge the commit- 


tee should prevail, the whole time would be taken up until 
7 oclock to-morrow afternoon in discussing the resolution, 


and we should then adjourn without taking any actien en it. 
For that reason, it seems to me, the action proposed would re- 
sult in no good, even if the motion. to discharge the committee 
should be carried. So I shall have to vete against discharging 
the committee. 


With reference to the merits of the case, I am. inclined te 


agree with the view which has been expressed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts that this whele question sheuld remain 
further with the committee, because we have not some infor- 


mation which we ought to have. There are seme questions 
of fact that are very gravely disputed on both sides—for in- 
stance, as to whether there is such a condition existing as 
would call for any charity on the part ef any ether Govern- 


ment. 
It is reported in the newspapers that every resert in Eurepe 
is filed with rich Germans enjoying themselves and indulging 


in the greatest kind of Juxury. Whether that is true or 


not, 





1924 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE 


Senator | homes are mortgaged, 


10969 


I am not prepared to say, but that is the report The and w y go » ma i ) 
from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] has mentioned the enormous ey must mortgage their household ffects and thei 
amount of German capital in foreign countries. We know per- | sonal property 
fectly well that they converted the worthless marks into gold Mr. LENROO’T Mr. President, w he Senator vie 
and very largely deposited that gold in other countries. Mr. HEFLIN. I vield to the Senatot 
Those are questions that I would rather have the committee Mr. LENROOT I should like to as his , h <4 
consider a little further and give us some definite Conclusions | aware that if this joint resolution passes i 
about them. SLO.OUGL000 must be used in this yuntry le ) hase 
Then, there is the propaganda for the measure, The main- | °F farm products, and Chat the preference prea 
spring of propaganda is moneys Propaganda costs money We | De given to farmers and cooperative farm orga 
have some idea of the extent of the propaganda that has been Mr. HLEELIN Yes 
inaugurated in support of this legislation. It has spread all Mr. President, when IT want to aid e farm 
over the country. Every Senator’s mail has been flooded with United States T want it done ne op ind Tan , 
it Newspapers and every other means of influencing opinion | '0° aiding tl em. Nobod should hide behind a subtet 
by propaganda have been resorted to in support of this joint | Of Seeking to do something for a foreign power to ta money 
resolution. It has cost, I venture to say, over $10,000,000 to | OWE ol the Treasury of the United States unless he is Sti he 
carry on that propaganda, an amount greater than this joint DY the facets in the case enators on the other si ' , 
resolution would provide. That is a matter that might be con- | 0 hide the miserable record that they ive mia balk 
sidered further by the committee. about sending $10,000,000 to children in distress o Ger 
I hold in my hand the National Review of March, 1924 in | =" rhe facts d 7 ae bea uM mtention made here 
t is a statement signed by “ Berliner,” who says he spent 1923 The Senator from Florida (Mr. Fiercuer) read an REECE 
in various portions of Germany. I will read just one extract nere 1 moment ago from a great n igauzine saying that no 
from it. It is a very interesting article, and if the joint resolu- | 5“ - Tene = sted in Germat that the story of the 
tion shall be considered, I will quote further from it: aoe renreeen f children was not true; but here Senators come 
in the closing hours of this Session with a proposition for 
There is no real poverty in Germany There is, on the contrary, | appropriating $10,000,000 for Germany out of the pocke rf 
evidence of great riches and a widespread general affluence, and there the taxpayers of America They are exceedinuly bera 
fore I do not hesitate to contend that a nation which can in four | other people’s money 
short years create a mercantile marine, heavily subsidize its indus We had an old negro in court down in my State a few vears 
tries and trade and generally bring them to such a high pitch of igo, and he heard the judge sentencing quite a list of fellows 
perfection, use enormous quantities of food grain for beer, spend vast | Who had been convicted Che judge said, in one instance I 
sums on mere luxuries, keep its deposed rulers, princes, and princelings | Will give vou 1 yeur in the penitentiary and in anothe | 
in a most lavish state of luxury, and can generally raise the standard | will give you 2 vears,” and in another one 4 years, and in 
of living of the whole people, should be able to support its own poor | another one 6, and in another one & ind finally in another 
without mendacious appeals to foreign charity one 10 Old Unele Rufus was sitting there looking on He 
“" t? ’ mite > : ‘ , 4 
Mr. President, I feel that we ought not to grant this relief. ates Bsa Beng aneeae rae, ‘ ge nde _ - le Rufus 
aan ; ; a 7 ated what do you think of this judge? Uncle Rufus said, I don 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, if I believed that the children know very much about him: but he ania “he abe? te vars 
of Germany ee really starving and that there was no other liberal with other people's time.” [Laughter.] So just befor 
way Se provide ror them, I should be willing to vere oF & pre an election you seem to get mighty liberal with other people's 
posal such as this, even with the meager information that we money ; 
have on the subject I sympathize with anyone in distress, Oh, Mr. President. there are some curious things going on 
especially children, and I would not let anything stand between around here. Laughter.) Why. I even made the junior Sen 
me and my duty to the children of any country who were in ator from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] smile very blandly at that 
distress. If this country had the means by which they could ities Cet tm wee 
- retleved, I would be glad to go to their ry tine te but I do not Mr. President, in diseussing the dreadful deflation poli f 
believe that the ng” which has been painted pretending to the Republican Party I used the argument that the German 
portray conditions in Germany; I do net believe that any such farmers had paid off their farm mortgages and their land 
distress exists In Germany as has been portrayed. : were free from incumbrance. lL make the assertion this after 
Of course, there is some distress in Germany ; but these:is'| nee witheet the fenr of succemfel conttadiction: that-'ae 
also distress in the United States. The Senator from Massa- country on earth is as free from mortgages on its farming 
chus tis | Mr. W ALSH] has called our attention to an appalling class as.is Germany to-day Let any Senator dispute that if 
situation in his section of the country. rhe Senator from | he can. Then do vou tell me. with a whole population of 
North Dakota [Mr. I RAZIER | this morning told us of the awful farmers seattered throughout the German Empire in such 2 
conditions in the Northwest. The effert nas been made here | condition as that, that there is squalor and want to such 
to secure legisiation for the oppressed farmers of America, but 


this Republican Congress will adjourn to-morrow without hav- 
ing taken any action in their behalf. This Hall will be closed: 


the other Chamber will be shut up; the Cougress will huve 
sone and nothing done to relieve the farmers of the United 


States, 

Laboring men and women are being thrown out of employ- 
ment: they are walking the streets in many of our cities with 
nothing to do. They are going to be objects of charity, Mr. Presi- 
dent, right here in the homeland. I can not understand that 
idea of charity that some Senators seem to entertain of going 
across the sea and helping the people in another country and 
forgetting the people in distress at their own doors. 

We are taught. Mr. President, by the Good Book that charity 
should begin at home. I think that that is sound doctrine and 
needs to be applied just now by the Congress of the United 
States. 


We can not provide money to relieve the stricken farmers 


of the West. Wall Street can get every dollar she wants 
for speculation purposes. Your Federal Reserve system, we 
are told under the present control, sends all the money that 


is needed to Wall Street, but you are not sending it to the 
West. You are not providing for carrying those people until 
they can get on their feet. You are not helping them to pay 
the mortgages on their farms, or helping them to regain own- 
ership of their household effects free of incumbrance. 

Mr. President, I have heard testimony here at the Capitol 


to the. effect that four-fifths of the farmers of the West are 
mortgaged, Four-tifths of their farms are mortgaged, their 


extent that we are called upon to appropriate $10,000,000 


eift to them? Why did not the Senators who are so much 
exercised just now fight out this thing and discuss it in the 
open and bring it out here without waiting until Congress i 
ready to let the gavel fall at the final adjournment time? 


Mr. President, we have many serious problems in our coun 


try, and conditions are growing worse day by day ake the 


South, for instance: The boll weevil is destroying cotton b 
the millions of bales. The weevil making it almost im 
possible for us to produce cotton in abundance We plant 
crop after crop and fail. Farmers who used to make 10 bales 
of cotton to the plow now make 1 and 2 and sometimes 
they do not get any. Sometimes they fail utterly We have 
a great deal of negro labor down there In many instances 
the white farmer supplies the negro laborer and his family. 
He. goes out and tries to make a crop of cotton The boll 
weevil eats it up. What happens? The negro, tenant ean 
not pay the white farmer who supplied him, the white farmer 
can not pay the merehant, the merchant can not pay the 
banker: and there is distress with the tenant, with the land- 
lord, with the merchant, and with the banker; and then what 
have you? You have these negroes, by the hundreds, who 
can not make a living under boll-weevil conditions, going North 
to find employment in your industrial centers 

These people need help, but we have not asked you to ap 
propriate millions of the people’s money to give it to them 
I submit, however, that if you are going into the Publi 
Treasury to take out the taxpayers’ money and use it as a 
gift just before an election, you certainly ought to give it to 
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| farmer, that I 


in | 


our ¢ i e:£ tl ens and are upporting the 
Const tin ! he institutions of the United States. 

M Presicde I remember a ness who testified before the 
‘ et Agriculture and Forestry probably a year or a 

‘ md a | ) Hie told us of the awful conditions that 

! d in the West, and ith tears in his eyes and his voice } 
tine as he tabke be id: “* Men, I fear that you can not 

nce just he dep ible the situation is with us. We 
re “un awful 

You ha t litio right here in your own country, 
You ive west of the United States, which 
oug { | he most prosperous sections the globe, | 

iffe people starving, almost. Men are having | 

‘ un i of a lifetime swept away under the mistaken 

ele | jican Part That is the cause of it. Of 
course t it fhe Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
| Zit i timely speech this morning, said. that 

( ‘ ive e farmers « the West owned their farms free 

‘ ial tie I submit to the Senate and to the country | 

1 «lee ful ondition contronts 1 ho In five years’ 
e | el » were prim y the kingd of agricul- 
el ‘ eCOr perad } pon ms that ¢ no w belong 
l \W ti 1 us \lortgave Vhe bie Nenl- 

| 1 tel hat many of l e lost 

il ‘ ‘ 

J Preside ‘ ing ought ft he done to reli these 

piercny nh We t to bn it consideration to Cl hey 
uy ‘ a t When t f ar was 

uncle { ( ime to tl ont, shouldei guns, fol 

] ved the (MM ( to 1 Puttie Line n France, broke 

e Gern bron victory to our flag, a ed the lib- 
‘ \ f il d. v« re not doing i i e thing tor 

en Now Sena rise >] the closing li ol Congress 

vl ] want to lop off 10,000,000 all at one f¢ what’ 
lor children of Germany. 

Some NSenat ri nd re ticles re t the 
( kiren « Cre! ny re me st vil { I l ire not in 
‘ tress ' { Lined ere that they ar \W I e we 
( n I | not re nting nvsell i eC} ent 
ing the people who honored me with a seat s body, and | 

a j { I their Interests to support 
tlie stitutions my ounti 1 have not the right, because 

o or thre n t up 1 e and advocate iy ing so, to 
vote 1LOOO4W to sut y some propuganda th s gotten up 
| mebod ) bile being paid a good deal of money 
out of the funds that will be raised. 

You: know, Mr President, there are ! napy propa- | 
nndas going on in this count They will raise committee, 

i the propagandist starts on his journey. H« s him up a 
little pamphlet, and he knows how tender the American heart 

He knows how sympathetic we are. Ile knows rw liberal 
we are, and he et ub very pat etic story to te and he 
draws a very pathetic pletur to show 8, al * comes to 
Washingtor 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. Mr. President, will e Sena- 
ta ield? 

Mr. HEPLEN, 1 yietd. 

Vir. JOHNSON of Mibnesota. General Allen eared before 
the Fereign Relations Commitiee and- told the committee about 
the conditions in Germany at the same time that I was there; | 
and I wonder if anybody has been before the committee who 
has tried to contradict the statement of General Allen? 

Mr. HEFLIN I was just talking to a Senator he is in the 
Chamber now who was over there last year nd he told me 
ihat he saw nothing to indieate starvation anywhere, and he 

vas in Germany for a mont! 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. Will the Senator yield again? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Certainly, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. A very prominent man in my 
State spent several weeks in Germany, and I have read his 
report, and I know that he is telling the truth about conditions, 
beeau during the World War he was a high offieer, and I 
know that he would not go over to Germany now and come back | 
and tell iwthing contrary to the truth. Of course some of 
these gentlemen who were over there probably stayed at. one 
of the high-toned hotels and associated with men high up 
oftice—rich men Chey probably did net have the time to look 
in the gutters and see the condition of the sick children. The 
Swedish minister saw me here in the Capitol a few weeks ago, 
He came directly from Germany, and he told me about the 
places where the children were sleeping and eating, and.told me 
about the stuff that they had to eat three times a day, and I 
helieve it was boiled cabbage alone. I believe that man told 


the story correctly. 





reuyvy 


Mr. HEFLIN. I am that there 
Germany. I do not believe there is half. the 
there is in the United 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President- 

Mr. HEFLIN. I will yield to the Senator in.a moment. In 
the South the farmers are far from being in a comfortable con- 
dition, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota I 
000,000 bushels of potatoes in 


satisfied is some distress in 
distress there that 


States, however, 


know that. We raise 20, 
the Red River Valley alone. In 
1922 we would have been glad if we could have been in a posi 
tion to dig them and let the German people have them. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I am sure of that. 

Mr. 


JOHNSON of Minnesota. Yes; and there is a sur- 
plus of wheat in this country that we would be willing to 


sive them for nothing, 
for it, 

Mr. HELIN. I am satisfied of that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. We would be willing to do 
that, if you would provide the money for its shipment over there 
on the railways and on the steamboats. 

Mr. HEFLIN. We will provide it 
March. |Laughter.] 

I now yield to my friend from Arkansas. 


because we do not get 


anything at all 


after the 4th of next 


Mr. CARAWAY. The thing I was just getting ready to ask 
was this: The Senator from Minnesota suggested that pos 
sibly these Senators stayed with rich people in Germany. It 


there are rich people in Germany who are able to feed peopl 
on such fine food, why do they not lay the hand of the 
on those rich people and make them feed the poor? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Of My friend from Arkansas has 
hit the bull’s-eve, as he generally does. He that these 
rich people are there to whom the able Senator from Minnesota 
refers, and why not have the Government of Germany say to 
them: “ You have the wealth of the country. We are not going 
to permit these people to starve.” 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Say 
uppropriate money 


Government 


law 


course. 


says 


I want to answer that. 

to them, “ We are going to tax you and 
to relieve this distressing condition,” just 
the of the United States did when the earth 
quake did so much damage and injured so many people at San 
I’raneisco a few years ago. 


as 


Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. I would like to answer the 
Senator from Arkansas. That question was brought up in the 
committee while I was there, and General Allen and other 


peope there said that this prominent German Rockefeller—tle 
have been calling him that. What is his name? I can not 
member. 


Mr. CARAWAY. 


re- 


Stinnes. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota.. Yes, Stinnes; who died only x 
few months ago; that he was doing everything in his power 
to try to help the poor people of Germany, and there is no 


question about that at all. But there are some people who are 
nicely dressed, who are well fed. They are not doing anything. 
‘They are drones upon society, and I am ashamed to say that we 
have too dog-gone many in this country of the same kind. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator said that Hugo Stinnes was 
doing all he could to help the poor. When the war was over 
was 2 man of moderate means. When he died, five years 
later, he was one of the richest men in the world. He evidently 
had done very much for the poor. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. I do not take any sides for 
him in any way. Probably he was in a position. But I do 
not think it is fair for twe prominent lawyers to jump on one 
farmer here at the same time. [Laughter.] 

I want to.add one more thing, Mr. President. Yesterday th 
question was brought up in this Chamber about some one being 
a lawyer and not a scholar, and then there was another whv 
was a scholar and nota lawyer. I am neither a scholar nor a 
lawver, but I thank Ged 1 have commer sense. 


he 


e 


Mr. CARRAWAY. May I suggest, in connection: with the 
Senator’s statement that two lawyers were jumping on one 


have not seen the farmer. 
is an ofliceholder. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator looks so prosperous since he has 
come down here, and he has gotten so sleek and fat, that I 
would not take him for a farmer, [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. I have te be fat 


This gentleman. here 


when I run 


for office in Minnesota. I grow fat when they fight me. 
{[Laughter.] 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr.. President, I want to say, in reply to 


my good friend from: Minnesota, that I was reared on a farm. 
My father was a farmer and a country doctor. I was admitted 


to the bar and practiced law fer about 10 years, and when I 
was elected te. Congress in 1904 I quit the law- practice and 











have not tried a case since that time. So I probably know now 

nearly as little w as does the Senator from Minnesota, be- 

cause it has been so long since I tried a law case But I 

have seen some ble men in this Chamber and in the other 

Chamber Vv e lawyers, and who were good friends to the 

people. They were men who tried to do what they thought was 
ist and fair to all classes « ur people 

I think my record here will show that I have been a friend 
{ the furmer ever since I 1 been in ¢ cress. I have 
never tried to fool the farmer, and I do not intend that any 
bedy else shall fool n if I can help it. 

lL have seen men during my service who would talk one way 
and look another, I have seen men who were good friends to 
the farmer when they were out on the hustings, running for 
office, who would forget the farmer when thev were elected. 
Quoting Thomas Moore, as I have done on another occasion 
or s0O-— 

Tr or wat lier} cence heir 1} 
And s fell vs ji a < i 

Mr. President, the farmer will have ample opportunity to 
examine the records of this Congress and see li his interest 
have been ssed about like a football. rhe her interests 
have not been neglected. You took the tax off the big income- 
tax payvers—S$90,000,000 a year. That went through in a jiffy 
You relieved the profiteers of their taxes—$450,000,000 a year 
That is all over and behind us. If you had held those two items 
of taxes on the list. we could have paid the soldiers, every one 
of them, a cash bonus and have seitled the whole thing, and the 
soldiers would be satisfied. But you did not do that. We have 
soldiers now in stress. There are Senators in this body, my 


number 
in distress w 


they 


self and a 
men 
W hic h 


of others, who have contributed to ex-service 





lking the streets of the 
from overthrow and 
could not be You said you did not have 

Your President sent a message telling us not to pass a bonus 
bil. He even said that it was immoral. He was backed in that 
position by your leaders, and we could not get any cash for the 


soldiers. 


Capital of the Nation, 
ton. Yet they 
the money then 


saved destru 


served. 


But you can take $10,000,000 now, with the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor] and his colleague [Mr. La Foiterre] 
advocating it in the closing hours of this session, and send that 


over to Germany, when you have men and women walking tl 
streets of your cities in distress to-day, and children who are 
not getting sufficient food in some of the sweatshops and tene- 
ment houses of America, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Not just now. What did Mr. 
There was not any hitch about proposition. 
richest man in the world, probably, in ready cash. He is at 
the head of the fiscal policies of America. He has control of 
the strong box of a hundred million people. What has he done 
under this administration? Refunded to himself hundreds of 
thousands of dollars in taxes which he paid into the Treasury, 
giving it back to himself, relieving himself of the tax burdens 
which he ought to bear. That went throngh without a bobble. 

But you can not relieve the laboring man; you can not relieve 
the shippers of the country, who are crying out for fair and 
reasonable freight rates. Oh, no. You can not do anything te 
supply the farmers with adequate credits and currency to carry 
on their business. Oh, no. But you can hold in your 
Mellons, who can by the stroke of their pen take back the taxes 
which Congress made them pay. You can do that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. 
from Alabama says. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I was sure the Senator would. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. But I do not think he should 
criticize the Senator from Wisconsin for taking up this bill at 
this time. Senators in this body have had ample time to study 
this measure. If I remember rightly, it was one of the first 
measures introduced in other House, and there was one 
more measure introduced about the same time that fell by the 
wayside, and for months this measure, having passed the House 
with a big majority, has been in the committee here. I ap- 
peared before the committee, and many others have done so, 
and the reason the measure has not been taken up for con- 
sideration is that we have been waiting and waiting. As I 
stated myself in this body a few days ago, as a new man I 
could not—— 

Mr. HEFLIN. I can not yield longer. 
the floor. I yield for a question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. 
Senator's time. I did not 


Will the Senator vield? 


Mellon do? 


his He is the 


office 


the 


It will take me off 


Pardon me for taking up the 
intend to make a speech on this 
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I agree with a lot the Senator | 





matter, but marks o me Uy I 
leet, nd - will try to get 
r Senator can not hav not } ‘ 
I { n ut iis bill l _ ‘ i , 
! It { course the sé I ‘ it «me 
I bh the eleventi i ] i . ] . 
bill come up a mx 1 ago, So i 
oppertunit discussion 
i I ! i vel Vi I ‘ 
made the me ex t nad ! ct we ’ ‘ - 
There are a lot of things i s ly int i to 
debate at ll. Of eour that is t vay eva \ 
lways like to debate things so k 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, t! r terrul } . 
st s 3 OT \I ‘ mal 3 
refunded to him i undreds of thousands of dollars N 
in the ad \istration | ‘ l ! i 1 | 
He is still held in t Py L | 
1 nd the Pre I ‘ e ablest and 
ri e. I ( pine 
I reeall anoth in i i hit \ ’ 
his depa ‘ : 1X of M Deo 
and that erk vw ked out the 1 tior wi) ‘ 
funded to Mr. Doheny sey L the ind dolla and that clerk 
soon retired from his position in freasury He put bel i 
hima the ilary \ ely dad} now drawing 
a big salary at the hands of Mr. I eny, the man he se 
when working under our flag Vol to do . e | 
American people—showing ors to the o kit of An : 
under the administration of Mr. Mellon 1Mr. Ce a his 
main Doheny got back his thousands, and tl man Ww handed 
it back, workil under Mr. Mellon s now out drawing big 
mone from Mr. Doheny 
\l President ne other thi I mt connection Mr 
m has averaged, in refund to the 1 hty rich of 
ri SLOOLO0) 1) a year s »> he has been Secretary of 
Treas No onder we ve not money to pay our 
soldier ul 1 compensation No wond we can not do 
! thing relieve the stricken farmers of t West—these men 
and women, proud and upstandt five \ Ss ago he junior 
Senator from North Dakota tel now in want, their farm 
mortgaged, homes sold, household effects gone, eking out a 
miserable existence ind your Wall Street sheet proclaiming 
that you have prosperity under a Republican administration! 
It is not so. We might just as well tell the truth about it 
Here in the closing hours, when millions of the people in the 
West are far from being even in a comfortable position and 
thousand in the South are suffering because of the wicked 


nNoiucies | 


of your party me wit 


out to Germany, when there is grave do 


you a $10,000,000 cift » parcel 
ubt as to the « istence 


of any facts to justify it. 


I want to repeat this in conelnsion: The f; 
nre from debt and 
the farmers of any other 


rmers of Germany 
encumbrance of every kind than 
country on the globe. Mr. President, 
I believe in the doctrine of being just to our ewn people before 
we are generous to any other people on earth. 


freer 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, l ask HnAaAnlmoewe censent thi 
we may dispose of a conference report which the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. Bursum] desires to present and which is 
very short; that the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren] 
may dispose of an appropriation bill te which there are only 
two amendments: and that we then have a short execttive ses- 
sion, and take a recess at the close of the executive session 
until 8 o’clock to-night 


Mr. DILL. Some of us want to vote on the pending motion 


to discharge the committee from the further consideration of 
the joint resolution. 
Mr. CURTIS. That can not be voted on hefore dinner. be 


cause the Sendtor from 
to speak further on it 
Mr. McKELLAR. 
sent—— 
Mr. HEFLIN. We could vote on it 
Mr. DILL. Yes: we can vote on it 
Mr. HEFLIN. Let us vote on it 
Severar Senators. Vote! Vote! 
Mr. HEFLIN. Let us have a 
Mr. JONES of Washington. 
not vote now. 


Wisconsin [Mr. LA Forcetre] desires 


Mr. President, before I give my con 
now 
now, 


now. 


vote 


I think probably we had better 


Mr. HEFLIN. Let us take no recess, then 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin 
asks me to include in the request that we agree to a vote on 
the joint resolution before we adjourn to-night 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. And that when conclude our ses 


sion to-night we take an adjournment 
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ir. CURTIS. We had intended to do that. 

Vr. MceKELLAR. Let us have no misunderstanding about 
it We will not take a to-night, but when we conclude 
our business adfourn until 12 Oo e¢lock to-morrow. 

Mr. CURTIS. We might want to adjourn until 11 o'clock. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Very well: make it 11 o'clock. 

Mr. CURTIS. I uuanimeus that after 
position of we report which Senator from 
Mexico desires to present 

Mr. McKELLAR 
right to object, as I 
Mexico is 
Spanish 
willing 
ought to be 

I do not 
eut I 
should have 
ute 


Sennute 


recess 


the dis- 
New 


ask consent 


the eontere! the 
the 
New 
the 
am ul- 


think it 


and reserving 
Senator from 
roing to submit a conference report in which 
American War veterans are to be left out. I 
that report to be agreed to pro forma. I 


discussed, 


done, 
the 


before that is 
understand it 


for 


helieve the Spanish War veterans ought to be left 
think the members of the conference committee 
agreed to any such thing. I think the Sen- 
stood up for what the Senate adopted. The 
provision in the bill including the Spanish- 
veterans, and the Senator from New Mexico 
with a report agreeing to leave out the 
War veterans. I do not think we ought 
With the provision left out, and T am un- 
for the consideration of 


do not 
do lot 
conferees have 
adopted a 
American War 
eome in 
Spanish-American 
to adopt the report 
Willing to give 
the conference report. 
Mr. BURSUM Mr 
mitted to say a word in reply to the 
There is no man in this body any 
the Spanish-American War 


here 


hus 


Hianimous consent 
like to be 
from 
more anxieus 
veterans an 


would 
Senator 


President, I per- 
Tennessee. 
than I am 
to give increase of 
pension 

Mr. McKELLAR 
a report without 

Mr. BURSUM, 
stutement? 


Then the Senator 
i provision 


the 


ought not to bring in 


such 


Will Senator kindly let me finish my 


Mr. SWANSON Mr. President, the time is going to be 
consumed in debate, and L object. Let us proceed with our 
business 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I ask for order in the 
Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators must be in order 
hefore any business can be transacted. The Senator from 


Kansas has not completed his request 
and until that 


for unanimous consent, 
is done there is no debate in order. 


Mr. CURTIS. T am perfectly willing to submit the unani- 
mous-consent request leaving out the conference report of the 
Senator from New Mexico. I am satisfied there will be no 


objection to the bill of the Senator from Wyoming, and we 
ought to put it through because there will be only two amend- 


ments, and there may be a conference on it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. What is the bill? 

Mr. CURTIS. It is a bill to apply increased salaries in 
lieu of the bonus that has been paid for years to those in 


the field service all over the United States. 
measure and ought to go through. I do not think there will 
be a single vote against it. One amendment is only to cor- 
rect a mistake. It ought te pass in two minutes. 

Mr. SMITH. Let us pass it. 


It is a justifiable 


Mr. CURTIS. I submit this request. I ask unanimous 
consent that we dispose of the appropriation bill in charge 
of the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WarrEN]; that at the 


conclusion of that matter we have a short executive session; 
that at the conclusion of the executive session we take a 
recess until & o'clock to-night; and that we vote upon the 
motion of the Senator from Wisconsin |Mr. LA Fotietrre] to 
discharge the committee from further consideration of the 
German relief joint resolution before we adjourn to-night. 

Mr. MeKELLAR. And that when we quit to-night we will 
adjourn until 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, since I came into the 
Chamber a number of Senators have suggested that we might 
take a vote now on the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
If that is possible, why can we not take a vote on it now? 

Mr. CURTIS. I understand the Senator from Wisconsin 
wants half an hour to discuss the motion, 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE, I feel as if I would like to make a 
brief talk in favor of the motion. I have not up to the pres- 
ent time. I have listened to three or four hours’ discussion 
miinty against it, and I would like to be permitted an op- 
portunity to reply. It might take half or three-quarters of 
an hour. It seems to me it would be better to take a recess, 


if we are going to have dinner, and come back at 8 o'clock, 
That is the only reason why I made the suggestion, 


Mr. HEFLIN. 
sidered to-night? 

Mr. CURTIS. I thought that to-night we would try to get 
ulanimous consent to clean up the calendar, and perhaps one 
or two bills that could be taken up on motion. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I think that ought to be included in the 
unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. CURTIS. We can not include so many matters in such 
an agreement. 

Mr. SWANSON. I do not think we will make any progress 
by endeavoring to get unanimous consent. We have to dispose 
of the bill of the Senator from Wyoming, and we could have 
disposed of it by this time while we have been talking about a 
unbanimous-consent agreement. The best thing to do is to pro- 
ceed and dispose of his bill and then take a recess. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, let me suggest 
that we agree to tuke a recess at not later than half past 6 
o'clock and dispose of what we can before that time. 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes: and be back here at 8 o'clock to-night, 
and the Senator from Wisconsin can then proceed. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to suggest to the Senator from 
Kansas that we take a recess at not later than 6.30, that we 
reconvene at 8 o'clock, and that we vote upon the motion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin before we adjourn to-night. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
has the floor. 

Mr. HEFLIN. T can object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can object, but 
the Senator from Nebraska has a right to state his request. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator had stated it. 

Mr. CURTIS. Apparently we might as well go on with the 
business of the Senate. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Ido not intend to permit a vote to be had on 
the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin to-night if I can help 
it. when there are but few Senators here. Last night after half 
past 9 there were not 30 Members here. If we are going to pass 


What other measures are going to be con- 


The Senator from Nebraska 


on the business of the people, a quorum must be present. We 
can not dispose of the matter to-night. We can discuss it. Ido 


not object to having the Senator from Wisconsin do that, but let 
us vote on it to-morrow, when we have a full attendance. I am 
not going to cousent to a vote on it to-night. 

Mr. CURTIS. Very well. I withdraw my request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin |Mr, LA FoL.erte}. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I shall take only 
a minute or two. IT agree with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Heriin] that there would be no hesitation upon the part of the 
Senate, and I do not think on the part of anyone, to make 
ample appropriation to meet real distress if the conditions were 
shown to exist that we felt would warrant it. We never have 
failed to respond to the cry of distress and suffering at any 
time. 

CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES OF FIELD SERVICE 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, I report back favorably, with amendments, the bill 
(H. R. 9561) making additional appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1925, to enable the heads of the several 
departments aud independent establishments to adjust the rates 
of compensation of civilian employees in certain of the field 
services. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Wyoming? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 16, line 14, after the word “ salaries,” to strike 
out “$300” and to insert “$680,” and at the beginning of line 


15, to strike out “$680” and to insert “ $300,” so as to read: 
Carson City, Nev.: For salaries, $680; for wages, $300; in all, $980. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 2, to insert: 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE—BUREAU OF FISHERIES 


For protection of the fisheries of Alaska, including travel, sub- 
sistence (or per diem in lieu of subsistence) of employees while on duty 
in Alaska, hire and maintenance of boats, employment of temporary 
labor, and all other necessary expenses to carry out the provisions of 
the act entitled “An act to protect the fisheries of Alaska,” approved 
June 6, 1924, there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $55,000 for the fiscal 
year 1924, and to remain available until June 30, 1925, 
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es the place of the bonus, so there 
would seem to be from the figures 
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there 


SlLDLY 


no. 


the compensation paid under the old 


It is nearer a 5 per cent net increase than it 


Mr. KING. TI think the Senator is in error in regard to that. 

Mr. WARREN. I think not. 

Mr. KING. This would add $26,000,000 to the expenditures 
of the Government. 

Mr. LENROOT. No: less the $240 bonus now paid. 

Mr. KING. No; that is based upon the schedule of salaries 


now provided by law. 

Mr. WARREN, I 
to the employees? 

Mr. KING. If IT had my way, Mr. President, there would be 
an adjustment of compensation for the employees of the Gov- 
ernment a little different from that which is being prescribed, 
and it would have some relation to the compensation which is 
paid in agriculture and in the various vocations of the people 
of the United States. 

Mr. WARREN. However, the Senator will take notice of the 
fact that the duty of the Committee on Appropriations is merely 
to appropriate money under the law. 


take it the Senator does not begrudge it 


Mr. KING. TIT am not criticizing the Appropriations Com- 
mittee. They have strings, if not chains, around their necks 
which bind them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 


ing to the committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed te. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 23, to inerease the total appropriation from 
$26,302,767.84 to $26,357, 767.84. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendments were coneurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


and the 


ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
Mr. NORBECK, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to which was referred the resolution (S. Res. 249) 


authorizing an investigation ef the amount of lesses sustained 
by the farmers of the United States on aceount of govern- 
mental fixing of price on wheat during the World War, re 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report thereon, 
and it was ordered to be referred to. the Committee to Audit 
and Contre! the Centingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRELD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amemiment and submitted reperts thereon: 


require 
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H.R.25. An act authorizing a | ita payment of d 
each to the members of the Red Lake Band of Chippewa hl 
ans from the proceeds of the sale of timber and lur er on he 
Red Lake Reservation (Rept. No. 788); 

H.R. 71. An act authorizing the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians, 
residing in the State of Washington ) t na to the 

urt of Claims (Rept. No. 789) ; 

Hy R. 427 An act author ¢ the Ponea T e of Indians 
residing in the States of Oklahoma and Nebra 1 to sui t 
claims to the Court of Claims (Rept. No. 790); 

H. R. 4818. An act to perfect the title of purchasers of Indian 
lands sold under the provisions of the act of Congress M 
13, 1909 (35 Stat. L. p. T51), and the re ations pursnat 
thereto as applied to Indians of the Quapaw Ag (Re 
No. T91); 

H. R. 7077. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act making re ons for the eurrent 
and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, r 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and 
for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, 
approved June 50, 1013, approved May 26, 1920 (R }) No. 
792); and 

H. R. 7453. An t to amend an act approved March 3, 1909, 

| entitled “An act for the removal of the restrictions on alienn- 

tion of lands of allottees of the Quapaw Agency, Okla., and the 
sale of all tribal lands, school, agency, or other buildings on 
any of the reservations within the jurisdiction of such agency, 
and for other purposes ” (Rept. No. 795). 

Mr. NORBECK, from the Committee on Agriculture and PFor- 
estry, to which was referred the bill (S. 3459) to encourage 
and promote the sale nd sport of agricultural product 
grown Within the United States, reported it with amendments 
and submitted a report (No. 795) thereon 

Mr. COPELAND, from the Committee on Fdueation and 
Labor, to which was reterres 1 the bill (S. 3278) to establish a 
council oa universities and colleges in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Agriculture and YTor- 
estry. to which was referred the bill (S. 2424) to reduce the 
fees for grazing livestock on national forests, reported it with 
an amendment 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 

Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Enurolled Bills, re- 

ported that on June 5, 1924, that committee presented to the 


President of the United States enrolled bills of the followtn 
titles : 
S. 881. An act to amend section 2 of the act entitled “ An t 


to provide for stock-raising homesteads, and for other 
approved December 29, 1916 (39 Stats. L. p. 862) ; 


purposes 


S. 70% An aet for the establishment of a Federal industrial 
institution for women, and for other purposes; 

S. 1174. An act authorizing the Seeretary of the Interior to 
investigate and report to Congress the faets in regard to the 


claims of certain members of the Sioux Nation of Indians for 
damages oceasioned by the destruction of their horses: 

S. 1971. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the Die 
trict of Cobumbia to accept certain rand’ in the Distriet of Co- 
lumbia dedicated by Charles C. Glover for park purposes: 

S. 2169. An act te amend in certain perticulars the national 
defense act of June 3, 1916, as amended, and for other purposes ; 


S. 2929. An act granting the consent of Congress to the States 
of Georgia and Florida, through their respective highway de- 
partments, to construct a bridge across the St. Marys River 


at or near Wilds Landing, Fla.; and 
S. 3181. An act to authorize am apprepriation to enable the 
Direetor of the United States Veterans’ Bureau to provide ad- 
ditional hospital facilities. 
BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 


a , the second time, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. HARRISON (by request) : 
A bill (S. 3475) to amend an act entitled “An act for mak- 


ing further and more effectual provision for the national! de- 
fense, and for other purpeses,” appreved June 3, 1916, and the 
amendment thereto, approved June 4, 1920, and to create fn the 
War Department a corps to be known as a mortuary corps, 
and the rank of United States Army meortician, and for 


other 
purposes; te the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bili (S. 3476) granting an increase of pension to Albert M. 
Ryan (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 
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A bill 3477) granting an increase of pension to Alice J. 
Stebbins Cwith necompanyving papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3478) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 


Vr. cl 


S$: 
(Ss ) 


Hemming (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

\ bill (S. 3479) for the relief of Wilson Warford (with ac- 
coulpanving papers); and 

A bill (S. 3480) for the relief of John Minister (with ac- 
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COLT: 

A bill (S. 3481) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Gillmore;: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FESS: 

A bill (S. 3482) to regulate interstate commerce in articles 
made by convict labor; to the Committee on Interstate Com 
merce 

by Mr. LENROOT: 

A bill (S. 3483) for the relief of John H. Birkett; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

HOUSE RILL REFERRED 

The bill (HL Lt. 1468) to increase the saliry of the warden of 
the United States penitentiary of McNeil Island, Wash., was 
read twice by its tithe and referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 


INVESTIGATION OF VETERANS’ BUREAL 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania submitted the following resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 253), which was referred the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That Committee Investigation of the Vet- 
Bureau Senate Resolution 466, March 2, 1923, be, 
is, continued until the conclusion of the Sixty-eighth Con- 
gress, with the same powers and authority as were vested in said com- 
mittee by resolution of March 2, 1923, The expenses of said 
committee shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate, 


to 


the Select on 


erans created by 


and hereby 


said 


Mr. KEYES, subsequently from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was 
referred the resolution (S. Res. 253) continuing the Select 
Committee on Investigation of the Veterans’ Bureau through 
the Sixty-eighth Congress, reported it without amendment. 


SALARIES IN THE GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following messuge from the House of Representatives: 


IN THE HoOvse OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 6, 1924. 

Resolved, That the House agrees to the amendments of the Senate 
Nos. 1 to 5, and also to the amendment to the title to the bill (H. R. 
79096) entitled “An act to regulate and fix rates of wages for em- 
ployees of the Government Printing Office.” 

Resolved further, That the House agrees to the amendment of the 
Senate No. 6 with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert: 

“That employees and officers of the Government Printing Office, 
unless otherwise herein fixed, shall continue to be paid at the rates of 
wages, salaries, and compensation night rate) 
thorized by law until such time as their wages, salaries, 


pensation shall be determined as hereinbefore provided.” 


(including now au- 


and com- 


Mr. MOSES. I move that the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment of the House to Senate amendment No. 6, 


The motion was agreed to. 
BRIDGE GA. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I re- 
port back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 9612) 
gzranting the consent of Congress to the State of Georgia, 
through its highway department, to construct a bridge across 
the Oconee River, and I ask unanimous consent for its im- 
mediate consideration, 

There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole proceeded to consider the bill, which was read as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the State of Georgia, through its highway department, and its 
successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
and approaches thereto acress the Oconee River at a point suitable 
to the interests of navigation, near where the line dividing Johnson 
and Washington Counties touches the waters of the Oconee River 
on the east side, said bridge connecting one or both of said counties 
with Wilkinson County on the west side of said river, and being 
located at or near a point formerly known as Thompson's Ferry, in 
accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate 


ACROSS THE OCONEE RIVER, 


the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 
23, 1906. 

Sec, 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FOR 
CURTIS. I ask 
into executive SeSSIOn, 
the executive session it take a 


ORDER EXECUTIVE SESSION AND RECESS 
ubunimous consent that the 
und that at the conclusion of 
recess until 8 o'clock to-night. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears tione, and it is so ordered. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
After 15 minutes spent in executive the doors 
reopened; and (at 6 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the 


Senate took a recess until § o’clock p. m. 


Mr. 
now 


Senate 


on 
mo 


ness. session 


" 


ere 





EVENING SESSION 


The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. on the expiration of 
the recess, 
ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 


Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
ported that on June 6, 1924, that committee presented to the 
President the United States the enrolled bill (S. 1898) 
reclassifying the salaries of postmasters and employees of the 
Postal Service and readjusting their salaries and compensa- 
tion on an equitable basis, and for other purposes. 


of 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 1898) reclassifying the salaries 
of postmasters and employees of the Postal Service and read- 
justing their salaries and compensation on an equitable basis, 
and for other purposes, and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. 


GOLDEN, COLO., WATER RESERVOIR SITE 


Mr. PHIPVS. From the Committee on Public. Lands and 
Surveys I report back favorably without amendment the bill 
(H. R. 7998) granting public lands to the city of Golden, Colo., 
to secure a supply of water for municipal and domestic pur- 
poses. I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

I will state that it merely allows the city of Golden, Colo., to 
acquire an area of ground of 800 acres for the purpose of a 
water reservoir for the city. The land had already been 
reserved to the city of Denver for public-park purposes, but the 
two cities have come into an agreement so that instead of the 
city of Denver taking the land the city of Golden takes the 
same piece for the purpose of a reservoir site. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of securing an adequate 
supply of water for domestic and municipal purposes for the use of 
the city of Golden, Colo., there is hereby granted to the said city the 
lands described as follows: In Clear Creek County, Colo., township 4 
south, range 72 west of the sixth principal meridian ; northwest quarter 
of southeast quarter, south half of southwest quarter, section 8; north 
half of northwest quarter, southwest quarter of northeast quarter, 
north half of southeast quarter, south half of south half, section 17; 
southwest quarter of the northeast quarter, section 20, northwest 
quarter of southeast quarter; southeast quarter of southeast quarter, 
section 21; south half of north half, southeast quarter, south half of 
southwest quarter, section 22; north half of north half, southwest 
quarter of northeast quarter, southeast quarter of northwest quarter, 
section 27; east half of northwest qufrter, section 28; total 1,320 acres, 
more or less, on condition that the said city shall make payment for 
such lands at the rate of $1.25 per acre to the receiver of the United 
States land office at Denver, Colo., within one year after approval of 
this act: Provided, That there shall be reserved to the United States 
all oil, coal, or other mineral deposits found at any time in the lands, 
and the right to prospect for, mine, and remove the same: Provided 
further, That the grant herein made is subject to any valid existing 
rights or easements on said lands, and that upon failure of the city 
for one year to make use of the lands herein granted, in accordance 
with the purpose of this act, all rights hereunder shall cease and such 
lands revert to the United States. 

Sec. 2. That the act of Congress approved August 25, 
Stat., p. 


1914 (38 
706), entitled “An act granting public lands to the city and 





1924 


county of Denver, in the State of Colorado, for public park purposes,” 
is hereby repealed in far as it 
f the lands described in section 1 hereof 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


80 authorizes the disposition of any 


0 


WORLD COURT 


Mr. McKELLAR,. Mr. President, a night or two ago the 
senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] delivered an 
address by radio on the World Court. It is a very excellent 


address, and I ask unanimous consent that it may be printed 
in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ordered 

The address is aS follows: 


Without objection, it is se 


SrrecH OF SENATOR SWANSON DELIvereo From Rapti Srarios WRC, 
JuNE 5, Upon THE WorLp Court 
Lovers of peace for almost a century have sought to establish a world 


court for the settlement of international differences and the avoidance 


if war, and thus establish the supremacy of justice and law over force 


This country has been foremost in its efforts in this direction, Nothing 
was accomplished until a few years ago when a committee of noted 
jurists, appointed for the purpose, under a clause in the League of 
Nations, prepared a plan which was reported to the league and ap- 


proved by it for submission to its members for adoption, and to other 
nations who should approve the statutes creating the court. Upon this 
committee served Hon, Eliiu Root, one of America’s most distinguished 
statesmen and jurists 


CONGRESSIONAL I 





Forty-eight nations have given thelr assent to the statute creating | 
the court. ‘This ceurt has been created, has elected its judges, has 
been rendering important decisions which have been universally ap 
proved, and has settled some dangerous international questions. The 


court was so well constituted, its decisions so wise, and the advantages 
accruing to the world on account of it were so manifest, that, in Feb 
ruary of last year, President Harding and Secretary Hughes, in s com- 
to the Senate, advised the to the atatute 
ng court certain conditions and reservations. 

hese conditions were that the United States would assume no legal 
relation or obligation to the League of Nations; would be permitted to 
vote equally with any other nation in the council and assembly of the 
of Nations in the election of judges; to pay fair share of 
expenses of the as should be determined by Congress; that 
the statute creating the court should not be amended without the con- 
of the United States; and that the United States would be bound 
by the decisions of the court only in such cases as it would voluntarily 
to the court. 

President Hlarding and Secretary Hughes properly and strongly 
argued that by these conditions and reservations the United States 
could obtain all the advantages of the court without being in any way 


ition Senate 


the 


munic accept 


creati 


upon 


League its 


the court 


sent 


submit 


connected with the league. Last December President Coolidge con 
curred in the recommendations of President Harding and Secretary 
Hughes. 

No effort was made either in the Foreign Relations Committee of 


the Senate or in the Senate to carry out the recommendations made 
by these two Presidents and Secretary Hughes until recently, as rank- 
ing Democratic member of the Foreign Relations Committee, I had the 
pleasure of introducing and having referred to that committee a resolu- 
tion, which was very carefully drawn, to give effect to these recom 


mendations. A short time after the introduction of this resolution, 
Senator Lopcre introduced a resolution calling for a conference of 
nations and the creation of a new court 

Later Senator Perrer introduced a plan as a substitute for the 
flarding-Hughes plan. ‘The Committee on Foreign Relations by vote 
of 10 to 8 refused to report my resolution to make effective the 


Harding-Hughes plan. The seven Democratic members of this commit 
tee and one Republican member, Senator Lenroort, voted for this plan. 
The committee directed the Pepper plan be reported to the Senate, 
where it is now pending for consideration and action. This 
all possibility at this session of the Senate for favorable action by the 
United States to give its adherence to the statute creating a world 
court. It was recognized when the Pepper plan was reported to the 
Senate that this would be the result. 


destroys 


The issue presented for the Senate to act upon was to join an 
existing court, which had already been created by 48 nations, and 


which was functioning well and satisfactorily, or to create a new court. 

The Pepper plan, if passed by the Senate, makes it impossible for the 
United States to become a member of this court It creates an en- 
tirely new method of electing judges which each of the 48 nations 
must agree to before it can become operative. It asks these nations to 
abandon a plan which bas proven satisfactory to them, and under which 
a most splendid court has been created, in order to adopt a new, 
untried plan which is far inferior to the existing method of selecting 
judges 
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of which 


’ 


It has many amendments to the existing plan, all must be 


concurred tn by each of these 48 nations before ¢ Pepper plan can 
become operative It is not belleved that the msent o ill these 
nations can be obtained, for no reason can be assigned b inyone why 
they should do so, as no advantages could accrue to them If the pro 
ponents of the Pepper plan earnestly desire to defeat the adherence by 
the United States to the statute creating this existing World Court 
they could not have pursued a more effective ir ! ivorably 
reporting the Pepper resolution to the Senate It in not and will 
not receive a vote of two-thirds tn the Senate, and it in not anid 
will not receive the assent of the 48 nations who are members of the 
present ourt 

The Pepper plan also has a ndition included before the assent 
of the United States can be given, which condition makes its accept 
ance by these 48 nations an utter inrpossibility Under this condition 
Canada must consent not to have a representative in the bodies pro 
vided in the plan for clecting judges of this court, of which she is an 
assenting member Australia must consent to waive her right to vote 
in the election of judges of this court, of which she is a member. 
So must New Zealand, and also the Irish Free State, which is now a 
member of the league and will no doubt very soon give assent to the 
statute creating the court None of these nations or self-governing 
colonies will consent to such self-abnegation and deprivation of thei 
existing rights Io endeavor to conduct negotiations to attain this 
purpose is both absurd and futile. 

As the power of the representatives under the Pepper plan is con 


fined entirely to the election of judges and fixing the expenses of the 
court, it difficult to understand why proponent thought that the 
representative of the Republic of Liberia would be better qualified to 
elect a good judge than would be the representative of the Irish Free 
State le fails state why the 


is 


its 


to representative of 


the Republic of 
Haiti is better qualified to elect a judge than the representative of 
our cordial neighbor, Canada Ile seems to think that the repre 
sentative of Santo Donringo would be more effective in acquiring a 


good judge than would be the representative of Australia 





The submission of the Pepper plan to these self-governing colonies 
and G t Britain could only result in the creation of resentment 
engender feelings of ill will, and could be productive of no good 
The Senate would make a great mistake in passing the Pepper resolu 
tion and thus open up negotiations which would be so harwful and 
result in the creation of 60 much ill will 

The claim that the World Court ts a creature of the League of 
Nations is wholy untenable. The only argument cited in advocacy of 
it is the fact that the judges of the court are elected and their 
salaries paid by the league As previously stated, this court is created 


by a statute or treaty entered into by 45 nations separate and distinct 


from the covenant of the League of Nations and has nothing to do 
with it The court is controlled by the statu reating it and not by 
any provision in the covenant of the league. The election of judges 
is held under the provisions of the statute creating the court and not 
under any provision of the covenant of the league 

rhe procedure is similar to that under our Federal Constitution 
which creates three separate and coordinate branches of goverument 
the executive, legislative, and judicial—each independent of th 
other rhe Constitution in providing for the election of judges for 


our Supreme and Federal courts directs that they shall be appointed 
by the President with the advice and msent of the Senate The 
Constitution uses the Presiden ind Senate as instrumentalitie 
or agents for the selection of our Federal judges This method of 
electing them has not in ar way impaired the independence of our 
Supreme Court or Federal courts These courts haye repeatedly d 
clared null and void acts of legislation passed by Congress and ap 
proved by the T’resident They have frequentiy enjoined the execu 
tive branch of our Government from executing acts of Congress. Th 
Constitution provides that the salaries of judges and expenses of ou 
courts shall be fixed by Congress, thus using Congress as an instru 
mentality or agent for tis purpose Yet, the fact that i Federal 
judiclary have salaries and expenses fixed by Congress has never made 
the judiciary dependent upon the Congress and, as previously stated, 
it has frequently declared acts of Congress null and void and enjoined 
their execution by the Executive. 

No one denles that our Supreme Court and entire Federal judiciary 
who are elected and paid by the method just named, are a free and 
independent branch of our Government, and that their independence 
has not been impaired by such method. In a similar way the statute 
creating the world urt under consideration uses the council and 
assembly of the League of Nations as agents or instrumentslities for 
the election of these judges and the payment of experns without 
in any way impairing the complete independen of the court This is 
clear and can not be disputed 

The proposed Pepper plan with all of its mar amendmen lows 
everything {it possibly can to evince enmity and ill will toward the 
League of Nations It is & manifest affront to the 48 nations whe 
have assented to the statute creating the court and whe are membere 
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‘ ’ stitution which the have created and cherish. 
] see how uccessful negotiations cam be conducted 
will t i If the United States never joins the league, it 
nl not insult it and express ill will toward it or en- 
deaver té elard its undertakings promotive ef peace and good will 
! na s of ft world. The proponents of the Pepper 

plan evidently hate the league more than they desire to join such 
court, 

if tk United States does not desire to join this world court, it 
shoul Ly » in a frank, direct, and manly way, and not by indirec- 
tie ek to injure an institution which is accomplishing so much good 
fi ' nd international settlem The Pepper plan may 
be available for political purposes, but it has not the slighest chance 
of ¢ heing a practical method of obtaining the adherence of the 
United tnt to the statute creating the world court. 

J thank you 

UPPER MISSISSIPPI WILD LIFE AND FISH REFUGE 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent tbat the Committee on Commerce be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill’ (H. R. 4088) to establish the 
upper Mississippi River wild life and fish refuge. I have talked 
it over with the chairman of the committee, and he has no ob- 
jee ion 

Mr. CURTIS. Let us know what it ts first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. CURTIS. Reserving the right to object, 1 want to know | 
what it is. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I was going to state it as soon 
as I had asked consent. The bill passed the House of Repre- 


sentatives to-aay. 
of four States before it can become operative. Those legisla- 
tures will meet at such times that unless the bill goes through 
now it is very doubtful whether it could be laid before them 
in time for their action, and therefore it may mean a post- 
ponement of two years. That is the reason for the haste. 
Now, as to the character of the bill: It is a bill to create 
game and fish reserve along the swamp lands of the Missis- 
River, extending from about Davenport, Iowa, up into 
Wisconsin. It has been worked over by a lot of enthusiasts 
and has the suppert of the department and was reported on 
favorably by the department. It carries an authorized ap- 
propriation, but does not carry the appropriation itself. 

The situation is that the great breeding places for bass 
of the country can by this means be preserved at a very nomi 
nal expense. It is supported by the game and fish preservation 
organizations all over the country and has been supported by 
the unanimous opinion of experts in the Department of Agri- 
culture, who have to do with the game life, and in the Depart- 
ment of Commerce, who have to do with fish life. 

Mr. McKELLAR. And it is supported by the State organiza- 
tions as well 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Yes. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committce on Commerce be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 


“a 


sippi 


Mr. President, I desire to make 
a brief statement with reference to the bill. The bill was 
introduced in the House and also in the Senate. It was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce when introduced in the 
A short time after that the Committee on Commerce 
was discharged from its further consideration, and it was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. Then, 
in a few days, the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was 
discharged and it was referred back to the Committee on Com- 
merce. The bill would properly go to either committee. It 
involves matters within the jurisdiction of the Department of 
Agriculture and the Department of Commerce. 

‘The Committee on Commerce has been very busy. Extensive 
hearings were had in the House on the measure. The Com- 
mittee on Commerce gave a brief hearing to the parties when 
they were here, expecting, of course, to use the hearings that 
were had before the committee in the House. We thought it 
was unnecessary to duplicate those hearings. Furthermore, we 
were very much crowded for time, and it was not possible at 
the time the delegation was here before the House committee 
to give them all the time before the Commerce Committee of 
the Senate that they had before the committee of the House. 
The Committee on Commerce, as I said, was very busy. We 
have not had time to take the matter up fully. We thought it 
was wise, anyhow, as extended hearings were had in the House, 
to allow the bill te pass the House before it was taken up in 
our committee. 

About two 
after the 


Senate, 


or 


three weeks ago, or possibly a little longer, 


bill had been reported to the Tlouse, we called the 





It requires a concurrence of the legislatures | 


measure up in the Committee on Commerce. There was no indi- 
cation that action would likely be taken in the House during 
this session. Our committee was either busy with matters of 
its own or the members were busy on other committees, an: 
so it was decided that the bill probably would not be acted 
upon at this session. The House, as the Senator from Missouri 
has said, has passed a bill very much like the measure as 
originally introduced, although modified in some very materia! 
aspects. 

I want to make one statement to correct a statement I 
made to some parties who conferred with me to-day with refer- 
ence to the matter. I told them that my recollection was that 
the President had stated, or rather that it was stated in a letter 
from the Budget that the President had advised the Budget 
that the bill was in conflict with the fiscal program for the 
year. I was not exactly right in my idea. I want to correct 
it in the Recorp. I have here the letter of the Department of 
Commerce on the bill in which they discuss the measure 
two or three closely typewritten pages. 

The Department, of Agriculture is very enthusiastically in 
favor of the measure. They say the bill was referred to the 
Bureau of the Budget. This is the letter from the Director 
of the Budget: 

I have presented this matter to the President, who has instructed 
me to advise you that while he is in accord with the purpose of the 
proposed measure, the provisions contained therein for a direct ay 
propriation of $300,000 for administrative purposes, and a direct a; 
propriation of $3,000,000 for acquisition of land would be in con- 
flict with his financial program for this and the ensuing fiscal year. 


That ts what I had in mind when I was talking to the partie: 
this afternoon. But the letter goes on to say: 


The President has further instructed me to advise you that should 
the proposed measure be modified so as to authorize an appropriation 
of such amounts as may be necessary for administrative purposes 
and authorize an appropriation net exceeding $3,000,000 for the ac- 
quisition of land, it will not be in conflict with his financial program. 


The bill as it passed the House has been modified in the 
particulars to which the President referred. It has not only 
been’ modified so as to make it an authorization instead of an 
appropriation, but the amount of $3,000,000 has heen cut in two 
and made $1,500,000. So that the bill as it passed the House 
is not in conflict with the President’s financial program. 

Our committee has not had the opportunity, under the cir- 
cumstances as I have related, to give careful consideration to 
the terms of the bill. I desire to say that personally I am in 
hearty sympathy with the purpose to be accomplished by the 
measure. I have examined the bill to some extent since it was 
reported by. the Heuse committee. They apparently gave the 
matter very careful consideration. They made some very im- 
portant amendments. I desire to say that so far as I am per- 
sonally concerned I have every confidence in the wisdom of the 
action of the House after the consideration that I know they 
have given to the bill. é 

With this statement—I merely wanted the Senate to have 
the facts—I desire to say that I have no objection to the dis- 
charge of the committee and a consideration of the bill, if the 
Senate sees fit to do se. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senater from Missouri? The Chair hears none, 
and the Committee on Commerce is discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I now ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read as fol- 
lows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That this act may be cited ag “the upper Mis- 
sissippi River wild life and fish refuge act.” 

Sec. 2. The Secretary of Agriculture is anthorized and directed to 
acquire by purchase, gift, or lease, such areas of land, or of land and 
water, situated between Rock Island, Ill., and Wabasha, Minn., on 
either side of or upon islands in the Mississippi River which are sub- 
ject to overflow by such river and which are not used for agricultural 
purposes, as he determines suitable for the purposes of this act. 

Sec. 38. Any such area, when acquired in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this act, shall become a part of the upper Mississippi River 
wild life and fish refuge (hereinafter in this act referred to as the 
“refuge”). The refuge shall be established and maintained (a) as a 
refuge and breeding place for migratory birds included in the terms of 
the convention between the United States and Great Britain for the 
protection of migratory birds, concluded August 16, 1916, and (b) to 
such extent as the Secretary of Agriculture may by regulations pre- 
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| 
(b) For such expenditures there fs hereby utho d to be 





scribe, aS a refuge and breeding place for other wild birds, game anit- t ‘ appro- 
mals. fur-bearing animals, and for the conservation of wild flowers and | priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

juatie plants, and (c) to such extent as the Secretary of Commerce the sum of $50,000, to be available until expended, $25,000 of such 
may »y regulations prescribe as a refuge and breeding place for fish | sum to be available for expenditure by the Seer vy of Agriculture 
and other aquatic animal life. and $25,000 by the Secretary of Commerce 

Sr t. (a) No such area shall be acquired by the Secretary of Sec. 10. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of any 
Agriculture until the legislature of each State in which is situated any | money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and ivailable 
part of the areas to be acquired under this act has consented to the until expended, the sum of $1,500,000, or so much thereof as may be 
acquisition of such part by the United States for the purposes of this | necessary for the acquisition of any areas authorized by this act to 
act, and, except in the case of a lease, no payment shall be made by | be acquired for such refuge and for all necessary expense incident 
the United States for any such area until title thereto is satisfactory | to the acquisition of such areas; but no money shall be available 
to the Attorney General and is vested in the United States. for the acquisition of any area until the Secretary of Agriculture ha 

»» The existence of a right of way, easement, or other reservation | ascertained that all of the areas to be acquired under t) ‘t will be 

¢ xception in respect of such area shall not be a bar to its acquist- | acquired within the amounts appropriated or authori » be appro- 
tion (1) if the Secretary of Agriculture determines that any such | priated therefor and at an average price not in excess of $5 per 
servation or exception will in no manner interfere with the use of | and not in excess of the average selling 
the area for the purposes of this act, or (2) if in the deed or other 
conveyance it is stipulated that any reservation or exception in respect 
of such area, in favor of the person from whom the United States re- | 


ceives title, shall be subject to regulations prescribed under authority 
of this act. 


St 5. Except where it is specifically provided otherwise, the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture and the Secretary of Commerce shall jointly 
ribe such regulations, exercise such functions, and perform such 


dnties as may be necessary to carry out the purposes of this act. 

No person shall, except in accordance with regulations pre- 
the Secretary of Agriculture in respect of wild birds, game 
animals, fur-bearing animals, wild flowers, and aquatic plants, or by 


the Seeretary of Commerce in respect of fish and other aequatic animal 


Shee 6 


scribed by 


1 Enter the refuge for any purpose; or 
») Disturb, injure, kill, or remove, or attempt to disturb, injure, 
rv remove any wild bird, game animal, fur-bearing animal, fish, or 


' 


1 
i 


other aquatic animal life on the refuge; or 
Remove from the refuge, or injure or destroy thereon any flower, 
plant, tree, or other natural growth, or the nest or egg of any wild 


yird: or 

‘d) Injure or destroy any notice, signboard, 
ther property of the United States thereon. 

Sec. 7. Commercial fishing may be conducted in the waters of 
refnge under regulation by the Secretary of Commerce. 

See. 8. (a) Any employee of the Department of Agriculture au 
thorized by the Secretary of Agriculture to enforce the provisions of 
this act, and any employee of the Department of Commerce so au- 
thorized by the Secretary of Commerce (1) shall have power, with- 
out warrant, to arrest any person committing in the presence of such 
employee a violation of this act or of any regulation made pursuant 


fence, 


to this act, and to take such person immediately for examination or | 


trial before an officer or court of competent jurisdiction, (2) shall 


have power to execute any warrant or other process issued by an | 


office or court of competent jurisdiction to enforce the provisions of 
this act or regulations made pursuant thereo, and (3) shall have 
inthority, with a search warrant issued by an officer or court of com- 
petent jurisdiction to make a search in accordance with the terms of 
warrant. Any judge of a court established under the laws of 
the Tinited States, or any United States commissioner may, within his 
respective jurisdiction, upon proper oath or affirmation showing proba- 
ble cause, issue warrants in all such cases. 

(b») All birds, animals, fish, or parts thereof captured, injured, or 
killed, and all flowers, plants, trees, and other natural growths, and 
nests and eggs of birds removed, and all implements or paraphernalia, 
including guns,’ fishing equipment, and boats used or attempted to be 
used contrary to the provisions of this act or any regulations made 
pursuant thereto, shall, when found by such employee or by any marshal 
or deputy marshal, be summarily seized by him and placed in the 
custody of such persons as the Secretary of Agriculture and the Secre- 
tary of Commerce may jointly by regulation prescribe. 

(c) A report of the seizure shall be made to the United States attor- 
ney for the judicial district in which the seizure is made, for forfeiture 
either (1) upon conviction of the offender under section 11, or (2) 
»y proceedings by libel in rem. Such libel proceedings shall conform 
as near as may be to civil suits in admiralty, except that either party 
may demand trial by jury upon any issue of fact when the value 
in controversy exceeds $20. In case of a jury trial the verdict of the 
jury shall have the same effect as the finding of the court upon the 
facts. Libel proceedings shall be at the suit and in the name of 
the United States. If such forfeiture proceedings are not instituted 
within a reasonable time, the United States attorney shall give notice 
thereof, and the custodian shall thereupon release the articles seized. 

Sec. 9. (a) The Secretary of Agriculture and the Secretary of 
Commerce are authorized to make such expenditures for construction, 
equipment, maintenance, repairs, and improvements, including expendl- 
tures for personal services at the seat of government and elsewhere, 
as may be necessary to execute the functions imposed upon them by this 
act andl as may be provided for by Congress from time to time. 


such 


building, or | 


this | 


the years 1921 
of such area 


pric auri 
price irings 


1922, and 1923, 


of comparable lands within the vicinity 
| Sec. 


11. Any person who shall violate or fail to 
provision of or any 
deemed guilty of a 
be fined not more 
or both, 

Sec. 12. As 


comply with any 
pursuant to this act shall be 


upon con\ 


regulation mad 


misdemeanor, and iction thereof shall 


than $500 or be imprisoned not more than six months 


used in this act the term “ person” 
dividual, partnership, association, or corporation 

Sec. 13. Nothing in shall be as exempting any 
portion of the from the provisions of Federal laws 
for the improvement, preservation, and protection of navigable waters 
nor as 


includes an in 


this act 
Mississippi 


construed 
tiver 


authorizing any interference with the operation of the War 
| Department in carrying out any project now or hereafter adopted 


| for the improvement of said river. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp in connection with the bill we have 
just passed a letter from the Secretary of Agriculture approy 
ing the project. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
| in the Recorp, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURB, 


Washington, February 13, 


, 
W924 


lion, W L. 


Chairman Committee on Commerce, United Statea Senate 


JONES, 


Dear SENATOR 
report on 8. 
1925, 


act.” 


Jones: I have your request of January 18 for a 
1558, introduced by Senator McKINLEY on 


known as the “upper Mississippi River wild life and fish refuge 


December 20, 


I am familiar with the terms of 


| troduced for the purpose of 


this 
conserving the 
of the upper Mississippi Valley. 

Owing to the increasing occupatien of 
creasing population, it has 


been in- 
including 


which has 


life, 


measure, 


wild fishes, 


land areas through the in 


become correspondingly necessary to set 


| aside certain areas as wild-life refuges in order to conserve our 
| useful wild birds and other animals and fishes. This bill serves such 
| a purpose, and I am in favor of it, believing that its passage will 
rt in creating an urgently needed refuge along the upper Mis 
sissippi River, and trust, if money is available, that the bill will 
become a law 

| The waters traversing the bottom lands which it is proposed to 
| 


purchase under the terms of the bill for the wild-life refuge include 
the most valuable spawning grounds for black 
| country, and in addition these areas are favorite resting places and 
feeding grounds for vast numbers of migratory wild fowl during the 
| migration. In addition a very considerable number of migratory wild 
fowl nest and rear their young there. If migratory wild fowl! and 
wild-fowl hunting in the United States are to be perpetuated, the 
setting aside of such areas is absolutely essential. 

In addition to the protection given migratory both insective 
rous and game species, this area, held as a refuge, will continue to 
| supply to the surrounding country a large amount of food in the form 
| of game and fish, in addition to yielding a great annual crop of furs 
from such fur bearers as muskrats, mink, and others. 

The establishment of this refuge will, in addition to 
named above, serve to perpetuate natural conditions 
terially in retarding the run-off of surplus waters at 
and thus materially ease flood conditions in the lower Mississippi 
Should the land in this area be reclaimed and diked, the waters of 
the Mississippi would thereby be*confined more closely to the single 
{ main channel, with nothing te retard the swift flow into the lower 
| valley, where the danger of breaks in the levees would be dangerously 
increased. 

} The migratory-bird treaty with Great Britain and the migratory 
| bird treaty act passed by Congrass place in the Department of Agricul 
ture the responsibility for protecting the migratory insectivorous and 
| gime birds which pass between Canada and the United States in their 


bass in the entire 


birds, 


the 
which aid ma 
times of flood, 


benefits 
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| may 


On .r to the rapid progress of drainage of water 

t heut United States, but particularly Im the upper Mis- 

Val which ts a great resort for t their future 

‘ nee |} opardized It is obvions that migratory waterfowl can 
‘ ter ar 3 in which they may live and feed. Such 
areas are .olutely esa al to them during their nrevements north 
th as well as during the breeding and wintering season. The 

t 1 lands of tt M zsippl which will be ineluded in this area 

nd in water areas titable for these birds, and if perpetuated 
a3 a gan ! vonld tmsure the maintenance of great numbers of 
the bird } it otherwise be exterminated. 

The four § within which lie the lands included In the proposed 
re I , been noted for the abundance of micratory wild fowl 

! e1 of the hunting afforded by ther The enormous 

n wild fowl in this regton is well indicated by the fact that | 
t in Minnesota in a single year have reported to the State | 
zame warden an aggregate killing of about 1,809,009 ducks. These | 
11 At Ine of nearly $1,500,000 as the yearty income in 
f lue of migratory wild fowl! in one of the four States It is | 
. is that f perpetuation of a natural asset which yields a return 
of this character, in addition to the recreational yalue of hunting to 
the community on such a great scale, is ample justification for the 
establishment of a refuge of this character. 

The wild-fowl re ts of the upper Mi ipp! Valley serve as reser- 
voirs from hich the surrounding Stat in all parts of the country 
are supplied with birds. This has been definitely proved by the taking 
of birds which had been handed in the Mississippi Valley and have 
been shot and tl bar i 1 to the Department of Agriculture 
from many other State even as far away as California 

AY drair within the area which w ld be aft ed by the passage 
of this bill would clinrinate the value of the property drained as marsh 
lat and the area would thus become worthless as homes for wild | 
fow! and fur-bearing animals, and the spawning grownds of fish would 
be ruined, while the danger of floods in the lower Mississippi would 
be imereased. Certainly the value of this tract of land and water as 

wild-life refuge would be far greater to the public than if these 


lands of doubtful valwe for agriculture should be drained for that 
pe rT 20 


The passage of this bill will aecomiplish mar lesirable objects, It 
appears to be a simple, practical, conservation measure of great value, 
d it has the approval of this department. 


« 


Sineerely yours, 
Hiexry CC. Wauiacn, Seerctary. 
Marcu 1, 1924, 
of the Budget in aceordance with Circular 
and returned by the Director of the Bureau of 
the Budget to the Department of Agriculture in a comiunication dated 
Pebruary 28, as follows: 

‘I have presented this matter to the President, who has instructed 
me to advise you that while he is in accord with the purposes of the 
proposed measure the provisions contained therein for a direct appro- 
priation ef $300,000 for administrative purposes and a direet appro 
priation of $3,000,000 for acquisition of land weuld be in conflict with 
his fiseal program for this and the enmsuimg fiscal year. The President 
has further imstructed me to advise you that should the proposed 
measure be modified so as to authorize an appropriation of such amount 

may ssary for administrative purp and authorize an 
appropriation of not exceeding $3,000,000 for the acquisition of lend 
it will not be in conflict with his financial program.” 


Referred to the Roreau 
No 


19 of that bureau 


nece 


EXCHANGE OF LANDS IN WASHINGTON 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, this afternoon 


the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. DiL.] reported back 


from the Committee ou Public Lands and Surveys the bill 
(H. RR. 5318) to authorize an exchange of lands with the State 
of Washington. It is, in brief, providing for an exchange of 


lands between the State of Washington and the United States 
so that a tract of land adjoining the United States penitentiary 
on MeNeil Island is made available for the purposes of the 
penitentiary. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Washington? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That upon delivery to the Seeretary of the In- 
terior by the State of Washington of its properly executed canveyance 
to the United States of America in fee simple of the following lands 
in that State: The northwest quarter of the northeast quarter, the 
northeast quarter of the northwest quarter, the south half of the north- 
west quarter, the southwest quarter and the northwest quarter of the 
southeast quarter, all in section 16, township 20 north, range 1 east, 
Willamette meridian, coptaining 860 acres, the Secretary of the Interior 








JUNE 6 


is authorized to issue 
Washinzton 


in exchance therefor a patent fe the State of 
to the following lands in that Stete: The north half of 
the northwest quarter, the east half of the southwest quarter of the 


northwest quarter, the east half of the northwest quarter of the 


southwest quarter, all in section 25, township 22 north, range 10 
west, Willamette meridian. 
Src. 2. That the lands first deseribed shall, as soon as title thereto 


is vested in the United States, be under the care and control of ti 
Attorney General of the United States, to be administered by him 


a part of the Federal penitentiary on McNeil Island. 


as 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CONSTRUCTION OF SCHOOLHOUSE IN KEICHIKAN, ALASKA 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, there are on the calendar two 
bills to which I wish to refer. They are Calendar Nos. 607 
and 698. They are of very great importance to the schools of 
Alaska. It will be observed that they are both House bills, and 
it is desired that action be had in order that construction work 
be commenced. The bills have been fully considered by 
the Committee on Territories and reported by the chairman by 
unanimous vote of the committee. I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of Calendar No, 697, House bill 
6255, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
request of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I think there is no valid objection to the 
request of the Senator from Ohio. I am familiar with the pro- 
visions of hoth bills to which he has referred and think they 
should hoth be considered and passed. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, what is before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A request of the Senator 
from Olio for the present consideration of House bill 6255. 

Mr. SMOOT. I thought the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
La FoLierte}] was going to speak this evening. 

Mr. WILLIS. I asked permission of the Senater from Wis- 
consin, and he said he was perfectly willing to have the two 
bills called up provided that they did not lead to any debate. 
If they do, ef course I will withdraw my request. 

Mr. ROBINSON. ‘The first bill merely authorizes a city in 
Alaska to issue bends for the eenstruction of a school, and the 
other bill te whieh the Senator from Ohio has referred expands 
an already existing organization. 

Mr. SMOOT. L have no objection to the bills. 
wanted to know how we were proceeding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill for which the 
Senater from Ohio has asked consideration will be stated by 
title. 

The Reaptne Cugrrk. A bill (HL R. 6255) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to authorize the incorporated town of Ketchi- 
kan, Alaska, to issue its bonds in any sum not to exceed 
$100,000 for the pnrpese of constructing a schoolhouse in said 
tewn and equipping the same,” appreved February 7, 1920. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read as fol- 
lows: 


Is there objection to the 


I merely 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act entitled “An act to 
authorize the incorporated town of Ketchikan, Alaska, to issue bonds 
in any sum not exceeding $100,000 for the purpose of constructing 
a schoothouse in sai¢t town and equipping the same,” be, and the 
same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Srerion 1. That the incorporated town of Ketchikan, Aleska, 
fs hereby authorized and empowered to tssue bonds, fn any sum not ex- 
ceeding $150,000 for the purpose of constructing schoolhouses in said 
town and equipping the same.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONSTRUCTION OF SCHOOL BUILDING IN CORDOVA, ALASKA 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. 6950) to authorize the incorporated 
town of Cordova, Alaska, to issue bonds Im any sum not ex- 
ceeding $100,000 fer the purpose of construeting and equipping 
a public-schoel building im said town of Cordeva, which was 
read as follows. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the incorporated town of Cordova, Alaska, !s 
hereby authorized and empowered to issue bonds in any sum not ex- 
ceeding $100,000 for the purpose of constructing and equipping a 
public-school building in the town of Cordova, Alaska. 

Sec. 2. That before said bonds shall be issued a special election shall 
be ordered by the common council of the town of Cordova, at which 
election the question of whether such bonds shall be issued shall he sub 
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mitted to the qualified electors of the sald town of Cordova whose | ence to the pending motion. As I then said, Congress and the 
names appear on the last assessment roll of said town for municipal | American people will respond te every call of distress v hich 
taxation. Thirty days’ notice of such election shall be given by publi- | they believe is of such importance as > Warrant action by 
ition thereof in a newspaper printed and published and of general Congress or the people. They have always done so; but re 
circulation in said town before the day fixed for such election. sponse from the Nation or the Government 3 more to be ex- 
Sec. 8. That the registration for such election, the manner of con- | pected when the ec nditions of distress result tf n x ething 
ducting the same, and the canvass of the returns of said election shall | like a calam ty, from some unexpected catastrophe si is 
as near as practicable, in accordance with the requirements of law | that which occurred in Japan a short time ago, or when dis- 
{n general or special elections in said municipality, and said bonds shall | tress or suffer ing are brought on by sudden flood or « I a 
sued only upon condition that a majority of the votes cast at | We have always responded in cases of that kind, and ‘ a 
election in said town shall be in favor of issuing said bonds. will, and respond generously, not only to our own people and 
Sec. 4. That the bonds above specified, when authorized to be issued | to sections of our own country but to foreign | 3 ] 
hereinbefore provided, shall bear interest at a rate to be fixed by when they are visited by s calami 
common council of Cordova, not to exceed 7 per cent per annum P +] ‘ory onle 
rt s oe a a _. — ‘ pe - ve = , If the German people were Sullering ‘ . len : 
payable semiannually, and shall not be sold for less than their par trophe or calamity, there is no d t or e ches l 
. ' accrue intere an hall be in de atio 0 x. | ° : : 
ilue, with a — d interest, and shall be in denominations not ex | generous response that the people ot is coul y. ell ' vh 
» OF > a. el ha ; { = "o ror lat } ay ‘ 
g $500 mae the principal to be due in 15 peomn from date | the Government or through private dena . 0 mak I 
t of: Provided, however, That e common coum 7 of t ie said town | have seen, Mr. Preside: no statement o1 denc Ly 
f < rdov 1 may reserve the right to pay off such bonds in their | sceyte suffering on the part of the Ger n people, whether chil- 
rical order on such date or dates prior to the expiration of said lren or adults 
as ‘ eh eaUVile. 
1 ears and in such a manner or number of said bonds as said common . . . 
I es ; c : ; u A ; 5s 7 i or « Urse we all now that t > Germans pa sec t} rouch a 
ncil may deem best. Principal and interest shall be payable in law- | terrible nari i 4 call : 
‘ a he os ‘ . . al erridie struggie, and vet they were nm subi to t » horrors 
ful money of the United States of America at the office of the town “es sie ss . . . _ a 
. . . Ol ur ilke the peopl whose terr rie were j aded by ostile 
t rer or at such bank in the city of New York, in the State of dogee<2 I oo oe —s an ie ‘ 
Ss a hoe ; eS ; armies. Their fields were not devastated rheir cities were 
York, or such p e as may be designated by the common council a 11 ' til ' ' Ty t t t] 

_. , : ' hot raze ) nostiie shells. ne suillering nea “ame eT 
town of Cordova, the piace ol yment to be mentioned in the ’ : - 7 ; “ * - ; et My 
ry , ‘ ' rT} ‘ . or course, ame irom war, or lrom uat we mich term the 
Provided further, That each und every | ynd shall have the | . ' be . . i : , : : 

, . ; ordinary ‘onsequences OL War. LAVe see! hh evidence P 
signature of the mayor and clerk of the said town of Cordova . onan eee : : : : eee! eo ; : - 

: 2 ‘ | proof that they are suflering more from that war than are the 

also bear the seal of said town. j } id . : ¥ 
S Tr) . 2.8 . . . ye) ©* or cen e ( Tier < ul ies W ch W > ini i “4 j 
= } That no part of the funds arising from the sale of said onds i peop . : cren 0% wes oneeree - nde ern mm it 
a 4 ' 4 ae . | As | understand, the Committee on Foreign Relations voted 
1 be used for a purpose other than specified in this act Said Love, $3 : ‘ , , 1 
: — @ ; , ao 1 LAIS JoIne resorucnol that is ey decide } “e} ‘ti! 
shall be sold only in such amounts as the common council shall = : . ¥ J oe 1 = , 1 : ey aecided not =e rept t 
. . : . } ; raviy, ji (no lé ‘Vidence i Stubmitte ‘ 
( t, and the proceeds thereof shall be disbursed for the purposes | ave - “ . 1 Be anOW Ww at evid “ ¥ ‘2 Le d to 
9 ‘ . tuem, | ado ho Rnow ipo \ 3 inet hey asec ir ee] 
einbefore mentioned and under the order and direction of said | : TI . { Kn ip rN x — cw <7 Ua their « 

. . 4 . . ion. Ir ac ertamiv in ‘ates, An rate tiv ther 

mon council from time to time as the same may be required ior _ ner etion ¢ ct. nae , ny J : ’ lat . e 
abe was ho overwhelming proof of the snifering of these people or 
ee , no overwhelming proof, at any rate, of unnsual conditions exist- 

Phe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, | ing, as compared with the conditions that may exist among 
ordered to a third reading, read the third dime, and passed. other peoples and in other countries 

CAUSES AND EFFECTS OF DEFLATION OF 1920 So. Mr. President, from the facts of the situation T do not feel 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, yesterday morning during | that I would be justified in voting for the passage of the joint 

the morning hour I introduced Senate Resolution 246 and asked | resolution at this time. I have no hatred for the German people 


that it be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. The resolution provides for the 
election of a select committee by the Senate to investigate and to 
inquire into the causes for the deflation which was inaugurated 
in 1920 and to report to Congress its findings in order that 
Congress may take action that will lead to the enactment of 
legislation that will remedy the present condition of agricul- 
ture and which resulted from the deflation of the 
currency during the years 1920 and 1921. I have up to the 
present time been unable to get a report on the resolution from 
the committee. I think the resolution is of the utmost im- 
portance and, in view of the fact that Congress will adjourn 
to-morrow evening at 7 o'clock, I move that the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Centingent Expenses of the Senate be 
discharged frem the further consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. I 
understand there is already pending the motion of the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fotretre]. Is not that so? 

Mr. SMOOT. The motion of the Senator from 
has not as yet been acted upon. 

Mr. La FOLLETTE. My motion is pending. 

Mr. CURTIS. IL suggest, Mr. President, that the Senator 
from Minnesota withhold his motion until we ean dispose of 
the pending question and also until the chairman of the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingeut Expenses of the 
Senate shall arrive. The chairman of that committee told 
me a little while ago that he had not received the resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Minnesota until this after- 
noon and he has had no opportunity to call a meeting of his 
committee in order to consider the resolution. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Very well. 
the chairman of the committee, 


RELIEF OF DISTRESS IN GERMANY 


Mr. CURTIS. I ask for the regular order, Mr President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is the 


business 


Wisconsin 


I have been trying to find 


motion of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Forrerre] to dis- 


charge the Committee on Foreign Relations from the considera- 


tion of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 180) for the relief of the | 


distressed and starving women and children of Germany. 
question is on that motion. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, before the recess 
this evening I started to address the Senate briefly with refer- 


The 


I am of German blood not far removed. They have commanded 
my respect and admiration by their admirable qualitie 
derful achievements. 
aid them in 


sand won 
I would have this people and Government 
ealling for 


distress 


any relief without regard to 
what their Government or their leaders may have done. Their 
children are innocent of the sins of their fathers and their Cov- 


ernment. Nothing that their fathers have done should close 
our hearts to their distress No * their fathers ws 
lead me to withhold aid to them if the facts justify relief. I de 
not believe the facts now justify action by the Government as 
such. Private purses should open and free. No legal 
quibbles or refinements will deter me in the future if the facts 
warrant action by the Government. 

I want to call att 


acts of 


id 


be 


} 


ntion to a letter which I received a short 
time ago from a gentleman, a very responsible man, whom I 
have known for a great many years. He is not one of the 
wealthy men to whom my friend, the Senator from Minnesota 


[Mr. Jonnson], 
nary citizens. 


referred, but he is just one of our plain, ordi 


He made a trip into Germany not very long ago 


I saw him on the way over when he called at my office here in 
Washington City. He was over there for several months, 
When he came back to this country I did not see him, but I 
received a letter from him written on the train on his way west 
He lives in Tacoma. The letter is dated March 25, 1924, and 
T should like to read to the Senate what he said He is an 
honest, reliable, and trustworthy man, and I am satisfied he 
gives a statement of the facts as he saw them. Of course he 
did not see all of the conditions there; that is no doubt true; 
but he was trving to find out what the conditions are in Ger 
many and what the conditions of the German people are. I wish 
to read to the Senate and pla ein the Recorp j ist what he S2ys: 

1 have just returned from Germany, where 1 witnessed no riots or 
anything of the sort; neither did I see any bread Lines. rhe ordinary 
German in a restaurant orders about four times what the writer orders 
The restaurants seem to have plenty) good, wholesome food. I said 
to different Germans, “ Show me some of the poor who do not have 
enough to eat My hired guide, after much consultation with police 
officers, led me to plenty of filthy places, where rabbits are raised in 
the kitchen, and places where pigs are kept fn the living re t at 
no place could I find chiidren suffering for want of food 

1 believe thet ft is the duty of Congres to be just before it fs 
generous If anyone ds assistance, it fs our Amerfcan farmer. 
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an organized effort on the part of the (G;serman people 


to} ppear that their country is poor, that children are starvy- 

1 that a general state of debilitation is prevalent From my 

nm per il ei tion such conditior are nonexistent I believe 

that Get ny in better financial condition than any other European 
particip in the World War 

Mr. McKELLAR Mr. President, what is the date of that 
letter? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The date of the letter is March 
25, 1924, just a couple of months ago, and it was written en 
route to Chicago, 

Mr. President, as I have said, the writer of this letter is a 
thoroughly reliable man, honest and truthful, who apparently 
went over there for the purpose of looking into conditions. I 
have no reason in the world to deubt that he is stating the 
conditions as he saw them and as he believes them to be. 

In view of these things, of the action of the committee, and 
of the fact that we see very little, in the newspapers at any 
rate, of bad conditions—that is, conditions threatening starva- 
tion-——and as we have no especial appeals coming from the 


German Government or from those ‘who represent charitable 
organizations over there, showing to us the direful conditions 
With which the people are threatened, under those circum- 


stances I do not feel justified in voting to take from the Treas- 
ury $10,000,000 for this purpose at this time. 


Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, before we vote, I should 
like to eall the attention of the Senate that out there in the 
corridor is a blind or practically blind American soldier. He is 


blind because he answered the call to arms in 1917 and sacri- 


ficed his sight and himself in defending the American flag. 
The reason I call attention to this is I hold in my hand a 
letter from the Veterans’ Bureau which shows what he and 
his children are receiving from this Government, in defense 
of which he became blind and helpless. Incidentally, let me 


say that he has pending before the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia an application to be permitted to sit on the street 
corner and sell pencils in order to eke out an existence. 

Now, I wish to call to the attention of Senators a letter 
from the ofticer of the American Government dealing with this 


American soldier and this American child. Then when Sena- 
tors vote I wish they would contrast what they do for the 


children of America with what they do for the children of Ger- 
many. If they are satisfied with the result, of course they are 
answerable to nobody but their conscience and the American 
people. The letter is addressed to Mr. Richard A. Mayes, 
Wilson, Okla., and is dated March 24, 1924, from the United 
States Veterans’ Bureau at Dallas, Tex., and it is in reply to a 
letter written by him: 


Reecipt is hereby acknowledged of your communication dated March 
12. 1924, addressed to the United States Veterans’ Bureau, Washing- 
ton, D. ¢., which has been forwarded to this office for attention, to- 
gether with their reply of March 18, 1924. 

The records of this office indicate that you have been informed on 
occasions that your compensation was decreased on the 
by the central office board of appeals, and that therefore 
this office has no further jurisdiction with reference to granting you 
an inerease unless your disability should increase to a greater degree 
than that for which are now drawing payment office 
given medical evidence showing same. 

Under date of March 15, 1924, your attention was specifically called 
to the fact that you are suffering from other disabilities which are not 
connected with your service, which are myopia, operation wounds abdo- 
men, right elbow, appendicitis, chronic and spur, ulcerous process right 
elbow, and constipation. You were also informed that the amount of $24 
you now receiving represents 70 per cent of your entire 
tion since it has been apportioned for your child. 

If you think that an injustice is belng done and you are dissatisfied 
with the amount of compensation you are now receiving, it is sug- 
gested that you submit evidence from any attending physician, as re- 
ferred to above, and upon receipt of same it will be carefully reviewed 
by the medical section of this office, and you will be advised of the 
action taken 


numerous 


rating made 


you and this 


which are 


compens: 


By direction— 
S. P. Koren, 
Chief Claims Division, 


Tlere is a man who was blinded fighting for the American 
flag, and you give him $24 a month on which he must live, and 
you ask him to raise his child—the child of an American sol- 
dier—on $6 a month. That is all he has. You reward the man 
who is blinded fighting for the American flag with $24 a month, 
and his child with $6 a month, and you give to those who 
blinded him $10,000,000, 
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If that seems to you the way that American patriotism should 
be rewarded, why, God bless your souls, you are going to have 
an opportunity to show it to-night, and everybody will know 
whether you love the American flag more than you love some 
other flag. [Applause in the galleries. } 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair 
under the rules to warn the occupants of the galleries that no 


| expression of pleasure or displeasure is permitted from the 





} moments, 


galleries, and if it is repeated the galleries will be cleared. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 3011, Order 
of Business 479, the civil service retirement pension bill. 

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. Mr. President, if the Senator will make 
his request in such form as uot to displace the consideration 
of the matter which is before the Senate, and with the assur- 
ance that it will take but a few moments to dispose of the 
matter, I shall not object. Otherwise, Mr. President, I must 


object. 

Mr. STANFIELD. If the Senator will yield, I do not wish 
to displace the motion at present before the Senate, but I 
wish to say to the Senator from Wisconsin that I believe 


there are only three or four votes in this body in opposition 
to the measure I propose shall now come to consideration. 
There are 300,000 government employees who are very much 
interested in this bill. It is one of common justice to them. 
I think it can be considered and disposed of in a very few 
and I assure the Senator from Wisconsin that I 
will withdraw it if it can not be so disposed of. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say that if the Senator 
from Wisconsin does not object I will. 


Mr. STANFIELD. I am not asking for unanimous con- 
sent. I am moving that the bill be now taken up. 
Mr. MOSES. ‘That will displace the pending motion. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Which I can not consent to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is-made to unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. MOSES. The Senator from Oregon did not ask unani- 
mous consent, Mr. President. As I understand, he has moved 
to take up the bill, which would displace the pending motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from New 
Hampshire will just wait a moment, the Chair will put the 
question. The Senator from Oregon has now moved that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 479, 
being Senate bill 3011, to amend the act entitled “An act 
for the retirement of employees in the classified civil service, 
and for other purposes,” approved May 22, 1920, and acts in 
amendment thereof. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator from 
Oregon that we will have a vote in a few minutes upon the 
motion of the Senator from Wisconsin; and I hope he will 
not ask for a vote on this bill now, which would displace the 
motion before the Senate. It will not take long to dispose of 
the pending motion. 

Mr. SMOOT. I assure the Senator that he will not get a 
vote on it anyhow. It does not make any difference. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, I do not like that manner 
of reply of the Senator from Utah—that we can fot get a vote 
on it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say that the Senator will not get a vote 
to displace this matter. 

Mr. STANFIELD. I have no desire to displace the motion 
before the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT, That is what it will do. 

Mr. STANFIELD. I will withdraw my motion at this time, 
then, hoping that I may have the support of the body later on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon 
withdraws his motion, The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I shall occupy just a mo- 
ment before we vote on this motion. 

It distresses me very much not to be able to vote for the 
benefit of anyone who is suffering or for anyone who may be 
alleged to be suffering, especially if the sufferers are women 
and children, wherever they may be and whoever they may be; 
but I feel that an affirmative vote on this resolution is a vote 
that I can not cast. Mr. President, it is very easy to dispose of 
other people’s money, much easier to give it away than it is to 
give away our own; but we are trustees for the American 
people and ought to be exceedingly careful about our disposition 
of their money. 

Mr. President, I happened to be in Germany last summer. I 
was there some three or four weeks, and I saw what there was 
to be seen in that time. It is true that there was at that time 


considerable suffering in Germany; there were bread lines in 
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Berlin and in other cities and in the Ruhr—worse in the Ruhr 
than anywhere else—but, Mr. President, I saw no such unusual 
eondition there as would require this charitable intervention. 
They have not asked for it, and I am not sure they want it. 

I do not think I have ever seen better crops growing than I 
saw in the country there. 

The finest crops of potntoes and grain were growing. I am 
informed that Germany does not produce enough food for her 
own needs; in other words, she consumes more than she raises; 
but I am quite sure that there was no such distressing condl- 
tion there then as would warrant this very unusual act upon 
our part. Unquestionably, this is true of the country districts. 
Their cattle and stock were in good condition. Apparently the 
country sections were in good condition. 

But, Mr. President, assuming that there was distress there, 
I am quite sure that the conditions in Germany when we saw 
them last summer were no worse than the conditions in Russia, 
which we also saw. They were no worse than the conditions in 
Poland, which we also saw. They were no worse than they 
were in Latvia and Esthonia and Lithuania. The conditions in 
none of those countries were good, but there was no suggestion 


of starvation anywhere. It is true that in all the cities there | 


were bread lines, but the Government was furnishing the people 
bread or potatoes, and there seemed to be no actual want. 

Mr. President, as a boy I was reared in the State of Alabama, 
and I first recall conditions in the early eighties. I will say 
in all truth that conditions in Alabama in the eighties were 
much worse than they were in Germany, in Russia, or in Po- 
land last summer, as I saw them. The condition of children 
and women in the South in the early eighties was much harder 
than the condition of the women and children in the countries 
that I have named last in Burope. No charity was asked for 
or received by the people of the South then. We probably 
weathered the storm better that we had no charity bestowed 
upon us; and I do not believe that I should cast my vote in 
favor of this joint resolution, as much as I should like to help 
any people who are suffering. 


There is another reason why I can not vote for this joint | 


resolution. IL do not believe that the conditions in Germany are 
so bad as they are in Greece. I do not believe the conditions 
in Germany are so bad as they are in Armenia; and if we begin 
this policy of contributing to the peoples of other nations, and 
start with Germany, why should we end there? If we are going 
to give the women and children of Germany large sums of 
money, we should be equally generous to other nations who 
heed it perhaps quite as much, or more. 

For these reasens, Mr. President, I am constrained to vote 
against this joint resolution if it should come up, and to vote 
against the motion to take it up. 

i say, again, that I have no feelings of prejudice against the 
German people; quite the contrary. I have every sympathy 
for them. I have no prejudice against them on account of the 
war. If disaster overtook them, I would willingly help them. 
I want to see them get back on their feet and prosper; but 
such gifts as this will not effect the purpose. Conditions as I 
saw them there with my own eyes do not justify this extraordi- 
nary appropriation. I see no reason why private persons should 
not contribute to them if they so desire; but my position is that 
we, as trustees of the American people, have no right to make 
‘this contribution under the circumstances that have been nar- 
rated. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I am a member of the 
‘Foreign Relations Committee, and I have heard and read the 
evidence. It is true that there is contradiction in the evidence. 
Senators may very well form one opinion or another with re- 
gard to the suffering of children in Germany. I do not doubt 
yat all that if we should go into any first-class hotel in the 
‘United States and ask if there were any suffering children 
or any suffering women in the United States, we would get 
a negative answer. There is, however, evidence which satis- 
fies my mind that a great number of little children in Germany 
are suffering from lack of food. 

That is not our fault. It is not our fault when some beastly 
husband allows his little children to starve to death when 
there are plenty of opportunities for him to work; but, never- 
theless, when the American people see the children of a family 
starving to death because the husband is a drunkard or a 
eriminal their hearts go out to those little children just the 
same, 

Whe is to blame for the starvation of certain children in 
Germany? Not the American people, certainly. There is 
nothing that can be laid to their door—not a thing. It is the 
responsibility, again, of the German Government, but what 
difference does it make? ‘There is no doubt, from the evidence 
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before us, that there are in Germany to-day men who ure 
immensely wealthy—wealthier, by comparison, than any people 
in this country—and, on tke other hand, there are people 
there who are more destitute, as far as money is concerned, 
than any other people in the world. 

That is the condition. You say that is Germany's fault. 
I say to you, I admit it is the German Govern: 


neht gs Lauift. 
There is no doubt about that. The German Government is 


now, has been ever since the war—yes, it was before the war 
at all times—under the domination of the junker, under the 
domination of groups such as the Stinnes group. There has 


not been since the war a government in Germany that dared 
tax the rich of Germany to protect the poor of Germany 
That is a fact. It was commented on to-day by those oppos- 
ing the resolution, who said that the rate of taxation in Ger- 
many is the lowest in the world. That is true. It is the proof 
of what I say to you, that the German G: 


Vernumen us not 
dared tax Stinnes and the great wealth of that country. 
What differeng 


j ncg does that make? You are told that a lot 
of little children are starving to death 
if at the same time you are told that it is because the father 
is a drunkard, do you say “It is the fault of the father, and 
I will not help those little children?” N 
would use such a miserable excuse. 

When the Great War came on in Europe the President of 
the United States at that time stated that the German people 
were not to blame; that he had the deepest sympathy for 
them; that it was their Government's fault. Yet, in my 
opinion, the German Government was then dominated by the 
same junker class by which it is dominated to-day. It 
the acts of war which forced the United States into that fight. 
With all the sympathy we had for individuals of the Ger- 
man people, we acted. I certainly can not be classed as a 
pro-German. My votes in this body and my speeches in this 
body are well known. I voted for war. Before we entered 
he war I voted fer arming our ships. I would have voted for 
a declaration of war at an earlier date than we did vote for 
it if I bad believed that a declaration of war could have been 
carried. 

I am willing to test my conscience on any of these ques- 
tions. Charity is a deplorable thing. There should not be 
necessity for charity. Ninety per cent of the necessity for 
charity in every country comes from inefficiency and dis- 
crimination in government. The other 10 per cent comes from 
various causes such as I have mentioned. 

If government did its duty, there would be little necessity for 
charity in the world. I have always contended that when the 
inefficiency of government, the prejudice of the governing class, 
causes starvation and suffering among little children anywhere 
in the world, it is the duty of government to right that wrong. 

You say it is the duty of the individual The individual 
contributes out of his pocket to every charitable cause. Yes, 
and it is the most unfair thing that is ever done. A man walk- 
ing along the street who takes 50 cenis out of his pecket and 
throws it into the hat for any charity pays a thousand times 
more than the men who are able to pay, and everyone knows 
that. There is but one just way on earth of distributing 
charity, and that is by taxation based on the ability of people 
to pay. Poverty, distress, misery, suffering, in a country are 
just as much an incident of government as anything else in it, 
and when a government allows conditions to exist which bring 
those things on, it is its solemn duty to do what it can to 
remedy such conditions. 

It ts said, look at the suffering around us. I have seen the 
suffering around us. I know it is here, and if there is a single 
occasion upon which I have cast my vote against relieving it, 
then you may charge my conscience on the stand I take now. 

TI know that the argument was made in this body that if you 
took care of one charity you could not take care of another 
charity. It was said, if you do justice to the soldiers, you can 
not take care of the disabled veterans. Why not? If you take 
care of one family which is suffering, you can not take care of 
the other family that is suffering, it Is said. Why noi? 
Where is the argument for anything of the kind? 

I know the soldiers in this country were split up, They 
almost convinced the disabled soldiers that if there was a 
bonus given to the able-bodied soldiers we could not take care 
of the disabled veterans. They had them fighting among them 
selves. Is not that true? Undoubtedly it is true. Yet we 
have passed the bonus bill. It is an inadequate measure. It 
does not help anybody except the mauw who is wealthy envugh 
toe carry a policy in an insurance company. 

I stood on this floor and fought for a cash bonus, to which 
those men were entitied, and I have fought for it ever singe 


in this country, and 
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the war. Because I was fighting for a cash bonus for those 
able-bodied soldiers does not indicate that I was not willing to 
of the disabled soldiers. I have fought for every 
raise and every appropriation and every amendment which has 
} 


heen offered on this floor to better the condition of the disabled 
veterans in this country. 


fake care 


It is not, In my opinion, because we took care of and did 
justice to the able-bodied soldiers that we have not taken‘ care 
of the disabled soldiers. It is not my stand that because we 
take care of the distressed and disabled in one State we are 
unable to take eare of them in another State. 

I believe in lending our aid just as far as it is humanly 
possible to relieve distress und suffering wherever it exists; 1 


’ 
ao 


not care whether it is in my family or in your family. I 
am just as much touched by the emaciated form of some little 
} lving on the sidewalk who is a stranger to me as I am 
for the sufferings of another child who might be related to me. 
It is the relationship; it is the suffering, it is the misery, 
it is the agony of little children, that appeal to my sentiment. 


ehild 


not 


That may not be right. Maybe I should appeal to the Con- 
stitution. I do not know what the Constitution provides on 
this It has never been passed on. I know we have acted 
this way before. I know one thing, and if it be a crime I am 
sorry for it being a crime, that the suffering of little children 
appeals to me. That is all there is to it. I have given all I 


can give out of my own pocket to all of these causes, and I 
will continue to give; but that is not the proper way, it is not 
the fuir way, it is not the equitable way to handle the matter. 

Germany should take care of her own children. The Ger- 
man Government should compel the Stinnes group to pay back 
the money they have wrung, through the depreciation of the 
mark, from the people; they should be compelled to pay it back 
to the people they are to-day bringing to starvation. 

All the people of Germany are not suffering, of course. 
Stinnes group are enjoying their great wealth. 
turists of Germany are not starving. They have paid off their 
mortgages with the depreciated mark. The people who are 
suffering are those who work for their daily wage, and are paid 


The 
The agricul- 


in marks that will not buy anything. Those are the classes 
of people who are suffering. But what difference does it 
make whether it is the Government’s fault or whose fault it 


is; what difference does it make to you if you see a starving 
child on the street vonder what the cause of the starvation is? 
Why argue what the cause is? As a matter of fact, suffering 
does exist: it is there. It exists just the same as starvation 
exists in the family of the drunkard. It is there. There is no 
reason in arguing the question at all. 

Ten million dollars given out to relieve the suffering and 
misery of little children in Germany or Greece or wherever 
you please will not hurt this Government one iota. We have 


nearly one-half of all the gold in the world now under our 
control. We are the richest country in the world. We are 


the most powerful in every way. We have less poverty and 
distress here. We are the happiest of all, and for them to say 
that the donation of $10,000,000 is going to make us unable 
to take care of those to whom we owe justice in this country 
is absurd. 

We have taken care of our soldiers partly, and before we 
cet through with it we will take care of them entirely. We 
have taken care of our disabled veterans in a measly, cowardly 
way, but before we get through with it we will take care of 
them entirely, and as far as my vote is concerned, I want all 
to understand that when I do justice to one man, it is not 
going to deter me from doing justice to another man, and 
when I grant charity to a miserable creature here, it is not 
coing to keep me from handing it out there. 

I know our brave soldiers who fought to the death the Ger- 
man soldier had no fight against the women and children. 
They were too brave and gallant for any such thoughts. They 
know what suffering is and they are the first to hold out a 
helping hand. 

I am going to vote for this motion, as I voted for it in 
committee, 


Cc. M. COLE 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, from the Committee on Claims 
I report favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 4760) 
for the relief of the estate of C. M. Cole, of Butler County, Ky., 
und ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 


Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President—— 
Mr. ERNST. It is a House bill. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I do not think it proper to interrupt the 


consideration of the matter now before the Senate with claims 
reported hastily from the committee. 1 object to the present 


ee 
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consideration of this bill, and I shall object to the consideration 

of other matters, except conference reports, until the pending 

motion is disposed of. 7 
RELIEF OF DISTRESS IN GERMANY 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, with the burden of 
taxation resting upon the American people and the increasing 
depression in our own country staring me in the face, I have 
every inclination to refuse to appropriate a single dollar of 
money that is not absolutely justifiable from every standpoint. 
But I have heard to-day arguments by eloquent and distin- 
guished Senators which seem to me aside from the question 
before us, 

There is some distress in the agricultural districts of this 
country. But there has been no appeal for charity. The par- 
ticular champions of the farmer have sought certain remedial 
legislation, with reference to the virtues of which there is 
honest difference of opinion; but the farmers and the people 
of our cities are not raising the skeleton hands of starvation 
and nusking for a dole to prevent death. If they were, there 
would be no hesitancy in going into the Federal Treasury to 
supply immediate necessities. : 

The question here is whether we will tax the American 
people less than 10 cents apiece to arrest the march of starva- 
tion and death amongst the helpless women and children of a 
country with which we were recently at war. As was said by 
the Senator from Nevada, that question ought to be consid- 
ered by itself and decided upon its own particular merits or 
demerits, 

For my part, as everyone here will bear me witness, I have 
held to the strictest doctrine of nationalism. I am not an 
internationalist. I am a nationalist. I put this country above 
all other countries on earth. I would protect it and defend it 
and build it until it became so mighty that the assembled 
nations of the world would not dare challenge any ofits rights. I 
would yield no part of its sovereignty to any tribunal on 
earth. I would submit its vital interests to but one great 
court, the high court of the American people. 

While I hold to that doctrine, my sympathy for peoples of 
other countries is not circumscribed by the red line of a map. 
Neither are my prejudices so great that I can not appreciate 
the virtues of peoples who happen to have been born under 
other skies and other flags than mine. There is no greater 
regret in my heart to-night than that we have abandoned the 
ancient policies of this country, one of which was that America 
should forever be the land of hope and refuge for those who 
suffered the oppressions of governmental tyranny or the despot- 
ism of creed or caste. When we closed the doors of this 
country in the face of God’s children who are of our ancestral 
stock and common blood we wrote a black page in America’s 
history. 

America to-day should swing wide her portals to the great 
races of Europe whose ambitions, hopes, religion, industry, and 
blood make them our natural brothers and fit them for the 
high duties of American citizenship. I hesitate to say a harsh 
thing, but it seems to me that only ignorance denies a stalwart 
man, endowed by Almighty God with all the qualities we pos- 
sess, aS anxious as we are to work for his own betterment and 
for the advancement of this race, the right to set his feet upon 
our soil and build his home beneath our skies. Rather we 
should say to the Belgian, to the Frenchman, to the inhabitants 
of Great Britain, to the people of Germany, of Norway, and of 
Sweden, of Holland, of Denmark—to all the great European 
races—* We give you generous welcome to our shores if you 
but come to sustain our institutions and to contribute to the 
greatness of our national destiny.” But we have adopted an 
opposite policy. We have said to the father of the starving chil- 
dren of Germany, “ You can not come. You have the same 
Creator. You have the same hopes, but you can not come. 
Stay where you are, in the overpopulated cities and villages of 
your own land—stay there and starve.” We have said to our asso- 
ciates in the war, the Belgians, the sons of Ireland and of Scot- 
land and of England, the same bitter thing, “ You can not come. 
Your hearts may be with us. Your souls may be inspired with 
the lofty sentiments which thrilled the bosoms and set aflame 
the blood of the revolutionary fathers, but you can not come. 
Stay at home and starve.” 

Nay, more. We have said to them, “If you produce as the 


result of your labor that which is beautiful, that which is use- 
ful, that which will adorn the home or glorify the palace of 
wealth, that which will keep warmth in the body, though it 
may be the perfect flower and fruit of superior genius, you 
ean not sell it in the United States of America. We bar you 
out; we build a wall of prohibitive statutes so high you can 
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not overleap it and so strong you can not break through it.” | that reservation but emphasized the fact that Germany was 


So we say again, “Though you are willing to work, though 
you are capable of work, stay at home and strave.” 

* ‘These are the narrow policies to which we have committed 
ourselves. They are un-American policies. They were not the 
policies of Washington. They were not within the conception 
of Jefferson. They do not belong to the heroic age of our 
country’s history, nor to the period of its great industrial 
development and advancement. 

These, however, are questions which it is bootless to discuss 
here to-night. Having closed the gate, having locked it in the 
faces of these people, having barred their products, we are now 
confronted with the question of doling out to them something 
that may prevent little children from staggering, pale, and 
emaciated, into untimely graves, of doing something which may 
arrest the march of disease, and perhaps avoid a ghastly 
epidemic. 

Mr. President, it has been sald here that the German people 
are to blame for the war. The utterances seem to reflect the 
poison of hate engendered during the war. I deplore the 
utterance of such sentiments. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Missouri yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield for a question. 

Mr. STANFIELD. There are just two precepts of which 
I wish to ask the Senator if he is not conscious. One of those 
is that self-preservation is the first instinct of human nature, 
and that is the reason why there is a necessity for us to put 
up a wall of protection, so far as we are concerned here in 
America. The other is that charity begins at home. Does not 
the Senator know that? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Yes; some skinflint at some remote 
period of time who wanted to keep his own wealth in his own 
pocket invented the most selfish maxim that has ever fallen 
from the lips of man—‘ Charity begins at home.” Yes; and 
it generally stays there. 

As to the other question that self-preservation is the first 
law of nature, I admit that; but between proper self-preserva- 
tion and the tariff law that despoils 110,000,000 people for the 
benefit of a few manufacturers there is a gulf as wide as sep- 
arated Dives in hell from Lazarus reclining upon the bosom 
of Abraham amidst the groves and streets of paradise—just 
that much of a gulf. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moses in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Missouri yield further to the Senator from 
Oregon? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield. 

Mr. STANFIELD. That is our mistake if we permit that 
protection to be restricted as the Senator from Missouri 
claims—and I am willing to agree with the Senator from 
Missouri that it is restricted too much, although I believe that 
in the great McCumber tariff bill we gave more protection to 
all the people than they ever knew before, but it is not enough. 
Yet I want to say to the Senator from Missouri that when he 
is talking about dispensing charity abroad, he should remem- 
ber that we have more suffering here in America than, I think, 
the Members of the Congress are aware of. I think we would 
do well to look to the welfare of our agricultural element in 
this country that is suffering, and suffering, I think, perhaps 
as much as those in Europe are suffering. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I am not going to be led aside to 
discuss the tariff bill. I mentioned it as one proposition that 
appealed to me. I want to proceed with my argument, if it 
can be so dignified. I shall yield the floor in a very few 
minutes. 

I was saying that there seemed to be a tang of bitterness 
and hate in some of the sentences we have heard dropped. 
Mr. ‘President, like my friend, the Senator from Nevada, I 
voted for the war. I signed the round robin certifying a 
willingness to give the President authority to arm merchant 
ships, although I well knew that the purpose was to fire upon 
German submarines the moment they were sighted, and thus 
really start a war before there was a declaration of war. 
That purpose was by the friends of the measure admitted upon 
the floor of the Senate as quite within the possibilities, 

I voted for every man, every gun, and every dollar that was 
appropriated in the war. I would have been willing to have 
continued the war to this hour if Germany had not laid down 
her arms. But I am not unmindful of the fact that when 
Germany did surrender, she surrendered on the 14 points laid 
down by the President of the United States with the single 
exception of one reservation which Great Britain made, and 





relving upon the principles enunciated by the President. 

But, sir, I do not care to pause to discuss that question I 
mention it merely in passing. The fact is, as has been stated, 
that the German people were under the complete dominance 
of the most autocratic power, the most complete power prob- 
ably ever held in all the history of the world, for I question 
whether the despotisms of the past, tyrannical and bloody as 
they were, were as well cemented and as thoroughly entrenched 
as were the Hohenzollerns in Germany. Moreover, the people of 
Germany had for a half century been taught that their salva 
tion depended upon the maintenance of a great army and that 
they were surrounded by enemies who were ready to crush and 
destroy them. Whether that was a true or a false doctrine, 
it was believed by the people. Accordingly, when the war lords 
of Germany summoned the people to battle they came; and we 
must admit they fought courageously. 

jsut now, Mr. President, when the war was over, when the 
battle flags were furled, when the cannon ceased to reverberate 
across the plains of France we adopted the principles of peace. 
It is to that view for a moment that I want to attract your 
attention. 

Some Senator said here to-day, and said truthfully, that 
this war is over; some Senator said, and said truthfully, that 
perhaps this is the best investment the American people have 
ever had an opportunity to make. Recall the events of his 
tory and you will realize that the commonest experience is 
that the enemies to-day are the allies of to-morrow, and that 
the allies of to-morrow are the enemies of the day after. It 
is not necessary to cite the historic instances; they have oe- 
curred so frequently that, indeed, the rule is, not that the allies 
of to-day shall be the allies of to-morrow, but rather that the 
enemies of to-day will be the allies of to-morrow. 

Japan was our ally in the late war. In the exercise of an 
undoubted right we said that the Japanese could not settle 
this country. Such a right was never before challenged when 
sought to be exercised by a great and sovereign power. Yet, 
sirs, there is not one of us but knows that wrapped up in that 
question is a potential danger for the future. We know it so 
well that we regard with anxiety every new warship that 
is launched by Japan and every gun that is wrought in her 
machine shops and foundries. 

We are to-day on perfectly amicable terms with all nations 
of the world, yet there is no nation with which war seems more 
remote to-day than did war between the United States and 
Germany on the Ist day of August, 1914. 

The man who would then have stoed in this body: and pro- 
claimed that within a few months the United States and 
Germany would be engaged in a death grapple would have 
been regarded as a lunatic. Yet we found ourselves drawn 
into the vortex. Our boys were soon upon the bloody fields 
of France, their bayonets pointing toward the heart of Ger- 
many. 

Sir, out of this war the one great satisfaction I get 
is that when it was ended the President of the United 
States, against the judgment of many men—it is one thing as 
to which I have always been in harmony with the deceased 
President—stated that the United States did not want a dol- 
lar; she did not want an inch of ground; she only desired 
that her rights upon sea and land be recognized; she wanted 
her flag respected; and when that had been achieved she was 
willing to forego any of the spoils of conflict. So Germany 
was taught the lesson, and every German of normal mind has 
registered it, that the United States in entering this war was 
impelled by no selfish motive; that we were not led on by 
hatred of the German people; that we did not engage in. the 
struggle for the purpose of enriching ourselves or taking their 
goods or their chattels from them. Some day, mayhap, in the 
history of this world, that will be a great asset to the United 
States; it may be worth more to us than all the land and all 
the gold that our associates have taken or demanded 

I can imagine in some crisis when Germany may be invited 
into a struggle against this country and may remember that 
we did not keep a legacy of hate which they should satisfy 
with bloody swords and with glistening bayonets, but rather 
that they may recall that they had met a noble enemy who 
never stooped to vengeance or stained their escutcheon with 
hate. 

The war is over, the drums have ceased to beat the alarm, 
the soldiers no longer stand in battle line, peace hovers over 
the world, Germany’s children stand with the lips of want 
drawn back from the teeth of starvation, and their skeleton 
hands stretched out for the food that their parents can not give. 
It seems to me, if we shall give this money to Germany, that 
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the fathers will tell it to their children and their children will 
tell it to their children’s children, and that in some great eon- 
flict of world our kindly charity of to-day may be the salvation 
of the Republic of America. 

Mr. President, I do not advance my argument alone upon 


that ground; I put it upon the great principle of universal 
liumanity, on the fact that the same sentiment will bring the 
tears to the eyes of a German mother as to an American 
mother; that the same passions flame in their souls as in ours, 
aud the same suffering is felt by them as is felt by us. So, 
while [I will not extend to any European power or all the 


powers of earth a jot of our authority, a single hair’s weight of 


our jurisdiction, or of our majesty as an independent Nation, 


J] vain willing to grant them our sympathy and extend them our 
bounty, that we may bring back joy, life, and love where now 
are durkness, despair, and death, 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, before the vote is 
tn upon my motion I desire to offer my testimony, based 
upoll a personal investigation in that country, of the dire need 


of Germany ai this time. The able Senator from Missouri [Mr. 


Keep] has raised the 
i i With the spirit he has invoked those 
eup and unworthy. Under the spell 
oO iis exalted eloquence we have all of us, I trust, been 
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pursed of the passions und hate engendered by war and set 
face to face with the great human problem which this resolution 
presents, 

li is to be regretted, Mr. President, that the prejudices and 
passions of a past war should have been thrust into this de- 
bate. We are facing the future. We are leoking to the years 
to come. We must live in a world in which the German people 
are an eaduring and vital part. They are and for generations 
have been among the world’s leaders in the arts and sciences. 


rier to the war they had become the very heart of industrial 
Kurope, and as certain as the coming of another day they will 
again do their part in the world’s work and share in its com- 
munity life. 

On March 24, 1924, the House of Representatives adopted by 
a record vote of 240 to 97 this resolution introduced by Repre- 
sentative FisuH, of New York, which appropriates $10,000,000 
for the purehase of foodstuffs in the United States and for 
their transportation and distribution for the relief of distressed 
and starving women and children of Germany. 

‘The exceptionally large vote for the resolution in the House 
of Representatives is a measure of the sentiment of the people 
for the proposition. Both for spiritual and material reasons we 
might regard this apprgpriation as an investment rather than 
a gift. 

The pending question before the Senate is upon my motion 
for the discharge of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations 
from further consideration of this resolution and for imme- 
diate action upon it by the Senate. 

The proposition presented to the Senate, upon which it must 
pass to-night, is whether in the face of Germany's dreadful 
need and terrible suffering as shown by the evidence submitted 
to both the House and Senate committees, we are to carry over 
the hate of war against the starving women and children of 
Germany. For every dollar proposed to be appropriated by the 
pending joint resolution is appropriated for the relief of women 
and children of Germany who are suffering hunger and starva- 
tion. 

In listening to the discussion this afternoon we have heard 
representations made that there is no such thing as widespread 
starvation and extreme poverty in Germany. Mr. President, it 
was my sad privilege to visit Germany within the past year. 
For several weeks I traversed the country. I visited homes, 
hospitals, schools, factories, and everywhere I saw manifesta- 
tions of absolute want. In the early morning hours I watched 
the assembling of bread lines. I saw thousands of people gather- 
ing as early as 3 o'clock in the morning, crowding miles of the 
streets of the cities of Germany, awaiting oppertunity to be 
rationed in order that they might meet the conditions of star- 
vation. 

I visited many of the great cities. I remember particularly 
what I saw in Essen, a manufacturing center of some 600,000 
people, where fhe French had taken possession and where they 
had denied to the citizens of Essen the use of railroads except- 
ing one single outlying station with a small depot, which could 
be used for unloading the trainloads of feod necessary to supply 
the people of that great city every day. I visited that station. 


It had no sidetracks, no platforms, no warehouses for shelter- 
ing the milk and other food supplies shipped in day by day 
and left standing in the sun and rain unsheltered for hours. 
Think of it, a great city of 600,000 population well provided 
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with railroad yards and stations such as its transportation 
needs would normally require, but under French military rule 
not a railroad train permitted to land food anywhere in the 
municipal limits except in one remote outside station with no 
sidetracks or other facilities for the delivery of food to the 
people. 

I visited the great railroad yards of Essen, and I saw weeds 
growing a foot high between the tracks of the railroads whose 
operation had been suspended by the orders of the French. I 
visited the hospitals of Essen. Oh, it was appalling. I saw 
hundreds of infants, months old, who weighed less than when 
they were born. The milk that should have been used to 
feed these babies was sitting, not in sheltered places at th 
station but out on the banks, exposed to the sun, with no facili- 
ties for keeping it cool, and it invariably soured before it could 
be delivered. In this and other cities I saw hundreds and hun- 
dreds of babies dying for want of food. I am not exaggerating. 
1 am telling you what I saw with my own eyes. In the hospi- 
tals ef Berlin, Cologne, and Gelsenkirchen I saw children of all 
ages in conditions of emaciation that are beyond description, 
children whose arm and leg bones could be bent like whalebone 
because of lack of nourishment, with doctors and nurses strug- 
giing bravely to save their lives, with little or no milk and on 
a diet that even the healthiest infant could not digest. 

Everywhere I visited in Germany the shortage of food and 
particularly of milk is alarmingly refiected in the condition of 
the children. In 1923 the number of seriously undernour- 
ished children was nearly 60 per cent and the number mounting 
daily. Not merely bad the number of tuberculosis cases in- 
creased startlingly, but the death rate from this cause was 
manifesting itself even during the very early years of child- 
hood, a condition almost unknown during the war 

More than 9,000,000 German men, women, and ehildren were 
dependent upon charitable relief when I was in Germany last 
year, and this number has since increased by leaps and bounds. 

Even before the war, when German agrieulture was more 
efficient than now, about 15,000,000 of the German people had 
to be fed with imported foodstuffs. This deficiency was greatly 
increased by the Versailles treaty, under the terms of which 
Germany lost the Provinces of Posen and West Prussia, which 
had furnished their population with food staples and afforded 
a surplus that took care of approximately 5,000,000 besides. 

Since the war German agriculture has declined and become 
less efficient, owing to improper cultivation during the war, loss 
of animal fertilizer through decrease in livestock, and lack of 
capital with whieh to purchase artificial fertilizers and farm 
machinery. 

This decline In available foodstuffs has resulted in reducing 
the diet of the population beyond the limit of human endurance. 
I found that between three-fifths and four-fifths ef the workers 
of Germany were living entirely upon potatoes, with a little 
bread and almost no fats. 

Potatoes are, in fact, the only food within the scanty pur- 
chasing power of the common people of Germany. In the Ruhr 
I saw thousands of women who had been standing in line 
from 4 o’clock in the morning till noon, awaiting the chance to 
buy a seanty allowance of potatoes, with hundreds turned away 
empty handed because the supply was exhausted. 

It is argued that there is wealth in Germany. There is 
wealth in the United States—enormous wealth—but the riches 
of Wall Street are not donated to relieve the deplorable condi- 
tions of the farmers up in the Northwest. The wealth of the 
Stinneses and the Morgans is very much alike. Human natura 
is very much the same the world over, sir. 

The conditions in Germany are inconceivable, indescribable. 
In this connection let me read a short extract from the issue 
of May 28, 1924, of Commerce and Finance. This unbiased 
financial journal says: 
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Spendings ef the German profiteers have aroused disbelief in Ger- 
man distress. Out of the labors of the Dawes committee have come 
some facts more informing of German conditions than the most ac- 
curate observations of tourists. Last year’s wheat crop was 28.4 per 
cent below that of 1913; rye, 34.1; all bread grains, 33.4. At the end 
of 1922 Germany had 11.7 per cent fewer cattle and 35 per cent fewer 
swine. From January 1 te September 30 last year she slaughtered 
57.2 per cent fewer oxen, 48.7 per cent fewer bulls, 20.8 per cent fewer 
cows, 65.7 per cent fewer swine, and 12 per cent more horses than in 
the same 1918 periods Meat consumption per capita fell from 43.15 
kilos to 26.71 kilos. With less wealth in the country and profiteers 
absorbing an increasing share of that wealth through currency depre- 
ciation, what reason is there for disbelieving in this distress? 


Inevitably the food shortage has been complicated by the cur- 
rency situation. Farmers in self-protection refused to sell their 
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products for worthless paper marks, and the Government was 


forced to abandon the system of grain requisition which it un- 
dertook, just as the Russian Government was forced to do. 

The impoverishment of Germany has reached the point where 
it seriously affects the grain exports from the United States. 
In 1913-14 Germany imported 38,205,504 bushels of American 
wheat, but in 1924 the importation of wheat will be practically 
nothing. This is of significance to our western farmers who 
have been hard hit by collapse of the wheat market. 

To prevent this slow but certain starvation of the German 
population living in cities—almost if not quite as bad in its 
destruction of life as the Russian famine—Germany ought to 
import and distribute at normal prices 60,000,000 bushels of 
grain, 150,000 tons of fat, and large quantities of condensed and 
dried milk. 

This is what Germany ought to do. But the German Govern- 
ment has not been able to get credit. She can not muster the 
resources to save her population from the destroying effect of 
hunger and undernourishment. 

Mr. President, if there remains any doubt as to whether there 
is starvation and want on a wide scale in Germany growing out 
of the conditions that followed the war, consider the testimony 
taken by the House of Representatives. It is not disputed. It 
stands on the record and the Senate will vote on the basis of 
that testimony, and if the Senate denies relief to the women and 
children of Germany who are starving, a record will be made 
here which has never before been made by the American Senate 
or the American Congress, 

When this very joint resolution was before the House of Rep- 
resentatives. by invoking all the hate of war they could muster 
only 90 votes out of the membership of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of 435 against the joint resolution. It came over 
here to the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, and it 
rested there. 

If testimony was taken—and I know that some was taken— 
it has not been printed. The Senate has not been given an op- 
. portunity to see that testimony. The public has not been given 
an opportunity to see it. Weare going to vote to-night upon this 
proposition on the basis of the evidence before the House of 
Representatives, for the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate has contented itself with retaining within the confines 
of its committee room the testimony that it took upon this im- 
portant resolution. 

Mr. President what I say here in support of this joint reso- 
lution may be discounted because of the fact that I opposed 
our entry into the war; but, sir, that phase of the world dis- 
turbance has passed, and the man at the head of the American 
troops in Germany, General Allen—who, best of all men in the 
United States Army, knew the conditions over there—has organ- 
ized a private committee, and for the better part of a year has 
gone back and forth over this country appealing to the gener- 
osity of the American people to come to the rescue of the starv- 
ing women and children of Germany. Nobody questions his 
understanding of international relations. Big, broad, able, 
fearless, loyal according to all standards, he has not only ap- 
pealed for private aid but he has appeared before the committees 
of Congress and asked the Congress of the United States to 
stand sponsor for the amount proposed to be appropriated by 
the terms of this resolution. 

Speaking of his own knowledge and summarizing the reports 
of American physicians who have been in Germany, he said: 

Amorfg children of school age the crisis is such that there is lack 
of breakfast and often of lunch for these children. There is also lack 
of shoes and stockings, underciothes, and winter coats. * * * 
Also among these children there is a prevalence of tuberculosis not 
known to school physicians heretofore. Up to 20 per cent of children 
applying at 6 years of age for admission to schools have to be sent 
home as unfit to attend. * * * The weakness of children from 
hunger is a common cause of fainting, dizziness, headache, and in- 
ability to study and inability to pay attention simply because of 
hunger. The record of collapse cases in the schoolrooms was never 
before known to be so great as now. 

The extent of undernourishment in the schoolroom is best expressed 
by the fact that practically everywhere there is a discrepancy of 
almost two years between the age, the height, and the weight of the 
children in contrast with a normal child. * * * Few, if any, chil 
dren over 4 years have had milk in the cities since 1914 unless they 
were sick in hospitals. 





It is literally a matter of life and death. A fearful emer- 
gency confronts the German people. Hunger and disease are 
to-day threatening the lives of millions of women and children 
in that distracted land. The $10,000,000 provided for in the 
resolution for their relief will save a multitude of lives. Those 
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who might be saved by the passage of this resolution will be 
dead when we reassemble next December 


There is no question about the need And this need is 
scarcely less urgent than that of the Russia imine, to which 
we gave S20.000,000, 

I am interested in the passage of this resolution not only 
because it will save hundreds of thousands of human lives but 


because it will, in my opinion, be of the greatest 
those who are bravely struggling 


IsSSIS~Tuance te 
uvainst great 
tain a democratic form of government in Germany. The Ger- 
man Republic was created in good faith and has been main 
tained with great courage and fortitude under extraordinary 
difficulties. The forces of democracy, which had the complete 
confidence of the German people at the end of the war, have 
lost ground, however, as a result of the harsh and inhuman 
terms of the Versailles treaty, the unwarranted military occu- 
pation of the Ruhr and the Rhineland by France, and the con- 
tinued economic distress and privation which the masses of the 
German people have suffered during the past 10 years, It is 
amazing that any people should have maintained their faith 
in the instrumentalities of democracy ander such appalling con- 
ditions, but the recent elections showed great gains by both 
the monarchists and the communists, who have been working 
hand in hand to tear down the German Republic in the hope 
that the chaos thus produced might result in securing power for 
themselves, 

I believe that the passage of this resolution will be of ines- 
timable value in both a moral and material sense in sustaining 
the forces in Germany which are striving to maintain the 
German Republic and the institutions of democracy. The high- 
est as well asthe most practical conception of our foreign policy, 
therefore, justifies the immediate passage of this resolution. 

During my stay in Germany I was constantly reminded of 
the sense of isolation and suffering on the part of the people 
for lack of any expressions of sympathy and understanding on 
the part of the outside world. 

The feeding of German children following the war by the 
Quakers was almost the only manifestation of good will and 
fraternal feeling that had come to them. It was of tremendous 
value. Its lasting influence can not be overestimated. 

Just as the efficient aid rendered by the United States to 
Russia in her frightful time of famine has created a basic 
sense of amity beyond belief in the hearts of the Russian people 
so aid to Germany in this time of need will have profound 
results in healing wounds, restoring friendship and good will, 
opening markets, and renewing trade. 

The adoption of this resolution expressing a desire to help 
Germany in her great suffering and need will have powerful 
reaction for good upon our own people. It will diffuse the 


spirit of forgiveness, harmony, and good will at home as well 
as abroad. ¢ 
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Putting aside all questions of policy, we are confronted by a 
simple human question—that of preventing starvation and 
death. At least 2,000,000 children in Germany are in a most 
critical condition because of their present lack of proper nour- 
ishment, added to the period of many years of privation which 
has undermined their health and weakened their powers of 
resistance. These children have been undernourished since the 
early days of the wer. Instead of improving they are steadily 
growing weaker. The past winter has been the most trying 
time they have experienced. As a mere matter of charity and 
good will we should pass this resolution before we adjourn. 

Mr. President, the hour is late. I had intended to discuss 
this question of German relief in a more thorough and satis- 
factory way. But because of the limited time and pressure 
of other business I have spoken briefly and hurriedly, without 
referring to the notes which I had prepared. 

I must, however, say one word in conclusion. There have 
been intimations made in this debate that political motives are 
back of the effort to secure a vote on this resolution. Any inti- 
mation that my attitude toward the war in any way affects my 
advocacy of this resolution is unjustified. I did not introduce 
this resolution. I did not bring about the hearings. I have 
taken a hand in this matter only recently because the condition 
of my health prevented my doing so earlier. But I think | 
ought to be acquitted of being influenced by political considera- 
tions in moving for a vote on the resolution for the relief for 
the starving women and children of Germany at this time 

Mr. President, for nearly 40 years, wherever my convictions 
have led me, I have gone forth, even though alone, to defend 
those convictions. In peace and in war, with all that it might 
bring upon my head, I have stood by what I believed to be 
right, and in pressing for a vote upon this resolution I am 
simply pursuing the course which I have followed all my life, 
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years Let us set our faces to the 
ept which must make for the 
world and for the restoration of Germany to her 


ihe 





ust pluee in the fumily of nations. Above all things, as Ameri- 
‘ natoy s representatives of the chivalry and generous 
impulse of the people of th country, let us, I appeal to you, 
refuse to invoke the war spirit against starving women and 
children, Let us abselve ourselves from ail unworthy motives 
and vote upon the merits of the proposition which is before us 
ere to-n t 

I j i ‘ ne for hatred engendered by war ends 
Ww 1 the ire f ed, when surrender is made; and that | 
mettion ! vt De nerous to a fallen foe takes a poor, 
ut cup, and un ‘thy place in the history of the world. 

| besa Lecessary to disenss here the terms of the treaty 
vance) hi (iermany has reached her present plight. Every- 
one Low knows that the treaty of Versailles violated the terms 
of the armistice, based upon President Wilson’s addresses and 
tl 14 points, in nearly every particular. After Germany had 
disurmed and put herself at the merey of the Allies and the 


(-,ermian 


people had established a Republic modeled after our 


own the wicked Versailles treaty despoiled her of her colonies 
amd her commercial rights, robbed her of her most valuable caal 
and iren resources, appropriated and apportioned among her 
trade rivals her shipping, and left her economically bankrupt, 
with an indemnity unparalleled in history saddled upon the 
backs of her people. Yhe late Senator Knox, former Secretary 
of State and former Attorney General, whose wisdom and 


patriotism and ripened knowledge will not be questioned in this 
Chumber, spoke the truth when he declared in the United States 
that this “‘punic peace” was the cruelest and most 
inhuman decument of reeerded history. 


Senate 


Having failed at Versailles to imsist upon the honorable ful- 
fillment of our obligations to Germany under the «armistice, 
one of the first things that the United States should do is to 
hasten to the aid destitute millions of the German people. 

Stand for # moment with me at Appomattox on April 9, 1865, 
It is the clesing hour of the greatest eivil war the world has 
known—and civil war engenders the bitterest hatred of all war. 

"Contrast the peuce of Versailles with the terms under which 
Lee surrendered bis army to the great Union eommander. 
There were Grant and Lee, the greatest military figures of the 
Civil War. Beaten to the earth, the Seuthern Confederacy 
was personified in its gallant eaptain, Robert BH. Lee. What 
will live in history for Grant, to crown him with the greatest 
glory, is the terms he made to Lee: 

“Take your horses and your mules. Let the starving Con- 
federate soldiers come for their rations to the commissary of 
the winning troops. Let us have peace.” 

'Phose terms will Hive in history long after the arguments of 
hatred to which wé have listened here are forgotten. 

This country is big enough to be magnanimous as well as 
victorious. It is not necessary to be niggardly or relentless 
toward a former enemy to be patriotic. We have to live in 
this world with the German people who are kin to millions of 
the people of the United States. They represent one of the 
great powers of Europe, and Europe can never recover indus- 
trially and economically until Germany is restored. We can 
help to restore the international amity which must precede 
peace and stability by passing the pending resolution. 

Mr. ASHURS'T. Mtr. President, much, if not most, of all that 
deserved to survive and that has come down to us from the 
feudal times and the davs of chivalry was comprehended 
within its doctrine of philosophy of noblesse oblige; that is, of 
the victor is required high conduct. 

The virtues of defeat with a nation and an individual are 
fortitude and patience. The virtues of victory are magna- 
nimity, moderation. and restraint. 

This doctrine of noblesse oblige should be and is a part of 
the fundamental faith and genius of the American people. 

1 ask the Secretary to read from the desk a telegram from 
the governor of Arizona expressing his views upon this subject. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read. 

The reading clerk read as follows: 


of the 


PHOENIX, Anrrz., June 4, 1924. 


Tlon. Henry I. ASHURST, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Am advised move willl be made for relief of starving German 


women and children. We must realize that if one part of the human 
body fs afflicted the whole body fs sick; , if one nation is sick the 
rest of the world must affected. The United States has always 
noted for fts charity and willingness to come to the aid of 
people In distress, The women and children of Germany should not 


so 
be 


been 
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be permitted to perish because of the action of the imperial gov- 
ernment of that country, even though it may be argued that the 
present German Government has not fulfilled its duty, that can not 
justify permitting children to perish. I, therefore respectfully urge 
that you join in the support of a measure to prevent starvation and 
suffering among women and children in Germany. In the name of 
commen humanity I urge this, even in the face of the fact that 
there ts distress in some sections of our own country. 
Geo. W. P. Hunt, Governor of Arizena, 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the hour is growing late and I 
will not discuss this question at length. I thought, as the able 


| Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Forrerre] was speaking about 


the things he saw in Germany, how different his experience 
was from the experiences of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKernar]. 
I am sure the Senator saw distress and suffering, as he has 
stated. I can take him into the city of New York this night 
and show him distress and suffering, or into Boston, or Chicago, 
or any of the other large cities of this country, and find distress 
and suffering. 

With us it is not a matter of small groups of people in 
distress, We have millions of people in distress. We have 
people who, as I said this afternoon, were prosperous and 
happy in the West five years ago, who have not a dollar now, 
some of them not one dollar, if their debts were paid, and not a 


foot of land to their names. Senators, that is a serious situa- 
tion. Have we the right to run our hands into the Treasury 
of the United States and take out $10,000,000 to pags across 


| the sea to relieve so-called suffering children of Germany upon 


the statement we have before us? 
ing exists in the German country. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, will the Senator yietd? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Just for a question. 

Mr. STANFIELD. That is all I wish. 
to $10,000,000 for the German people. That is what the con- 
tribution is to be, he said. I would like to ask the Senator 
if he has carefully read the joint resolution and if he does .- 
not find that it is to take out of America one of the very 
things that is causing the suffering that there is here in agri- 
culture; that is, te take out some of the exportable surplus? 
It is to be used to purchase and distribute grains, fats, and 
milk, produets of which they have too much, which fs cansing 
the very suffering we have here in America, and the Senator 
is opposing the joint resolution and endeavoring to prohibit 
doing away with the surplus products that should be taken 
out of here. There is ne money going out of the country. It 
is going to relieve the very eonditions that the Senator deplores 
here in America. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Is the Senator about to let the cat out of the 
bag? [Laughter.] If he contends that this is trying to hand 
out something to the farmers, I say it is a miserable subter- 
fuge. Such a step should not be taken behind the proposition 
to help the suffering children of Germany. It is beneath the 
dignity of the Senate to do such a thing as that. 

Mr. STANFIELD. I have all the kind sympathy for those 
poor suffering children over there that the Senator from 
Nevada so wonderfully pictured to-night. I am in greatest 
sympathy with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA Forietre] 
in all his great kindliness for those people over there. I do 
not quite agree with the Senator from Missouri, who said that 
we are a selfish people here. I say that we are property sel- 
fish when we build up a wall around the country to mhintain 
a standard of living. I say that is right. 

As I said to the Senator from Missourl when he had the 
floor, charity begins at home, but I am practical, and I ean 
show the Senator from Alabama, when he speaks of the suffer- 
ing in this country, that we can do charity for those people and 
relieve their suffering over there and do ourselves a kindliness. 
Our American agriculture will be retieved. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Well, Mr. President, the Senator has had 
charges made against him, and I want to inform him that one 
of the charges being made is that the money we provided for 
the War Finance Corporation to help the farmers has not 
reached them, but that men like the Senator borrowed large 
sums of that money. 

Mr. STANFIELD. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Did I understand the Senator to say 
that the Senator from Oregon had borrowed large sums of 
money or any sum of money from the War Finance Corpora- 
tion? 

Mr. HEFLIN. 


I do not believe such suffer- 


The Senator referred 


Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 


I say that it is talked about here that the 


Senator is one of these who did 
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Mr. STANFIELD. I want te disabuse the mind of the Sen- 
ator from Alabama and say to him that the Senator from 
Oregon never borrowed one dollar from the War Finance Cor- 
poration, because he never needed to de it. I will admit that 
I was zealous to see that the War Finance Corporation loaned 


money not only to the western agriculturists in the States 


where they w uffering but more to the Senator’s southes 
interests, where they were suffering in the cotton industry. But 
the Senator from Oregon did not borrow any of that money 


because he had credit at his banks where he could borrow 
y, and the records of the War Finance Corporation show 
he never borrowed a dollar, not a dollar. 

HEFLIN. Does not the 


ord show that the company 
which tl 


ie Senator is interested borrowed n 
War Finance Corporation? 

Mr. STANFIELD. It does not show anything of the kind. 
Tt does show that the Senator from Oregon, through a company 
that was organized for the purpose of relieving 
tural interests out there, did put : 
it, and his company indorsed the | 
thirty-odd stockmen and agricultu 


agi 








the agricul 


‘ists there, but the Senator 
from Oregon never Zot a dollar of it, not a dollar. I stand 
proud of the record of what I did, and it cost me a great deal. 

Mr. HEFLIN, Did not the War Finance Corporation loan 
some money to corporations or companies in which the Senator 
Was interested? 

Mr. STANFIELD. Nota dollar. I want to qualify that for 
a moment - 

Mr. HEFLIN. TI think the Senator had better qualify it. 
Mr. STANFIELD. For the money that was loaned the Sen- 
ator from Oregon indorsed the paper to go to save people that 
owed him money, and helped them in that way, and, of course, 
indirectly that would help the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. HEFLIN. That is what I thought. [Manifestations of 
luughter and applause in the gallertes. | 

Mr. STANFIBLD. It is very unkind and very unfortunate 
that the Senator from Alabama should have brought up that 
question at this time. It is very unfair of him to have done so, 

Mr. HEFILIN. Not at all. The Senator from Oregon was 
proper in wanting to qualify that statement. I was under 
the impression that the Senator obtained seme of that money, 
and by his own confession he admits it. 

Mr. STANFIDLD. No; the Senator from Oregon does not 
admit anything of the kind; and it is unfair for the Senator 
from Alabama to stand there and attempt to attack the Senator 
from Oregon in such a way as that. 

Mr: HEFLIN. I am not attacking the Senator: 

Mr. STANIFTELD. [ft is most unkind and most unfair, and I 
am «astounded at the Senator from Alabama, who usually is 
very fair in the statements that he makes in debate. 

Mr. HEFLIN. ‘The Senater from Alabama desires to be 
fair. but I understood the Senator to say that some of the 
companies, by giving notes and he indorsing them, got the 
money to pay hiny what they owed him, 

Mr. STANFIELD. Im order that they might save their 


ney from the | 


ull of his resources back of 
aper that loaned meney to | 


integrity. I admit a selfish ipterest to that extent. I do not | 


deny that—— 

Mr. HEFLIN. Well, that is what I mean. 

Mr. SEANFIELD. However, Mr: President 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I eall the Senator to order: 
It is a violation of the rule of the Senate to impute to another 
Senator improper motives: 

Mr. HEFLIN. I agree with the Senator from Oklahoma. 
I must hurry on and finish my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oklahoma 
makes a point of order which is well taken, and the Senator 
from, Alabama will proceed in order. 

Mr. HBILIN. The Senator frem Okiahoma had reference to 
the Senator from Oregon, The Senator from: Oregon is net the 
only one: that is talked: of with reference to having berrowed 
money out of the War Finance Cerporation. IL have not per- 
sonally investigated the matter. IL do not want to do the Sen- 
ator any injustice 

Mr. STANFIELD. I hope the Senator does investigate it: 
and L hope when he does it that he looks over all the berrewers 
from the Southern States who borrowed out of the War Pinunce 
Corperation—not that there was anything wreng in it, but I 
want to say that the Southern States got more out of it than 
any other part of the Nation. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I insist upon my point of order: 

Mr. HEFLIN. I am net yielding to the Senator, but I want 
to say that the Senthern States never got one-third of what the 
West got out of the War Finance Corporation. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Will the Senator state that again? 





—— ae 


|} cution, making meney out of his office, growing 


Mr. HEFLIN. The Southern States, all of m to 


never got one-third of what the We ite out ne 
War Finance Corporation. 

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the & r from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. HEPLIN. I ean not yield. 

Mr. GOODING. The Senator from Alabama must I 
be 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from I » Is 
out of order. The Senator from Alabama has not yielded. The 
senator from Alabama will proceed in order. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Theat is what I am trying to do. 

Mr. GOODING. I want to remind the Senator from Alabama 
that I offered a resolution here asking the Senate to make an 
investigation of what money I borrewed from the War Finance 
Corporation, and it did not make the investication 

Mr. HEFLIN. I remember that the Senator did that. 

Mr: GLASS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 


bama vield to the Senator from Virginia? 
Mr. HPPLIN. 

brief que stion, 
Mr. GLASS. 


rowed any money 


I yield to the Senator from Virginia for a 


Dees the Senator from Idaho say that he bor- 
from the War Finance Corporation? 
Mr. GOODING. I want to say that I was interested 
corporation that did berrow money. 

Mr GLASS. Then I want t 
semething that a Federal statute especially prohibits and for 
which it provides a fine of $3,000 against the Senator. 

Mr. HEFPLAN. Mr. President, I want 

Mr. GLASS. If the Senator 


going to ask 


na 


» say that the Senator did 


ul 


to finish my remarks 
makes that admission, I am 
hat the committee report out his resolution and 
preeced with the investigation. 

Mr. GOODING. I will be delighted 
that. 

Mr. GLASS. I shall do it, 

Mr. GOODING 1 hope the Senator will de so. I want t 
find out whether L ean—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (rapping for 
ators will be in order. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I am doing my best to 
treubled waters. 
the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: At the next manifestation 
of pleasure or displeasure in the galleries the Chair will order 
the gulieries cleared The Chair desires that this shall be 
impressed upem the minds of those who occupy the galleries, 
If there are any 


to have the Senater do 


order). Sen- 


pour oll on the 
| Manifestations of laughter and applause in 


more such demonstrations in the galleries, the 
Chair will direct the Sergeant at Arms to clear the galleries 

Mr. HiAPLIN. Oh, Mr. President, I think the oeenpants of 
the gaileries ought to be permitted to laugh at some of the 
very allusing things. that transpire here 

The PRNSIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
knows. that these manifestations are prohibited by the 
of the Senate, and it is the business of the Presidin 
enferce the rules of the Senate: 

Mr. HELIN. I understand that. I meant that they micht 
be permitted to indulge in a low laugh. [Laughter. } 

There axe many things I am going to investicate between 
now and the close of the fall campaign. I know about a lot of 
things of a right interesting nature. When we provide money 
for the farmers to relieve them in any section ef the eountry 
it eught to go where it is intended to go, and: net to millionaires 
who are doing big. business and who hold hich offieial posi- 
tions in the Gevernment. We have had the awful seandal of 
the Attorney General, who was supposed to do that whieh 
would bring about justice between man and men, but instead 
of that he has been accused of granting inununity from prose- 


rules 
2 Officer te 


rich at the 
heaadl eof the Department of Justice; speculating in Sinelair oil 


stock—a member of the Cabinet of the present 
administration. driven, under cloud from offiee, 
more scandal in this 


Republican 
There has been 
administration tham any one that we have 
ever had; but I am. not going into those things: to-night. 

As the Senator from Wisconsim was talking to-night abeut 
distress in Germany, I thought about an experience I had once 
in the capital of my State. IT was standing on the street cor- 
ner. I had just been eleeted to the House: I was 
to. three or four gentlemem when old Aumt Mandy came along. 
She had great big shoes nearly worm out, ‘The heels were cone, 
and she moved slewly, sliding them aleng the sidewalk: She 
walked up te where we were standing, with a timcup in her hand, 
and said, “ Young marster, will yowplease give me something?” 
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toward Berlin through the gates of Sedan. Thank God, they 
held the line. They stood between us and the overthrow of 
our Government and the loss of our liberties. They saved the 
liberty of the world. German autocracy was overturned: mili- 
tary despotism was destroyed; democracy triumphant ; 
God's cause was marching on. 

Lest we forget. 

God forbid that we shall ever forget those boys and all that 


was 


| they have done for us, 


I was the only one in the company who did not live there. The 
others were Montgomery citizens I took a quarter out and 
dropped it in her cup. She said Thank you, young marster; | 
thank you One of the gentlemen laughed and said, “ Tom, 
do you know who she is?” 1 said “No.” They said, “ That 
is old Aunt Mandy Jones, who lives around the corner. She 
is worth $50,000 or $75,000. She owns a two-story business 
house and other valuable property here.” And the laugh was | 
ohn me 

Mr. President, the German people are among the smartest | 
people on earth. IT have no hate in my heart for the German 
people. T want to see them do well and prosper. But they are 
smart They know what will touch the American heart. 
They know what will appeal to our pity or arouse our sympa- 
thy. After Germany had been conquered, after they had said 


they were going to conquer the world, after the Kaiser had said | ; > : ; 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 


that he would levy $40,000,000,000 of indemnity 
United States, they 
to change the attitude and the feeling over there toward us, 
We must appear to be starving—not we, but the children, the 
women and children. They are big-hearted people, those 
Americans are.” So now they have come over here, we are 
told, with this miserable makeshift of a proposition that crawls 
and trails into the Senate 8 or 10 hours before final adjourn- 
ment, and here we are asked to appropriate $10,000,000, to be 
sent as a gift, when we have distress in the ranks of our boys 
who are lame and halt and blind because of their fighting 
against the German Army. 


against the 


said, “ We have got to do something now | 


ck : | 
fellow, sitting In a chair, as handsome a young man as I ever | 


saw. He was talking and laughing as though 
crippled at all. 


he were not 
When they finished their meal I saw two young 


men take hold of him and put him down on some little rollers | 


and they pushed him out. Both of his legs were off at the hip. 
1 looked at him as he went out and I said, “God bless him. 
He shed his blood and left those limbs on the battle line for 
me and my country” 

Lest we forget. 

At the Battle of Chateau Thierry, In July, 1918, there were 
southern boys and there were northern boys, sons of those 
who wore the blue and sons of those who wore the gray. They 
stood side by side on a common battle line in a common cause, 
representing a united country where the mingled blood of 
brothers North and South had cemented the sections in the 
bonds of an everlasting Union, with East and West and 
North and South all working together for the good of each 
and each for the good of all. There they were, God bless them, 
the boys of the South and the boys of the North—the intrepid 
warriors of old glory. 

The night before that awful drive our officers went about 
among them and said “ Boys, we are going to have an awful 
battle here to-morrow; the Germans are going to attack your 
line. The Prussian guard is over there, the seasoned warriors 
of three years of victorious fighting. They have new uniforms 
and new guns. They are rested and are in the pink of condi- 
tion. They declare that they will break your line; but you 
must hold this line; they must not pass.” Our boys answered 
back with feeling, “We will hold it; they shall not pass.” 
Again just before day our officers came down the line and 
said, “ Boys, we do not doubt you in the least; we know what 
you will do; we know what your forbears did who followed the 
Starry Cross of the Confederate flag and the Stars and Stripes 
in the sixties when they were settling forever the question of 
secession and fixing for all time the status of the Union. We 
know what you will do; but we want to remind you that back 
of you is all that we hold dear, home and loved ones and 
country and its institutions. You must hold this line. They must 
not pass.” Our boys said, * We will hold it; they shall not pass.” 

Daylight dawned and the drive was on. Bombs were falling 
from German airplanes; the “big Bertha” was throwing shells 
75 miles into Paris; women and children there were fleeing 
pell-mell, screaming “They are coming! They are coming!” 
The President of France was making ready to move the seat 
of government. The dreadful drive was on. 

The Prussiun Guard charged against the allied line. 
tins were going in from the rear to Paris. 
“Germans advancing; French slowly retreating; Americans 
holding.” The second bulletin read, “Germans still advanc- 
ing: French losses heavy; Americans still holding.” The third 
bulletin read, “Americans advancing; German losses tremen- 
dous.” The fourth bulletin read, “There are no Germans 
south of the Marne save the wounded and the dead.” 

Those boys not only held their line; they broke the German 
line; and when the armistice was signed they were marching 


Bulle- 
The first one read, 


. |} ment, 
I saw a boy down here the other day in a restaurant, a fine | 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr 
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 1614) to repeal an act authorizing the 


construction of bridges across the Great Kanawha River. 
The message also announced that the House agreed to the 


of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (TH. R. 8889) making appropriations for the government 
of the District of Columbia and other activities chargeable 
in whole or in part against the revenues of such District for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes; 
that the House receded from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 18, 34, 64, 83, 89, 90, 117, 
118, 119, 120, 123, 140, and 141 to the said bill, and “agreed 
to the same; also that the House receded from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 28, 84, 116, 
124, and 166, and agreed to the same severally with an amend 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD obtained the floor. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Minne 
sota yield to me in order that I may present a conference 
report? 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. TI yield. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I ask unanimous consent that I may present 
the conference report on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R 
8839) making appropriations for the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole or 
in part against the revenues of such District for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference 
privileged, and will be received. 

The conference report is as follows: 


REPORT 


report is 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of-the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
8839) making appropriations for the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole 
or in part against the revenues of such District for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 15, 
16, 17, 20, 23, 24, 30, 31, 35, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 57, 61, 75, 81, 82, 
85, 98, 96, 97, 98, 99, 108, 113, 121, 131, 133, 137, 139, 147, 152, 
158, 161, and 162. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 38, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 
19, 21, 22, 25, 26, 29, 32, 33, 36, 37, 48, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49 50, 
51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 58, 59, 60, 62, 65, 70, 71, 76, 77, 78, 79, 86 87, 
92, 94, 95, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 109, 112, 114, 115, 122, 
125, 126, 127, 129, 130, 182, 184, 135, 186, 138, 142, 148, 145, 146, 
148, 150, 151, 153, 154, 156, 159, 160, 164, 165, and 167; and 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the Senate recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the House to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by the 
amendment of the House insert the following: “‘any revenue 
(not including the proportionate share of the United States in 
any revenue arising as the result of the expenditure of appro- 
priations made for the fiscal year 1924 and prior fiseal years) 
now required by law to be credited to the District of Columbia 
and the United States in the same proportion that each con- 
tributed to the activity or source from whence such revenue 
was derived shall be credited wholly to the District of Co- 
lumbia, and in addition, $9,000,000"; and the House agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the fol- 
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lowing: “; for the purchase of two automobiles at not to ex- 
ceed $450 each for the use of the assessor's oflice, $200; in all, 
$3,! : and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 56, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum insert “ $605,650"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment 
disag 
acree 


nH) 


. , ? 
prop Set) 
numbered 
reement to the 


to the same 


63: That the House recede from its 
amendment of the 


with an amendment as follows: 


sel 


In lien of 
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ite numbered 638, and | 


he sum proposed insert “ $925,000"; and the Senate agree to | 


the same. 


Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and 
azree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“manner provided hy law”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendnent numbered 67: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 67, and 
ecree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sim proposed insert “ $75,000”; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 68, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien 
of the number proposed insert “three”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 


GS: 


Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate nuntbered 69, 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
of the number proposed insert “three” 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows; In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“two motor field wagons at not to exceed $650 each, the pur- 
chase of one motor field wagon at not to exceed $650, the 
purchase of four motor trucks at not to exceed $650 each”; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 73: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ $350,000"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and 
ngeree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In leu of 
the sum proposed insert “ $250,000”; and the Senate 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“the manner provided by law”; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 


In lieu 


; and the Senate agree 


wo. 
fa. 


its 


Amendment numbered 88: That the House recede from its | gignute, and I will make a motion, as soon as the report shall 


disagreement to the amendment ef the Senate numbered 88, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In bieu of 
the sum proposed insert “ $35,000”; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 91: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 91, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In bieu of 
the sum proposed insert “ $53,580"; amd the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 100: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 100, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $3,450,740"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 110, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum of $160,000 named in said amendment insert the 
sum “$100,000”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 111: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 111, 
and agree te the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ $206,989"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 128, 


\ ha) 
LO9R9 
and agree to the same with an amendment as fellews: In lien 
of the sum proposed insert “ $45,000"; am ve Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 144: That the House rm from its 
disagreement to the amendment ef the Senate m ered 144 
and agree to the same with an amendment a é s: ] 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follow 
“manner provided by law”; and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 


149: That the House r« fron 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“in accordance with the revised plan as In Senate 
Document No. 37, Sixty-eighth € n, $15 
of whieh amount $125,000 shall expenditures 


ede its 


set forth 
first 
avatlable for 


es 


(Mh 


be 


below Benning Bridge and not more than $25,000 may be ex- 
pended above Benning Bridge in the acquirement of necessary 
land”’+ and ha Sanata a » * ha n . 
MDG ,; and the ; inte e to the sa ‘ 


Amendment numbered 155: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Semate numbered 155, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follews: Restore 
the matter stricken out amended to read as follows: “on its 


present site in Kast 


the same. 


Potomac Park”; and the Senate agree to 


Amendment numbered 157: That the Heese recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 157, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


of the sum preposed insert “ $40,000"; and the Senate agree to 
the same, 

Amendment numbered 168: That the 
disagreement to the amendment of the 
and a 


of the 


Liouse recede from 
Senate membered 6 

ith an amendment as follows: In lieu 
insert “$1,500,000”; and the Senate 


its 


ree to the same w 


sum propes< d 


| agree to the same. 


12, | 


agree 


The committee of conference have 
numbered 2, 18, 28, 


not agreed on amendments 
34, 64, 85, S4, 80, OO, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 
124, 140, 141, and 166. 


on 
~~, 


LAWRENCE C. 
W. L, Jowrs, 
L. Hersuer Bart, 
EK. lL. Kowarps, 
Managers on the part of the 
©. R. Davrs 
Franek FL Furr. 
Martrn 8. M 
W. A. AYRES, 
Joserun W. Byrns, 
Manegers on the the 


PHIPPS, 


Senate. 


\DPEN, 


art of House 

Mr. PHTPPS. I ask unanimous consent for the present cem- 
sideration of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there 
present consideration of the report? The 
The question fs on agreeing to the report. 

Mr. SMOOT. Can the Senstor from Colorado briefly state 
what the items in dispute are? 

Mr. PHIPPS. There are really no ftems left in 
as the House has now taken action on the five which were tn 


to the 
rrene, 


obi\e ection 
Chair hears 


dispute, 


be agreed to, which will cover them so far as the Senate is 
coneerned. 

The principal changes fn the bifl are the following: The 
Senate had receded as to $1,000,000 of the amount provided 
for the new water plant. The Senate had provided an ap- 
propriation of $2,500,000 for that purpose, but the conferees 
have agreed upon $1,500,000 ; 

The Senate receded on fts amendment to provide for the 
three park sites, namely, the Patterson tract, the Klingle 
Valley tract, and the Pimey Branch tract, the appropriation 
amounting to $730,000. 

Mr. SMOOT. They went ont entirety. 

Mr. SIMMONS. They went out entirety. 

The conferees disagreed on the item for the junior high 
school for the east side of the city, but put in an item that 
will enable the District to purchase a site for $150,000, 
omitting the estimated expenditure for the building of $450,000. 

All of the provisions for paving streets fncorporated in 
the bill by the House were retained in the bill, as were alse 
those which were added by the Senate. 

Those were the principal ftems of disagreement. 


Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator inform 
the Senate whether the conference report represents a com 
plete agreement} 

Mr. PHIPPS. It represents 2 complete agreement. Thon 


the adoption of the report I propose to make a further mo 
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tion to the effect that the Senate agree to the five amendments 


which have been made by the House to the Senate amend- 
ments, Which action is in conformity with the tentative agree- 
ment arrived at by the conferees. 


Mir. ROBINSON, That will result in the passage of the bill? 
Mr. PHIPPS. It will result in the passage of the bill. 
Mr. SMOOT. The Senator said that he would move that the 


Senate agree to five amendments made by the House 


He did 


not mean that, did he? 

Mr. PHIPPS. The amendments are merely to make correc- 
tious in accordance with the tentative agreemeut arrived at 
on the part of the conferees. 

Mr. SMOOT. They were amendments of the Senate, were 
they not? 

Mr. PHIPPS. Yes; in one way or another. They are small 
items. We agreed upon them in conference, but it was neces- 
sury for the conferees to carry them back to the House for 


authorization 

Mr. President, [ move the adoption of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree- 
ing to the report. 

Mr, COPELAND. Mr. President, [ should like to ask the 
Senator from Colorado what happened to the Schick test ap- 
propriation ? 


Mir. PHIPPS. ‘Phe House conferees were unwiiling to accept 


it they claimed that there had been no Budget estimate for 
it. The Senate conferees stood out for that item just as long 
as they thought there was any possibility of securing agree- 
ment on the part of the House conferees, 

Mr. President, I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 
ine to the conference report. 


Mr. KING. Mr, President, T have been detained 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD, Mr. President, 1 not aware 
had yielded the floor. 


wus that I 


Mr. KING. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I understood the 
(hair was about to call for a vote upon the conference report. 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I vielded the floor to the Senator from 


Colorado [Mr. Putprs]. 

Mr. KING. I wanted to address myself only for a moment 
to the conference report, or, rather, to make an inquiry. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Very well. 

Mir. KING. Mr. President, I have engaged in the 
hearing of the Mayfield case and have been detained from the 
thoor [ should like to ask the Senator from Colorado what 
disposition was made of the item dealing with the school for 
tubercular children? There may have inquiry 
while [ was not in the Chamber. 

Mr. PHIPPS. The amendment providing for the school was 
sereed to by the House after very lengthy discussion, from 

ll points of view, in the light of all the evidence we had 
obtained. 


been 


been some 


Mr. KING. I think, with due respect to the Senator and to 
the other conferees, that they have made a very serious mis- 
take in imposing upon the people in the particular section 


where this school is to be erected what I 
what they will regard as, if not a 
least a potential evil. 

! called attention when the appropriation bill was under con- 
sideration to the fact that school-teachers who were familiar 
with the situation protested against the establishment of a 
school for tubereular children at the particular place at which 
this bill provides it shall be located, and very strong and earnest 
protests were made by a considerable number of people. The 
Senate knows that in the District are community centers and 
various eivie organizations that are concerned in the affairs 
of the District, and in numerous meetings held by the citizens 
of the District referred to protests were registered against the 
plan provided in this bill. I repeat, Mr. President, that I 
think it is an injustice to the people of the District. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KING. Just a moment. I feel sure that if we had had 
a -yen-and-nay vote upon the proposed amendment when the 
bill was under consideration before it went to conference the 
auction of the committee would not have been sustained. 

Il regret that at this late hour it seems impossible to chal- 
lenge the attention of the Senate in a successful way to the 
policy which is fastened upon the District under this bill and 
whieh I conceive to be fraught with much of evil if not of 
danger to a certain section of the District. I now yield to the 
Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PHIPPS. In reply to the Senator, I can only say that 
the conferees faithfully considered this question from all view- 
points, but were unable to find any other section in the city 


conceive to be and 
menace to their lives, at 


ce 
i 


that would be accessible to all of the students who must attend 
this school, and similar objections would be raised by residents 
in any neighborhood where it was proposed to locate it. 

Mr. KING. Well, Mr. President, the able Senator from Colv- 
rado may be entirely satisfied with the examination which he 
has made for the purpose of finding a suitable location for a 
school of this character. Of course, no one denies the neces 


sity-—— 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I want to be courteous to 
Senators. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood that 
the Senator from Minnesota yielded to the Senator from Colo- 
rado. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Yes, Mr. President; but not for any ex- 
tended debate. Senators. have always been courteous to me, 
and IL want to be courteous to every Senator. 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator permit an interruption? Of 
course, | am here at the sufferance of some one—whether it is 
the -Chair, or the Senator from Colorado, or the distinguished 
Senator from Minnesota, I do not know. I presumed that the 
conference report being before the Senate, it was here with- 
out strings or restrictions, and was to be considered, debated 
if necessary, and voted upon. If the Senator from Minne- 
sota has yielded the floor with the understanding that there 
was to be no discussion, or rather that the matter was to take 
but a few moments, then I think the Senator from Colorado 
should withdraw the conference report for the moment anid 
permit the Senator from Minnesota to conclude his remarks, 
and then ask for consideration of the conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to advise 
the Senator from Utah that unanimous consent was given for 
the consideration of the conference report, and it is before the 
Senate. 

Mr. KING. I hope the Senator from Minnesota, then, will 
not charge me with any discourtesy to him, or that I am im- 
pinging upon his prerogatives or his time. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. TI do not. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I regret the delay of the speech of the Senator 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. KING. I shall take only a few moments. 

As I was observing, the Senator from Colorado doubtless 
made such investigations as satisfied him of the propriety of the 
course which he has pursued. It is most remarkable, however, 
that with his powers of observation and his familiarity with 
the District and the suburbs of the District, the only place that 
he could find or that the conferees of the House and the Senate 
could find for the location of this tubercular school was in the 
center of what might be denominated a congested portion of the 
District, having within it and within a short radius of the 
point where the school will be located more than 50,000 people, 
with a certainty of a remarkable increase in the immediate 
future, because it is one of the growing parts of the city. 

Moreover, Mr. President, the evidence shows that the place 
selected by the committee is contiguous to a tubercular hospi- 
tal, which ought to be removed to some other part of the city, 
where inmates in the advanced stages of consumption are con- 
fined, where, by reason of the proximity of the school to the 
hospital, the parents of the children will feel that their children 
already suffering from the incipient disease will have less 
opportunity for improvement and for final extirpation of the 
disease from their systems because of possible contact with 
those in the hospital. I regard it as a most unwise and most 
unfortunate selection fer this tubercular school. 

There is another feature that should be taken into con- 
sideration: The District owns, as I now recall, substantially 
26 acres of valuable land at this point. A portion of this land has 
been dedicated to the construction of a fine high school. Upon 
this ground should be located other educational institutions. 
We all know that the District now is lacking a large number of 
schoolhouses, both for the primary and the elementary grades 
as well as for the high schools. If we dissipate—and this is 
in part a dissipation—this great patrimony by the erection upon 
it of a $150,000 of $200,000 school for 40 or 50 students, we are 
destroying property which is reasonably worth more than 
$1,000,000—that is, the bare ground—and depriving the District 
of the most important part of the city where it could erect other 
needed schoolhouses for high schools and for othet purposes. 
So there is a great financial loss to the District, to say nothing 
of the disadvantages which I have so imperfectly described. 

I can only express my profound regret at the action of the 
conferees, and, speaking for a large number of the people of 
the District, register their protest against the action of the 
eonferees and register their protest against the action of the 
Senate if they shall approve by their vote the action of the com- 
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mitree in reporting back this bill with this provision found 
therein. 

I shall not ask for a record vote. Perhaps at this late hour, 
in view of the vast amount of debate which we have had and 
the fact that Senators desire to leave, there would not be the 
interest manifested in this important subject which it deserves, 
It is unfortunate that the conferees did not more fully protect 
the interests of the people of the District of Columbia. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing | 


to the conference report. 
The report was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 


following message from the House of Representatives, which | 


was read: 
IN THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
June 6, 192} 

Resolved, That the House recedes from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 18, 34, 64, 83, 89, 90, 117, 118, 119, 
120, 123, 140, and 141 to the bill (II. R. 8839) entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the government of the District of Columbia and 
other activities chargeable in whole or in part against the revenues 
of such District for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for 
other purposes,” and concurs therein. 

That the House recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 28, and concurs therein with an amendment as 
follows: Strike out of the matter inserted by said amendment the fol- 
lowing: “and file reports of same with the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives and the Secretary of the Senate.” 

That the House recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 84, and concurs therein with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert 
* $165,570.” 

That the House recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 116, and concurs therein with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: “For the purchase of a site in the northeast, somewhere 
within a distance of approximately a half mile of the Taylor School 
(lecated in square 891), $150,000." 

That the House recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 124, and concurs therein with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $1,242,500.” 

That the House recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 166, and concurs therein with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $125,000,” 


Mr. PHIPPS. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House to the amendments of the Senate numbered 
28, 84, 116, 124, and 166. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colo- 
rado moves that the Senate concur in the House amendments 
as stated. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I thank the Senator from Minnesota. I 
should like to reply to the Senator from Utah, but [I shall 
not further impose upon the Senator's time. 

CAUSES AND EFFECT OF DEFLATION OF 1920 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I send to the desk a mo- 
tion, which I ask to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minne- 
sota teuders a motion, which will be read. 

The reading clerk read as follows: 


I now enter a motion to discharge the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate from further consideration 
of Senate Resolution 246, and ask that under the rule it lie over for 
one day. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minne- 
sota has the floor. 

Mr. SMOOT. A question of order, Mr. President. The Sen- 
ate has not yet voted upon the motion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not rule 
upon the effect of what the Senator from Minnesota has 
tendered. 

Mr. SMOOT. But, Mr. President, there is a pending question, 
and under the rules we can not have two questions submitted 
at the same time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the question raised 
by the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SMOOT. There is already a question pending before the 
Senate, and that is the motion submitted by the Senator from 
Wisconsin. Now the Senator from Minnesota presents another 
question entirely for the action of the Senate. 
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| Mr. SWANSON. The Senator from Minnesota simply gave a 
| hotice. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, that is only a notice. The Sen- 
ator does not ask to take if up. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. He simply enters a motion, with a view 
to taking it up later. 

Mr. NORRIS. It shows on its face that it is only a notice 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no motion made by 
the Senator from Minnesota 

Mr. SMOOT. I understood he had made a moti¢n 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The effect of what the Sen 
ator has just presented at the desk will be determined hereafte: 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I should like to say, if I may be per- 
mitted to do so at this time, that [ shall not consent to any 
other measure being taken up until we have a vote upon the 
pending question. 





RELIEF OF DISTRESS IN GERMANY 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the motion of 
Mr. LA Forterre, that the Committee on Foreign Relations 
be discharged from the consideration of House Joint Resolu 
tion 180, for the relief of the distressed and starving women 
and children of Germany. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the 
motion of the Senator from Wisconsin 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mre. President, I want to make just a 
very few observations concerning the motion that is now be- 
fore the Senate. Due to the lateness of the hour, I shall be 
very, very brief; but in view of the spirited debate that has 
taken place in the Senate upon this subject, I feel impelled to 
occupy the floor for at least two or three minutes, 

We are writing history that the future generations of America 
shall read, and I am very much concerned in seeing to if 
that those pages shall be of such a nature that the 
generations shall not read them with regret. 

There is one page of American history that I do not like 
to speak about, and that is the page that was written by 
the people of the North in their conduct toward and their 
treatment of the people of the South after the close of the 
War between the States. If the people of the North at that 
time had realized that they were writing history, I believe 
that conduct would have been entirely different. 

There was one thing that won my respect in early youth for 
old Senator Knute Nelson, from Minnesota. While he had 
fought on the side of the Union against the South, he was big 
enough, he had a soul big enough, at all times to express sym 
pathy and charity and magnanimity for the people of the 
South. 

I want to say with all due respect to the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Hertin] that when he spoke a few minutes ago he 
reminded me of an old-time Republican politician 30 years ago 
When he had no argument he would take out the bloody shirt 
of the Civil War and abuse the people of the South, raking up 
the old wounds that were festering in the hearts of the Amer- 
ican people. I thank God that that black page of American 
history is slowly being wiped away; and be it said to the eternal 
glory of old Senator Nelson, an old Union veteran, that he did 
his best to his last living day to wipe out that black page of 
America’s history. 

I hope that when we come to vote on this resolution we will 
bear in mind the strength and the glory of America, and that 
we do not paint another black page on America’s history be- 
fore the old page shall have been washed away. 

America is strong enough and big enough, and can afford to 
be magnanimous to a beaten foe. I shall vote for the resolu- 
tion, 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, the reference by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. SuresTeap] to the address of the Senator from 
Alabama |Mr. Her.in] causes me to refer to it also. I remem- 
ber that the late lamented Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, Champ Clark, said that the Senator from Alabama was 
the greatest popular orator in America; and he certainly demon- 
strated it here to-night. After telling us that he did not want to 
arouse the spirit of hatred engendered by the war, he pro- 
ceeded to play the fife and beat the drum and wave the flag 
as it has not been done by any man in this Chamber since the 
war closed. 

I do not believe that is the spirit which should dominate the 
Senate at a time when we are considering legislation of this 
kind. I believe a bigger and a nobler spirit should dominate 
not only the Senate but the people of this country, and, L hope, 
of the world. 

Those who were in chargeof the war told us it was a war 
to end war, and when the people of the great Republic of 


coming 
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France, which suffered more than all other nations eombined, 
voted at the ballot box to put an end to the oppressive policy 
ef Poinearé and those who were with him, it little behoeves 
the American Senate or Members of it to wave the flags and 
arouse the spirit of war times. 

Something has been said here about the needs of the farmers | 


of this country. I believe the greatest mistake the leaders of 
beth parties in the Senate have made at this session has been 
the failure to legislate in the interest of the producing classes 
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of this country, but the fact that a parliamentary situation has | 


been created by which I can uet vote for legislation in the in- 


terest of the farmer will not in any way prevent me from | 


voting in the interest of the children of Germany. 
Ah. we all know teo well the story of the militarism in Ger- 
many and what it did te the world. 


bad. so bad that we are told we should not vote any money out 


But in England and in this | 
country and in France, the countries which won, conditions are | 
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ee 


Where is the distress? The very persons who are urging this 
admit that there is vast wealth in Germany. The Dawes re- 
pert itself discloses a condition under which they could make 
payments, under which they could not on’y pay all the ex- 
penses of the Government and relieve the distress but could 
save three or four hundred theusand dollars a year. That re- 
pert was made after thorough investigation by Germans, by 
French, by English, and by Americans. It seems to me very 
remarkable fer Senators to come here with this plea of dis- 
tress, When there is no starvation, but simply special cases. 

Consider for a moment the Greeksand the Armenians. There 
were people*whom we pledged in the fourteen articles of peace 
that we would take care of and defend. During the war, when 
we approved the declaration of war, we pledged ourselves to 
take care of the Armenians. One million of them have been 
butehered. and their homes destroyed. The people were driven 


| out of Armenia and driven out of Turkey, and are homeless 


of our Treasury. If it is bad fer the victors, what must it be | 
| urging us to take care of the Armenians, our allies, who en- 


fer the vanquished? 
These little children who suffer in Germany are the helpless 


‘ 


vietims of a great wur, most of all af militarism, and if by the | 


appropriations of a few million dellars we can sow the seeds 
of brotherly love and fellowship between our people and the 
German people, it may save millions, yes, billions of dollars, and 
hundreds of thousands and even millions of lives in the years to 
come, 

[, for one, am anxious to try the experiment of voting a little 
help to the children of Germany, a country which we helped to 
defeat. 1 would like to have my country practice a little of the 
doctrine that was taught by the Master when he said: 


Suffer the little children to come unto Me. 


Let it be demonstrated that this Government, through its 
Congress, subseribes to that deetrine by voting a few million 
dollars to buy the simplest, plainest foods fer these little chil- 
dren of Gemnany, and at least show our good will and our de- 
sire to help them in their hour of trouble and their hour of 
suffering. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I am a member of the 
Comnittee on Foreign Relations, te which this resolution was 
referred. TI attended all the meetings of that committee. I 
read all the evidence, and if there is any starvation in Ger- 
many, i¢ has not been disclosed, The only thing presented to 
that committee was undernourishment of children. With but- 
ter, fats, milk, and so on, the children could be greatly im- 
proved. Germany as a nation is not in a wretched condition. 
Germany as a nation is better than the nations she everran, 
where she destroyed buildings and devastated areas. 

I would have some patience with the plea for Germany if 
a plea were made for Serbia, overrun for four years. Every 
Serbian was compelled to leave his home, having no govern- 
ment, and even the fighting army had to go to Italy and to 
rranee and stand up against the Hun. Yet not one word 
is said here about taking eare of the children of that nation in 
penury, in want, and destitute. Why? Because they have 
tew votes to cast in the coming election. 

Distress is greater, poverty is greater, there are no magnates 
of wealth there, no money of Serbians is deposited in foreign 
countries; but no voice is raised in this Chamber asking that 
we give relief to that oppressed and destitute people. 

Belgiam was overrun for years, devastated, destroyed, the 
Government overthrown, all kinds of iniquities perpetrated. 
No money has been paid to restore her fields that were devas- 
tated and her industries that were ruined; there is no cham- 
pion here to tell us of the distress, the want, the misery of 
our allies in Belgium. Why? Because there is no great volume 
of voters to recerd their votes and sympathy in the eoming 
election. 

ivaly was distressed and overrun; she can not pay her debts 
and the interest; her country was devastated. Bulgaria, on 
Germany’s side in the war, is more destitute than Germany, 
harder up than Germany; but no mention is made here of any 
attempt to relieve the distress in Bulgaria. No effort is made 
to relieve distress in any of the other countries in Burope in 
these piteous words of appealing sympathy. The sympathy is 
all. where the vote is. 

Take another view of this—and we might just as well be 
frank about it: Tt seems to me there is more interest in the 
votes of Germans in this country than there is in the distress in 
Germany. Not a foot of German territory had an enemy on it 
during the entire war. All of her industries were unhurt, not 


a farm was devastated, not a house hurt, not an enemy invaded 
her, as happened to Prance and Belgium and Serbia. Al? of her | 
industries are in suceessful eperation to-day. 


to-day in Greece, on her charity; but no voice is raised here 


tered the war on account of our promise to support and to give 
them their independence. 

It seems to me that we should take care of friends whose 
penury, whose want, whose distress were brought on by Ger- 
many before we proceed to take care of Germany. I have no 
ilY will in this matter. I have no grievance against Germany, 
except so far as she brought on this war and brought on the 
distress from which she suffers. 

As to there being in Germany cases of distress which that 
Government can not relieve, if the Government would use its 
power of taxation on the wealth which is possessed by Ger- 
many, and which nobody denies, and which nobody can deny; 
if Germany would exercise its power of taxation and. impose 
a per capita tax equal to that we have in America to-day—one- 
half of Engiland’s tax, one-half of France’s tax, one-half of 
Belgium’s tax—there would not be an item of distress that 
could not be taken care of from that source. 

If Germany were to pay per capita five-eighths of the taxa- 
tion we pay to-day to meet the interest on our debts, to pay 
what we pay to our wounded soldiers—five-eighths per capita— 
she not only could relieve all distress but she could pay what 
the London conference requires her to pay in reparations. 
When we speak of charity, I say that there are others whose 
need for charity should appeal to us more, where our obliga- 
tion is greater than it is to Germany. 

Mr. President, I feel that the people who are urging this relief 
put the German people in a bad attitude. No German has come 
here begging. The German Government has not begged. The 
activity has been on the part of Americans, who are more ¢is- 
tressed than is the German Government, than are the German 
people themselves. It seems to me that they do not explain 
why they waited for four years. The distress in Germany was 
greater four years ago than it is now; it was greater three 
years ago: than it is now; it was greater two years ago than it 
is now; but now, when conditions have improved and have be- 
come better, the demand is made. If we are going to relieve 
distress the world over, let us give relief te the Armenians, give 
it to the Greeks, give it to the Serbians, give it to the people of 
Russia, give it to the people of Belgium. There is distress in 
France; there is distress among our allies equal to any distress 
in Germany. But if we are going to extend charity, let us 
extend charity to all at the same time and give no preference. 
That is fair, that is just, and that is right. 

But I am not for going any further in this matter. Five 
years after the war the time has come for America to make a 
cessation of this matter, and with kindness, with assistance 
on our part, let the people know that the time has come for 
them to work out their own salvation: 

I do not believe that this is constitutional. I do not believe 
that it is wise, and I see no demand from Germany for this. 
Germany does not come here and tell us that because she lms 
failed to exercise the pewer of taxation there on her rich 
men and her wealthy that she asks America to supplement her 
failure to do her duty by her own, people in taxing the wealth 
there. 

The Dawes report shows what? It shows that there is 
$1,700,000,000 of German. capital and money deposited: in foreign 
eountries. That amount of money, made by the sale of Germam 
marks which were repudiated, and which it was: never expeeter 
would. be redeemed when they were. sold,, belongs: to the: German 
nationals. 

L heard the senier Senater from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fer- 


‘LBETE] say: 


Shall these peeple suffer because the Government will not tnx the 
wealthy on the money depesited by ite nationals in foreign countries? 





sealed tee 


Se 


re ER ee en 


RRR. Rm erp 


Teton mee 





Rathi de mynd 


a 


einen 


Rae Set Fak SW 


an iinighovsnletedl 


its: 


WPM ever A 


1924 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE 


a 


Beeause it will not tax industrialists there, shall America 


extend its hand of taxation and tax the people of America and 
send the money to Germany to relieve distress because the 
German Government, which has money sufficiently at its dis- 


posal and under its control, will not relieve its people? That | 


is a principle of government in which I do not believe. I be- 
lieve it is unwise. 


Shall the central Government administer for all the States | 


and all the counties and all the cities because the council of 
the city or the board of supervisors of the county or the legis- 
lature of the State will not use the taxing power to take care 
of the poor and the indigent people in those communities? 


That is the theory that would be advanced here on interna- | 


tional matters. I do not believe it is wise: [I do not believe it is 
necessary. I have examined and read all the evidence. I saw 
no evidence of starvation I saw no evidence of want and 
penury there that the Government and the people as a nation 
could not relieve for themselves if they saw proper to do it 
There is another reason why I shall not vote for the joint 
resolution. There is a controversy in Europe as to whether 
Germany should or should net pay reparations. It is an issue 


‘with France. It is an issue with Belgium. It is an issue with 


the nations that Germany ruthlessly destroyed and devastated 
in one of the most heinous and unealled-for wars that ever 
afflicted humanity. What will be said? Shall Germany pay 
reparations when the American Congress is voting that Ger- 
many is in such a state of penury and distress and want that 
she cun not even take care of her own starving children? Are 
we to place ourselves in that attitude in the discussion and 


debate now pending in world finance with reference to the pay- | 


ment of the reparations between Germany and France? IT am 
not willing by my vote to say that Germany is starving, is in 
such wretched and helpless condition that she can not’ relieve 
her own distress, but that America had to go there to do it. 
It puts us in a bad attitude in connection with the question of 
reparations. 

We have been generous to Germany. We bave demanded no 
reparations. We have demanded no payments 
0.000 of taxes are wrung from the American people on ac- 
count of Germany's outrages. Ve did not seek to enter the 
war. We tried to avoid it, but Germany went out on the sea 


To day S1 G00,- ! 


and made it a war zone, a zone 1,200 miles broad, reaching | 


G00 miles west of the Irish coast and extending around the 
coast of Spain, to the Arctic Circle, and the entire Mediterranean 
Sea, and served notice on us that if a ship of ours dared to 


sail those seas, whatever its purpose, even going from a | 


neutral port to a neutral port, that we were outcasts, we were 
violating their will, and that the ship would be sunk and de- 


stroyed. Through that zone which they marked out passed | 


more than three-quarters of all the commerce of the world, and 
every one of us who were self-respecting men voted when that 
occurred that we would declare war and maintain the right of 
our commerce on the seas. 

Germany’s conduct in that respect brought onto us an 
annual taxation of $1,600,000,000, and that enormous sum is 


wrung from the taxpayers of America to pay for an unjust | 


war that we were driven into, and yet I am told that I must 
vote for a joint resolution that will put the hand of taxation 
heavily on our people—why? Not for starving children, not 
for people in penury and want, but because they have in 
Germany a government so unjust and so nerveless that it dare 
not tax the wealth of Germany to take care of its own desti- 
tute people. 

I shall not vote for the joint resolution. I do not believe 
the American people will approve of anybody voting to tax 
them because the German Government refuses to tax its own 
wealth to take care of its own destitute. 

Mr. ADAMS, Mr. President, the first day when I came into 
this Chamber I was led to the rostrum, my hand was raised, 
and I was required to take an obligation to support and main- 
tain the Constitution of the United States. This question is 
one which to me involves the sacredness of that particular 
obligation. I do not believe that for the solution of this 
question it is necessary to go into elaborate and extended 
discussion of conditions in Europe. I do not think it is a 
question of the condition of the German people, of their par- 
ticipation in the war, of the right or wrong of it. The Consti- 
tution limits the taxing power of this body to certain specific 
purposes, and the only basis upon which it is sought to justify 
this action is the welfare of the United States. Money may 
be raised for the common defense and for the welfare of the 
United States, but not for the welfare of Europe. I would 
be compelled to vote against the joint resolution, whether 
there were inserted the name of Germany, France, England, 
Serbia, or any other nation on the face of the globe. 


—_— 
- 
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I have no enmity toward Germany [ would that lawfu 


and legitimate means might be found to help her: but 1 
one, do not propose, upen the next to the last dav, perhaps, o 
my service in the United States Senate, to be. in my judgemen 
unfaithful to the obligation I took upon the das when 1 fir 
came here. T may be wrong in my interpretation of the Co 
stitution. The Senator from New York [Mr. Cop: »} has 
sought to explain the clause and to bring th irticealar 
stance within the general welfare clause I can no meur 
his argument, and I am compelled to abide by the 4 ono 
my own conscience on the question T had honed to 

to vote with the senior Senator from Wisconsin to brit 
joint resolution before Senate, as [ wanted to see th 
Should have full and fair discussion and consideration, b 
it seems that such discussion and consid ration bas been had 
und I now see tha here will be but one fe Tpoen ie at 
tion, and, as I do not wish my opinion to be recorded in 


rectly, I shall vote against the pending motion 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, a parliamentars neyniry 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Set rr will 


a tle t I I i sfrites Tipe 
Inquiry 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE Ts vt the first question to he snb 
mitted to the Senate the question het} } ommittee shall 
be discharged 

The PRESIDEN pro tempore That is the ” Hest » + 


the present time 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. [I supposed the pending que 


stion to be 
whether the committee should be diseharged from the furt! 
consideration f the joint resolution If that motlor reviilse 
it would bring the joint resolution before the Sena yuld 
it not? 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon at «ue ’ (‘hia 
reads paragraph 2 of Rule XXVI 

All reports of mMMitrees md mo n ) it harg ! ym ' 
from the ynsideration of the subje and all subjeets m which a 

ynimittee shall be dis il 1, shall ti rve ne day nated ition 
unle y unanimous msent the Senat hall otherwise 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE Would the Chair hold, assuming f! 


_ ‘act 


the motion before the Senate prevailed, that juestion as 
to the passage of the joint resolution ould not come up hefe; 
adjournment to-night 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo The Chair is so inclined to 


believe 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I wish to sa before 
the vote is taken, just a word on the pending question he 
question before the Senate is, Shall the Senate be repossessed 
of the joint resolution? The committee having charge of it is 
but the agent of this bods That munittee having voted, as 
shown by its proceedings, against a favorable consideration 
of the joint resolution, having ected upon the subject in ’ 
far as the committee is ecnpable of action at all upon the sub 
ject, I submit that the motion to bring the joint resolution 
hefore the Senate for consideration is a motion upon which 
there ought not to be any division of opinion. The Senste 
merely is asked to decide by the motion which I have sub- 
mitted that if will repossess itself of the joint resolution, and 
then if is within the power of the Senate to act upon it faver- 
ably or unfavorably, as it chooses to act 

Therefore I press upon the attention of the Senate the con- 
sideration that upon this question there should be no division 
of opinion; that the Senate should take the joint resolution 
back into its own hands and, if it is opposed, to affirm the action 
of the committee, well and good, when it shall come to act 
upon that question. If not, it will proceed otherwise 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree- 
ing to the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin to discharge 
the Committee on Foreign Relations from the further con- 
sideration of the joint resolution 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the principal clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called) 
I have a general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr 
FERNALD], who is absent. But I am advised that if he were 
present he would vote as I intend to vote. I will therefore 
vote, I vote “nay.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a geners 
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNbDErwoop] [ am 
informed, however, that if he were present he would vote as ! 
am about to vote. I will therefore voie. I vote “na 

Mr. OWEN (when his name was called). I have «a pair with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ExKxins], who is absent, 
and I withhold my vote 
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Mr. PHIPPS 


with tt 
\ i tiie 


(when his name was called). I have a pair 
junior Senater from North Carolina [Mr. Dia], but 
I am informed that if he were present he would vote as I in- 
temd to vote. I therefore am at liberty to vote, and vote “ may.” 

Mr. REED of Missouri (when his name was called). Mr, 
President, on this question I am paired with the Senator from 
‘Tennessee [Mr. Suuertps]. The Senator from Tennessee is com- 
pelled to from the Chamber because of his state of 
health. If he were present he would vote against the motion 
to discharge the committee from the further consideration of 
the resolution, and if I were permitted to vote I should vote in 
favor of the motion. 


be absent 


The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. KRNST. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Srantey] to the senior Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Greenrk], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President, I desire to announce that the 


Senator from Maryland [Mr. Bruce] is paired with the junior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Frss]. If present, the Senator from 
Maryland would vote “nay,” and the Senator from Ohio, if 
present, we uld vote ~ pen.” 

I also wish to announce that the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. RanspEL.] is unavoidably absent. If present, he would 
\ e “nay.” 

hhe reguit wa 


oo 


S announced—yeas 23, nays 53, as follows: 
YEAS—23 


hurst Frazier La Follette Shipstead 
I khart Howell Lenroot Spencer 
Copeland Johnson, Calif. McNary Stanfield 
(Cumulus Jolinson, Minn, Norbeck Walsh, Mont. 
bil! Kendrick Norris Wheeler 
Mdward Ladd Pittman 

NAYS—53 

\dam Mietcher lodge Simmens 

| George McKellar Rmith 
] ird Gerry McLean Smoot 
Lrandegee Glass Mayfield Stephens 
Broussard Gooding Moses Sterling 
Kursum Tiale Neely Swanson 
Cameron Itarreld Oddie Trammell 
Capper Harris Overman Wadsworth 
Caraway Narrison Pepper Walsh, Mass. 
Colt Heflin Phipps Warren 
Curtis Jones, N. Mex Reed, Pa Willis 
Dale Tones, Wash. Robinson 
urust Keyes Sheppard 
Ferris King Shortridge 

NOT VOTING—20 

Borah Elkins McKinley Shields 
bru Fernald Owen Stanley 
Cousens Fess Ralston Underweod 
Dial Greene Ransdell Watson 
Hedge McCormick Reed, Mo Weller 


So the Senate refused to discharge the Committee on Foreign 
Relations from the further consideration of House Joint Reso- 
lution 180. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaf- 
fee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Tlouses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (HL. I. 9429) making apprepriations for the legislative 
branch of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
tv25, and for other purposes; that the House receded from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 24 and 25 
to the said bill, and agreed to the same; also that the House 
receded from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
No. 18, and agreed to the same with an amendment, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills of the Senate: 

S. 2799. An act to provide for quarters, fuel, and light for 
empleyees of the Indian field service; and 

S. 3824. An act to amend section 5 of the trade-mark act of 
1905, as amended, relative to the unauthorized use of por- 
traits. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. WARREN. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
message from the House ef Representatives relative te House 
bill 9429, the legislative appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the action of the House of Representatives, which will 
be read. 

The reading clerk read as follows: 


In Tur HovusK OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
June 6, 1924. 
fcsolved, That the House recedes from its disagreement to the 
nmendments of the Senate Nos. 24 and 25, to the bill (H. BR. 9429) 


making appropriations for the legislative branch of the Government 


fer the fiscal year ending June 30, 
concurs therein. 

That the House recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate No. 18, and concurs therein with an amendment, as follows: 


On page 20 of the bill, line 25, strike out “$9,830” and insert in 
lieu thereof “ $10,190.” 


Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment of the House to the amendment of the Senate No, 18. 
The motion was agreed to. 


1925, and for other purposes, and 


ADDITIONAL BILLS INTRODUCED 


Mr. BROOKHART introduced the following bills, which 
were each read twice by title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions : 


A bill (S. 3484) granting an inerease of pension to Nelson 
W. Adams; and 

A bill (8S. 3485) granting a pension to David T. Brady (with 
accompanying papers). 


AGRICULTURAL BELIEF 


Mr. NORBECK submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 6817) to provide for the 
construction of a vessel for the Coast Guard, which was 
ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


INVESTIGATION OF CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES 


Mr. ROBINSON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
255), which was ordered to lie on the table: 


Resolved, That to aid the Senate in preparing and considering leg- 
islation to limit and regulate contributions and expenditures in con- 
nection with the election of Federal officers a special committee of 
five Senators be elected forthwith to investigate and report to the 
Senate on December 5, 1924, the campaign expenditures made by 
or on behalf of, or in support of, or in opposition to, any and all candi- 
dates for President and Vice President and presidential electors; 
the mames of the persons, firms, or corporations contributing to the 
said candidate er candidates or their party committee or committees, 
or any other agency, debts or other liabilities contracted, the amounts 
contributed, pledged, loaned, or otherwise made available for use, the 
method of expenditure of said sums, and all the facts in relation 
thereto not only as to the subscriptions of money and the expenditures 
thereof, but as to the use of any other means of influence, including 
the promise of patronage, and all other facts in relation thereto that 
would not only be of public interest but would aid the Congress in 
any necessary remedial legislation. 

That said committee is hereby empowered to sit and act during the 
adjournment of Congress at such time and place as it may deem neces- 
sary ; to require by subpceena, or otherwise, the attendance of witnesses, 
the producton of books, papers, and documents, The chairman of the 
committee, or any member thereof, may administer oaths to witnesses. 
Subpeenas for witnesses shall be issued under the signature of the chair- 
man of the committee. Every person who, having been summoned as 
a witness by authority of said committee, willfully makes default, or 
who, baving appeared, refuses to answer any question pertinent to the 
investigation heretofore authorized, shall be held to the penalties pro- 
vided by section 102 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


NATIONAL OUTDOOR RECREATION CONFERENCE 


Mr. MOSES. Out of order, from the Committee on Printing, 
I ask unanimous consent to report an original Senate resolu- 
tion, and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator state what 
the resolution is? 

Mr. MOSES. It relates to a manuscript of the proceedings 
of the recent national conference on outdoor recreation at 
which the President made an address, which has come down to 
me from one of the secretaries of the President, with the re- 
quest that it be printed as a Senate document. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I have no objection to the request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration ef the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res. 254) was 
read, considered, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the manuscript entitled “ Proceedings of National 
Conference on Outdoor Recreation” be printed as a Sennte document, 


VETERANS’ BUREAU INVESTIGATION 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I submit the third preliml- 
nary report of the select committee on investigation of the 
Veterans’ Bureau, which was appointed pursuant to Senate 
Resolution 466, agreed to March 2, 1923. 
p. 3.) 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


(Rept. No. 1068, 
The report will be received. 
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RETIREMENT OF CIVIL-SERVICE FMPLOYTERS 


Mr. STANFIELD. I move that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 3011) to amend the act en- 
titled “An act for the retirement of employees in the classified 
civil service, and for other purposes,” approved May 22, 1920, 
and acts in amendment thereof. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Oregon, 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, I shall be content with 
a very brief consideration of this bill, but I hope at this time 
to have the opportunity to bring the bill to a vote. I am will- 
ing to waive all argument, so far as that is concerned, except 
for a brief statement as to the purpose of the bill, for I am 
sure that the Senate is familiar with the terms of the bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
Senator from Utah. 

Mr. STANFIELD. I have not yielded the floor, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I have been on my feet constantly. 

Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator wish to speak on the bill? 

Mr. STANFIELD. I have the floor, but I will yield to the 
Senator from Utah if he wishes me to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the 
Senator from Oregon to move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill to which he has referred. 

Mr. STANFIELD. I have the floor, and I wish to speak to 
the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is before the Senate for its action. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President ca 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will be in order. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has recognized 
the Senator from Utah, but he does not proceed to debate the 
question. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Utah thought the Chair was 
trying to get order in the Chamber. I am not going to proceed, 
Mr. President, so long as there is so much confusion in the 
Chamber that Senators can not be heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, as I understand the motion of 
the Senator from Oregon is to take up Order of Business 479. 

Mr. STANFIELD. My motion was to consider Senate bill 

3011, being Order of Business 479, the civil service retirement 
bill. . 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask Senators to turn to their 
calendar of bills and find Order of Business 479, being Senate 
bill 3011, a bill to amend an act entitled “An act for retire- 
ment of employees in the classified civil service, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 22, 1920, and acts in amendment 
thereof. 

There is no report on the bill. The committee reports a 
measure here that involves hundreds of millions of dollars in 
the end, and asks that it shall be considered without a word of 
explanation by way of a report. 

I wish brietly at this time, Mr. President, to call attention to 
some of the changes made in the existing law and what they 
involve. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Utah yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. STANFIELD. The Senator refers to this bill as not 
having been before the Congress and to the lack of a report. 
I should like to ask the Senator if he is not the one who has 
blocked the progress of this bill ever since its introduction in 
the Senate? I should like to ask the Senator from Utah if he 
has not left word with the whip of the Senate, the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. Curtis], that he should block the considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly I have, beeause I have some regard 
for the Treasury of the United States. I know it is very 
pepular, particularly this year, to bring in measures here to 
take a hundred million dollars or two hundred million dollars 
out of the Treasury of the United States, but I do not believe 
that if the Senate understood this bill they would ever vote for 
it. That is why I have been interested in seeing that the bill 
should not pass at this session of Congress, in the hepe, at 
least, that before imposing such a burden upon the Treasury 


of the United States some consideration would be given to the 
measure, 


The motion of the Senator 


Does the Senator from Utah 
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This question has been threshed out on the floor of the Sen- 
ate for years. This is the old fight over again. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIS. Would it disturb the Senator to state what 
probable annual increase in the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment would be caused by this pr 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the maximum annuity under ex 
isting law is $720. Under this bill it is $1,200. There is not 
any doubt that in the end it will cost the Government 
United States between two and three hundred miilien dollars 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do. 

Mr. STANFIELD. The Senator does not mean to lead the 
Senate to believe that this bill will make that difference, dees 
he? Is not the Senator referring to the obligation of the 
United States already under the act of 1920, that there is a 
deficiency which over a period of time is going to cost the Gev- 
ernment that much, but the Government must meet thal 
tually? It can not escape it. 

I should like to ask the Senator if he 
report on the cost of this bill? 
hand it to him. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have seen the 
Senator. 

Mr. STANFIELD. T know the Senator has; but the Senator 
is not giving the actuary’s report on the bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. I know this bill very well, and I kr 
original legislation that was proposed here: and there is not 
any of the old Senators here but that knew when the bill passed 
in 1920, when the Senator from Ohio 


Does the Ser 


iator from Utah 


I osed legislation? 


ol the 


Does the Senator from Utah 


even- 


has seen the actuary’s 
If he has not, I should like to 


report, I will say to the 


yw the 


ind the honorable Senator 
now presiding here [Mr. CUMMINS] and one or two others of us 


er a pr position 
that was even as bad as the present one 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I ask the 
question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. SMOOT. TI do. 

Mr. FLETCHER. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; we are, to-night. 

Mr. FLETCHER. This is a Senate bill. It would not be 
possible to get it through the House even if we should pass it. 
It seems to me that we are simply wasting time by talking about 
it when we have a calendar here with 40 or 50 bills on it, and 
some reports of committees yet to come in and be considered. 
[he Naval Affairs Committee have a report that they want to 
get considered. We are just taking up time here with a bill 
when we would get nowhere even if we were to pass it. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. STANFIELD. I wish to say to the Senator that I have 
had assurances from the chairman of the Civil Service Com- 
mittee in the House that if we pass this bill here to-night he 
thinks he can pass it in the House te-merrow. That is the 
reason why T am pressing the bill. 

Mr. FLETCHER. That is a most extraordinary statement 
in view of the fact that we can not get through the Honse 
Senate bills that have been on the calendar for months. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, does the Senator from 
Florida say that this bill is not going to be voted on te-night? 
Is that what I understand the Senator to say? 
Senator ought to move to adjourn. 
staving here all night. 

Mr. FLETCHER. What I said was that even if we did vote 
on the bill it could not be gotten through the House. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will assure the Senator that it will take 
quite a long time to explain the various features of the bill. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I see no reason in the world why we 
should stay here and let Senators quarrel about something that 
we are not going to get anywhere with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah has 
the floor. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, if it is perfectly apparent 
that the bill can not be disposed of to-night—and I take it, 
from the statements which have been made about me here, 
that that is the case—I de not see any necessity fer longer 
remaining in session. The Senate has been in session a long 
time to-day and will be in session for a eonsiderable period 
to-morrow. I, myself, should be glad to see the bill taken up if 


Senator a 


Does the Senator from Utah 


Are we not just wasting time? 


If so, some 
I do not see any use in 
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it could be done, but T am informed that that is impossible; so, 
if the from Utah will yield to me for that purpose, I 
will motion. 


Senator 


miauke a 


Mr. SMOOT. TI do not want to lose the floor. I will yield 
for a motion to adjourn if I do not lose the floor. 

Mr. LODGE Mr. President, there is a bill here that has 
passed the Senate and the House. There was some misunder- 


standing about the opportunity of the colleague of the Senator 
from Utah to speak, and he entered a motion to reconsider with 
reference to that bill 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. What bill is it? 

Mr. LODGE. The naval bill. If the should with- 
draw that motion, of course the bill would be out of the way. 
I see the Senator here now, and I want to ask him if it is not 
possible to make some arrangement so that that bill can be dis- 
posed of as soon as the Senator has spoken. 


Senator 


Mr. KING. Mr. President 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. SMOOT I yield if I do not lose the floor. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Utah 
yield to me for just a moment? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; if I do not lose the floor. 

Mr. STERLING. The question in my mind was this, and it 


Was suggested by the statement of the Senator from Arkansas 
[| Mr. Rortnson|: If this matter could be laid before the Senate 
to-night on a motion, I think the Senator from Oregon | Mr. 
STANFIELD], who has the bill in charge, would be willing that 


an adjournment might be taken, and that we might adjourn to | 


such hour to-morrow as will enable us to dispose of this bill. 


Mr. SMOOT. IT may not have time to-morrow to say all LI | 
have to say on this bill before adjournment, if the Senate is 
going to consider it 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will my colleague yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 


Utah vield to his colleague? 


Mr. SMOOT. I vield to my colleague, as I did before, with 
the understanding that I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I am trespassing upon the time 
of the senior Senator from Utah at the instance of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts. IT was about to observe that I had 
Stated to the Senator from Maine |Mr. Have], the chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs, that I should ask to take 


up and have considered the motion T have made for the recon- 
sideration of the vote by which the naval appropriation bill 
Was passed. IT propose to speak upon that motion at consider- 
able length. When 1 have concluded what I have to say upon 
that motion, of course, it will be before the Senate, and they 
ean vote as to whether the motion to reconsider shall prevail 
or whether it shall be defeated. I am bound to keep faith 
with the Senator from Maine and seek the earliest opportunity 
I can to have the Chair recognize me to move to take up the 
motion which is now upon the table to reconsider the vote by 
which that bill was passed; and I had risen for the purpose of 
moving to take up that motion, but the Senator from Oregon, 
with greater celerity than myself, obtained the floor. 

Mr. STERLING. 
Utah will yield, may I ask the junior Senator from Utah, in 
regard to u motion to reconsider another bill, whether 
expects to press that motion or not? I refer to the vocational 
rehabilitation bill. 

Mr. KING. Yes; and I shall take that up to-morrow. I 
have no desire now to press them, and I have been seeking op- 
portunity all day. Of course I have been in the committee, 


as the Senator knows, but I have returned frequently to the | 


floor for the purpose of pressing each of those motions, and I 
um not willing that any motion shall supersede them or that 
any matter shall be made the unfinished business until those 
important measures have been presented to the Senate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Utnuh yield to me for the purpose of making a motion? In 
view of what the Senator from Utah has said, it is absolutely 
certain that we are not going to get anywhere with this mat- 
ter to-night, and T move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, before the Senator makes that 
motion 

Mr. McKELLAR. 

Mr. SMOOT, 


T will withhold it. 
I am perfectly willing to have this bill made 


the unfinished business before we adjourn ultimately, or to 
have an agreement made to take it up on a certain day at the 
next session; but it can not be gotten through the House, and 
it is perfectly useless to undertake to do it. 
journ to-morrow evening at 7 o'clock. 

Lam perfectly willing to have the bill taken up when we can 
have a fair chance to consider it, not at the close of the session, 


Congress is to ad- 


Mr. President, if the senior Senator from | 


he | 


JUNE 6 


| 

when business is crowding and we never know whether we are 
going to be interrupted for a conference report or not, but when 
we are fresh and when we can discuss the whole question as 
to whether or not we want to pass it, and take into considera- 
| tion the finances of the country at that time. I am willing to 
do that. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. STANFIELD. I ask unanimous consent to have a state- 
ment of the estimated cost of retirement, as given to me by the 
| Actuary of the Treasury Department, Mr. MeCoy, and a state 
| ment as to the cost of retirement printed in the Recorp. 
| Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Utah 
yield to me for the purpose of making a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I will yield to the Senator for that pur- 
pose, 


Mr. ROBINSON. 


| 
| 
! 
j 
| 


I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the 
mofion to adjourn, which is not debatable. 

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Those in favor of the mo- 
tion to adjourn - 

Mr. STANFIELD. 
| which I 
adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
debatable. 

Mr. STANFIELD. I am not attempting to debate it. 
| mit that the motion to adjourn is not debatable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Arkansas withhold his motion? 


Mr. President, I had submitted a request 
think was intended to be put before the motion to 


The motion to adjourn is not 


I ad- 


Senator from 


Mr. ROBINSON. I withhold the motion. 
Mr. STANFIELD. I asked unanimous consent that a state- 


ment be published in the Recorp; and the question was not 
put, nor consent secured. 
The PRESIDENT pro 
request of the Senator 
objection 
The matter referred to is as follows: 


tempore. 
from 


Is there objection 
Oregon? The 


the 
no 


to 
Chair hears 


Estimated cost of retirement 


3011 is not newly computed but is a fairly close 


| [The estimate for 8S. 
| approximation ] 


| Normal cost as— | Deficiency cost as—| Total cost as— 




















Payable by em- 


PURE rad 5S dae 2. . 
| | | 
| Per- Annual Per- | Annual Per- Annual 
centage, amounts | centage; amounts | centage) amounts 
of pay | as of June | of pay | as of June | of pay | as of June 
| roll | 30, 1921 roll | 30, 1921 roll | 30, 1921 
| | 
| Under existing law: Per cent | Per cent! | Per cent 
Total.__-. .| 3.82 |$16, 505,652 | 2.55 |$11, 016, 630 6.37 $27, 522, 282 
| Payable by em- | | 
ployees....._._- 2.90] BD OIE bo nnnnsshijenener cannes 2.50 | 10, 788,075 
Payable by | 
Government. 1.32 5,717,577 2.55 | 11,016, 630 3.87 | 16, 734, 207 
| Under plan proposed | 
| by board of actu- | } 
aries: 
dick ekschntdost 5.09 | 21, 979, 656 3.33 | 14,377,017 ; 842) 36,348, 673 
Payable by em- | | 
ployees -_....- wt | SOD) OO RO ect... k....55.45) 2. 50 | 10, 788, 075 
Payable by 
Government.| 2.59 | 11,183,581 | 3.33 | 14,377,017 | 5.92 25, 560, 598 
— =; ———- i > == ———— 
| Under the provisions | | | 
| of 8. 3011: | | 
So Libba Baked 5. 35 | 23, 086, 480 3.55 | 15, 319, 066 8.90 | 38, 405, 46 


| 
ployees_........ | 3.50 15, 103, 305 


Payable by | 


3. 50 | 15, 103, 305 





| 
3.55 | 15,319,066 | 5.40 | 23, 302, 241 





| 
Government..| 1,85 7, 983, 175 





Nore.—The provisions on page 7, section 3, S. 3011, fixing the maximum annuity 
at 30/45 of the average salary is equivalent to a maximum annuity to the employee 
of two-thirds of his average salary, so with the 30-year maximum limitation, the 
75 per cent limitation becomes surplusage. 


COST OF RETIREMENT 


In estimating the cost of the Government retiring those incapacitated 
by age or by physical or mental disability, little attention has been 
given to the saving to the Government incidental to this retirement. 
No longer do we see physical wrecks, yes, and even mental wrecks, 
| assisted to their offices and desks by dependent relatives—widowed 
| daughters or daughters-inlaw, or by stalwart young negroes. No 
longer is provision necessary for invalid chairs to bring those unable 
to walk to their desks, there to doze the livelong day and bother 
their fellow employees. 








“ 


io 920 this was a common sight. T! incapacitated em- 
ployees had given the best years of their life to faithful service In 
their old age, with impaired health, enercy, and mentality, they found 
themselves with no resources other than their meager salaries. Often, 
not ily th upon this salary, but, through mis- 
fortune, families of orphan grandchildren, widowed daughters, etc 
Very few Cabinet officers or others in authority were so cold-blooded 
as to veterans from the service, knowing the result 
and Most of these old employees had at one time, 
through long and efficient service, reached the top of the ladder, so 


ol mselyes dé 


pended 


separate these 


consequences. 


far as their respective offices were concerned. With failing powers, 
often Gne to their work, they were demoted, their salary being cut 
from time to time, until it was reduced from 25 to 50 per cent. 


Had these unfortunates been marked for efficiency, 50 per cent of them 
would have received zero marks; another 40 per cent fri one-tenth 
to enefifth of a perfect mark; and of the remaining, none would have 
received a good mark. 


Under the provisions of the retirement act this practice has been 
eliminated. It must be confessed, however, that, because of the low 
retirement annuity as compared with the salaries previously earned 


by many of the annuitants, together with high prices, many who have 
even reached the hich retirement age of the present law are kept in 
service, although the Government would be benefited by their 
ment. 
ernment threugh the present retirement act—an act which bas not as 
yet cost the Government one penny. 


retire- 


There have been retired 12,785 employees, to whom was granted an 
average annuity of $551.64. That is, instead of receiving an averace 
of from $1,000 to $1,400 per year in salary, they are receiving $551.64 
in annuity from the Government, who borrows the necessary cash frem 
the fund held in trust for these now contributing. That is, the Gov- 
ernment saves in salary an average of over $600 a year on every 
employee retired. Before retirement these employees cost the Govern- 
ment over $15,000,000 per annum. After retirement the cost, as long 
as they live, is less than one-half of this amount, or about $7,000,000 
of borrowed money. It is true that when this $15,000,000 was paid 
them the Government received in return some three or four million 
dollars worth of service in return. Again, the mortality among those 
retired is very great—some 20 per cent of those heretofore retired 
having died. Let this matter be considered from as cold-blooded and 
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It is possible to make a close estimate of the gain to the Gov- | 


money-grasping point of view as is possible, and under the provisions | 


of pending bills we have the following results: Suppose that the aver- 
age annuity to be paid is $1,000. This the 
directly about $300 a year. 
the employees normally would themselves contribute some $600, thus 
saving some $900 te the Government, much more than the value of 
their services immediately prior to retirement. So normally instead 
of costing the Government, retirement will be saving it money. 

Those now on the retired list will be costing the Government from 
200 te $300 less per year than before retirement. Of course, with 
retirement under the proposed legislation, probably three or four times 
as many will be retired before being practically worthless to the Gov- 
erument. This would make tle average immediate cost to the Gevern 
ment of the retirement of those who have not contributed, er contributed 
only for a limited time, more than the saving in retirement. This is 
somewhat in the nature of the original capital invested in a profitable 
business—a capital that will later enrnm enormous profits. 

‘The annuities of ‘those to be retired from now until the employees 
that have entered the service since the enactment of sueh legislation 


would save 


Government | 
tut in addition, of this $1,000 annuity | 


| consideration 


reach retirement age will cost the Government at the beginning prob- | 


ably about $300 to $400 per year, and this cost will gradually decrease 
until it will finally be eliminated. That is, for a comparatively short 
period the Government, because of retirement, will have to pay more 
than before retirement, this steadily decreasing until the net cost 
reaches zero. 
Government will probably be less than the actual amount of cash saved 
to it by the retirement system. 
on the part of the employee of 3 per cent of his salary. 

That is, retirement 
enable the employee to devote his undivided efforts to the Government 
without continually thinking of the future of himself and of his dear 
ones, his future being guaranteed, and this at no additional cost to the 
Government. 
tion ? 
finding It cheaper to have liberal retirement systems than it would be 
without them. This action is being followed by many States and mu- 
nicipalities, especially as to school-teachers, police, firemen, municipal 
employees, ete. This all tends to a better Government and a more 
contented and prosperous people. 

There is no charity in it. Not only does it cost nothing, but it 
actually saves money to the empleyer. ‘The old and incapacitated give 
Way to the young and energetic, with the result that taxes need not 
be increased, as there is no increased cost of the Government, while 
the taxes necessary to support eleemosynary and penal institutions will 
be reduced. 


This is all based upon a contribution | 


After that time all the contributions on the part of the | 


will weed the service of all the Inefficient and | 


Is this not an attractive cold-bicoded business proposi- | 
Throughout the country large employers of men and women are 
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United States is always proud of its record of being th 
and most gccnereus to help the hungry the afflicted in all parts of 
the world—th: Armenians, th Greeks Russians, the German 
children, the Japanese. All of which is commendable charity and Gills 


the headlines. 


On the other hand, this suggested way of helping those, 
together with their dependents, whe have become incapacitated through 
long service for the United States is not charity and is practically 
Without cost. Therefore why deny it? 

From this we plainly see that the cost to the Government, a on 
tained in the ports of the beard of actuaries of the various retire 
ment systems, does not take inte consideration the saving to the ( 
ernWent through the operation of these systems It is plainly evident 
that the annual cost to the Govermment of its civil service without 
the present retirement law would be greater than is its present 
together with the amounts now paid in annuities to retired employ 
and this statement of cost will hold good under the present law 
definitely. Whatever is paid in the way of retirement annuities ia 
more than saved in the current payments on a f 
service. This must be taken into consideration in any st 
retirement 

It is a question whether it weuld not be more charitablk ft 
civil service employee can not bave a retirement law thet will pr 
take care of the iperannuated and disabled, to say no hing of relr 
unfortunate widow and orphan dependents 

DEPRESSION IN CALF-LEATHET! rANNING INDUSTRY 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkunsas 
moves that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr, President 

Mr. ROBINSON. Before that question ts put, I yield to 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I submit a Senate resotu 


tion and ask that it be read, and then 
consent for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
ceipt of the resolution ? 

Mr. McKELLAR. What is it, Mr 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
title of the resvlution, 

The Reaping CLERK. { resolution (S. 
the Secretary of Commerce to furnish to 
able facts regarding the depression in the 
industry 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
lution will received. Is there objection to the immediate 
of the resolution ? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considere: 
the Senate and agreed to as follows: 


[ shall ask unanimous 


Is there objection to the re- 


President? 


The Sex retary will st t] 


ate the 
Res, 256) directing 
the Senate all avail- 
calf-leather 


fannine 
tahini 


Without objection, the reso 
he 


1 by 


Whereas for a considerable period there has been a tremendous de 
pression throughout the calf-leather tanning industry, a peried during 
which the calf-leather tanners of the United States have shown steady 
and consistent financial losses, and there bas been attendant a de 
crease in production of from 30 to 70 per cent and general unem 
ployment and consequent want and depression in commnuuities where 
these tanneries are located: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Commer be, and hereby ia, 


directed te furnish to the Senate as expeditiously as possible, if not 


incompatible with the public interests, alk available facts requested 
hereinafter : 

1. Is the present depression in the calf-leather tanning industry 
eonfined to the United States or is it world-wide? 

2. To what extent and for how long a period has the present de- 
pression in the calf-leather tanning industry of this country heen 
apparent? 

3% To what extent hag the domestic ecalf-leather industry been 


affected by the post-war increases in the imwportations of calf leather? 

4. To what has there of calf 
leathers from the European countries? 

5. Do those countries exporting leather to the 
a tariff against our calf-leather products? 

6. Whaf is the difference in the wages paid calf tannery laber in 
Europe and that paid in this country? 

7. Have the countries of Europe a potential 
large enough to enable them to dump a 
product in this country? 

8. Do these Buropean countries require the United States 
market for their calf leathers for aid in their reeonstruction problem 

9. To what extent are the calf tanners of Europe able to buy their 
tanning materials, etc., cheaper than calf 
United States? 

10. Are the European calf tampers establishing agencies through- 
out the United States to exploit the sale of their calf leathers? 

11. Mave European conntries during the past year maintained an 
embargo or export tariff on raw calfskins offered for shipment to the 
United States? 


extent been an increase in 


imports 
United States haye 


calf-leather 


substantial 


production 


portion of their 


as 


a 
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ean the tanners in the 
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12. Do certain European countries enable their own calf tanners to 
buy raw calfskins at lower prices than the tanners of the United 
States can buy them? 

13. Is labor an important factor in the tanning of calf leather? 

l4. To what extent have the importations of calf leather in the 
United States from Canada increased in the past three years? 

15. lhoes Canada have a heavy duty on calf leathers shipped there 
from the United States? 

16. To what extent is Canadian labor paid less than the labor in 
the calf tanneries of the United States? 

17. Would a tariff on calf leathers based solely on the differential 
in labor existing between competing countries be of nraterial assistance 
in stimulating production and restoring prosperity to this industry? 


Mr. ROBINSON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 11 o'clock and 40 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, June 


~ 


7, 1924, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 
Lvecutive nominations received by the Senate June 6, 1924 
UNrtrep STATES ATTORNEY 
John W. Wilsen, of New Mexico, to be United States attorney, 
district of New Mexico, vice George R. Craig, resigned. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR ARMY 
CAVALRY 


To ve Chief of Cavalry, with the rank of major general for a 
period of four years from date of acceptance, with rank from 
July 24, 1924 
Brig. Gen. Malin Craig, United States Army, vice Maj. Gen. 

Willard A. Holbrook, Chief of Cavalry, to be retired by opera- 

tion of law July 23, 1924. 


APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR ARMY 
AIR SERVICE 


Capt. Ivan Benson Snell, Infantry (detailed in Air Service), 
with rank from July 1, 1920. 


PostMASTERS 
CALIFORNIA 


Pearl S. Snider to be postmaster at Fellows, Calif., in place 
of J. H. Bacon. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 1924. 
CONNEOTICUT 

George W. Fairgrieve to be postmaster at Bantam, Conn., 
in place of G. W. Fatrgrieve. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 5, 1924. 

GEORGIA 


Tilden A. Adkins to be postmaster at Vienna, Ga., in place 
of T. A, Adkins, Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

IDAHO 

William R. Ogle to be postmaster at Glenns Ferry, Idaho, 

in place of C. O. Dice, resigned. 
ILLINOIS 

George E. Carlson to be postmaster at Moline, Ill, in place 
of ©. V. Gould. Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 
1924. 

Oren V. Grant to be postmaster at Hollywood, IIL, in place 
of O. V. Grant. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1924. 

John 8S. Redshaw to be postmaster at Granville, IlL., in place 
of J. S. Redshaw, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

David A. Howard to be postmaster at Glasford, IL, in place 
of J. L. Saylor, deceased. 

William Brent to be postmaster at Colchester, TIL, in place 
of J. F. Bushmeyer. Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 
W244, 

KANSAS 

Enos F. Halbert to be postmaster at Chapman, Kans., in place 

of T. J. Foley. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 1924. 


KENTUCKY 
Samuel H. McMurray to be postmaster at Stearns, Ky., in 
place of O. H. Marcum, resigned. 
LOUISIANA 


Cyrus E. Roberts to be postmaster at Merryville, La., in place 
of C. E. Roberts. Incumbent’s commission expired February 24, 
1924. 


MAINE 


Frank P. Freeman to be postmaster at Harrison, Me., in place 
of J. T. Kneeland. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5 
1924. 

Henry W. Perry to be postmaster at Fort Fairfield, Me., in 
place of G. S. Henneberry. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 5, 1924. 

Arthur A. Dinsmore to be postmaster at Dover-Foxcroft, Me., 
in place of B. B. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 5, 1924. 

George H. Williams to be postmaster at Alfred, Me., in place 
of G. H. Williams. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 
1924. 


MARYLAND 


George C. Eichelberger to be postmaster at Union Bridge, 
Md., in place of F. J. Shriner. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 4, 1924. 

MASSACHUSETTS 


Edmund Daly to be postmaster at Hingham, Mass., in place 
of Edmund Daly. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 1924. 


MICHIGAN 


Mary M. Smith to be postinaster at Thompsonville, Mich., in 
place of C. L. Bennett. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
4, 1924. 

Curtis Van Prentice to be postmaster at South Haven, Mich., 
in place of E. S. Dyckman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 4, 1924. 

G. Leslie Runner to be postmaster at Shelby, Mich., in place 
of H. M. Royal. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 1924. 

Clinton E. Aukerman to be postmaster at Montgomery, Mich., 
in place of Elmer Breiner. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 4, 1924. 

Jacob M. Paul to be postmaster at Eau Claire, Mich., in place 
of W. L. Ferry. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 1924. 

Charles Plowman to be postmaster at Copemish, Mich., in 
place of T. T. Fralick. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
4, 1924. 

David BE. Cleary to be postmaster at Clawson, Mich., in place 
of T. P. DeClaire, removed. 


NEBRASKA 


George A. Ayer to be postmaster at Oxford, Nebr., in place 
of 'T. O. Norman. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 1924. 

Herbert L. Wichman to be postmaster at Norfolk, Nebr., in 
place of B. C. Gentle, removed. 

Charles FE. Cook to be postmaster at Franklin, Nebr., in place 
of John Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 1924. 

Joe G. Crews to be postmaster at Culbertson, Nebr., in place 
of J. M. Crews. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 1924. 

Archie E. Cates to be postmaster at Beemer, Nebr., in place 
of H. A. Crosby. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 1924, 


NEVADA 


William H. Ayres to be postmaster at Winnemucca, Nev., in 
place of M. A. Macfarlane. Incumbent’s cOmmission expired 
June 4, 1924. 

Arthur H. Keenan to be postmaster at Tonopah, Nev., in 
place of J. J. MeQuillan. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 4, 1924. 

Charles W. Brown to be postmaster at Gardnerville, Nev., in 
place of C. W. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 
1924. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Ralph Berry to be postmaster at Rye Beach, N. H., in place 
of ki. M. P. Fraser, resigned. 


NEW JERSEY 


Sealah P. Clark to be postmaster at Pitman, N. J., in place 
of D. S. Pancoast. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 
1924, 

Preston Pedrick to be postmaster at Pedricktown, N. J., in 
place of K. A. Cooney. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
4, 1924. 

Harry W. Mutchler to be postmaster at Rockaway, N. J., 
in place of William Gerard. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 5, 1924. 


NEW YORK 


Henry I. Brenzel to be postmaster at Red Hook, N. Y., in 
place of Mary Van de Bogart. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 6, 1924. 
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NORTH CAROLINA 


‘ ; nee ae 
Thomas L. Green to be postmaster at Waynesville, N. C., in 


place of F. W. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, | 


102 
OHIO 


Grace Fisher to be postmaster at Canal Fulton, Ohio, in place 


of P. J. Blank. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 1924. | 


George H. Sheetz to be postmaster at Bridgeport, Ohio, in 
place of T. M. Duncan. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
4, 1924. 

OKLAHOMA 

Anna H. Figley to be postmaster at Hastings, Okla., in place 
of Minnie Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired May 138, 
1924 


Jolin J. Gayman to be postmaster at Chandler, Okla., in | 


place of J. A. McLaughlin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 15, 1922. 
OREGON 

Willis E. Everson to be postmaster aft Waldport, Oreg., in 
place of Aira Head. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
11. 1924. 

Gaylord G. Godfrey to be postmaster at Independence, Oreg., 
in place of H. S. Wood. Ineumbent’s commission expired June 
4. 1924. 

Elbert Smith to be postmaster at Cottage Grove, Oreg., in 
place of K. B. Veatch. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
4, 1924. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Claude S. Yeager to be postmaster at Orwigsburg, Pa., in 
place of A. F. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 14, 1924. 

Enos A. Freed to be postmaster at Souderton, Pa., in place 
of A. E. Hiltebeitel. Incumbent’s commission expired May 28, 
1924. 

Grant Umberger to be postmaster at Langhorne, Pa., in place 
of J. A. MeGinley. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 
1924. 

Clarence G. Young to be postmaster at Bristol, Pa., in place 
of J. A. MeGinley. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 
1924. 


SOUTH DAKOTA 

Loretta Stromme to be postmaster at Garretson, S. Dak., in 
place of J. A. Stromme. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
4, 1924. 

TEXAS 

Paul A. Taylor to be postmaster at Winfield, Tex., in place 
of Lode Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired September 5, 
1922. 

Millard H. Edwards to be postmaster at Nixon, Tex., in place 
of O. G. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 1924. 

Charles I. Snedecor to be postmaster at Needville, Tex., in 
place of W. F. Lehmann. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 31, 1924. 

William R. Dickens to be postmaster at Eden, Tex., in place 
of W. R. Dickens. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 
1924. 

Phillip L. Swatzell to be postmaster at De Kalb, Tex., in 
place of ©. S. Braswell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 5, 1924. 

Elizabeth Ingenhuett to be postmaster at Comfort, Tex., In 
place of Rudolph Flach, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 4, 1924. 

UTAH 

Joseph Odell to be postmaster at Logan, Utah, in place of 

J. M. Blair. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 1924. 
VERMONT 

Archie S. Haven to be postmaster at Vergennes, Vt., in place 
of J. H. Donnelly. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 
1924. 

Oscar M. Waterman to be postmaster at Morrisville, Vt., in 
place of C. L. Gates. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 
1924. 

Charles H. Stetson to be postmaster at Bnosburg Falls, Vt., 
in place of J. B. Kimball. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 5, 1924. 

WEST VIRGINIA 

Benjamin F. McGinnis to be postmaster at Pennsboro, W. Va., 
in place of J. A. Wooddell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 5, 1924. 

Conrad H. Forst to be postmaster at Mount Hope, W. Va., In 
place of W. R. Moore, deceased. 





CONFIRMATIONS 
Erecutive nominations confirmed bu the Senate June 6, 1925 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS 

Thomas P. Gable to be collector of customs for customs col- 

lection district No, 24, with headquarters at El Paso, Tex. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 

John W. Wilsen to be United States attorney, district of 

New Mexico. 
PosSTMASTERS 
ARIZONA 

Blaine W. Hugo, Clarkdale, 

June S. Haymond, Claypool, 

George EE. Rowen, Seligman, 

Harry O. Parks, Wilcox. 

ARKANSAS 

William H. Tucker, Casa 

Fletcher G. Kennedy, Cotton Plant. 

Douglas ©. Dover, Cove 

Legrand K. Charles, Eureka Springs. 

George bk. Crosby, Pangburn 

Marvin Vanhooser, Siloum Springs, 

CALIFORNIA 

Belle Hicks, Armona. 

Roland L. Curran, Dakersfield. 

Charles FF. W. Rapp, La Mesa. 

Winifred M. Whitney, Oceanside. 

Kdward A. Baker, Point Loma. 

Kdward F. Halbert, Porterville 

John H. Strauch, jr.. San Gabriel. 

Nanni H. Phiney, Tustin 

Harry k. Meyers, Yuba City. 


CONNECTICUT 
Arthur F. Connor, Bridgeport. 


FLORIDA 
Kdwin L. Raby, Littleriver. 

ILLINOIS 
John H. Wehrley, Beecher. 
James F. Armentrout, Dongola. 
Robert R. Davis, Equality. 
Samuel T. Little, Hillsboro, 
Edwin B. Gardner, Mazon. 
William Georger, New Baden. 
Hiram B. Rutherford, Newman. 
Edward FE, Gott, Norris City. 
Charles H. Cottrell, Quincey. 
Jesse L. Jones, Rantoul. 
Walter E. Dimick, Rosiclare. 
John Wacker, Techny. 

IOWA 

Theodore B. Satery, Albert City. 
William M. Bausch, Ashton. 
Rose M. Fischbach, Granville. 
Louis C. Giencke, Guttenburg. 
Henry W. Huibregtse, Hull. 
Jay J. Merwin, Peterson. 
William A. Grummon, Rockwell. 
Ira Soop, Sanborn. 
Lyle J. McLaughlin, Sehaller. 
Frank C. MeClaskey, Toledo. 
Arthur 0. Reinhardt, Van Horn. 
Zene ©. Thornburg, Des Moines. 


KANSAS 
William T. Perry, Belleville. 
Gerald G. Smith, Burr Oak. 
Arnold C. Heidebrecht, Burrton. 
KENTUCKY 
Henry O. Hausgen, Anchorage. 
James I. Harlan, Barlow. 
John H. Stone, Burgin. 
Alice R. Bristow, Georgetown. 
Mary F. Potts, Jeffersontown. 
Oliver R. Carpenter, Lancaster. 
Robert Vanbever. Pineville. 
Leota P. Cranor, St. Charles, 
Ruby M. Wood, Salt Lick. 
Thoughty Y. Oliver, Scottsville. 
James T. Davis, Sunnydale. 
William J. Deboe, Marion. 
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MAINE 
I Higgins, Ellsworth 
I f a | y. | reeport, 
I J kenney, Jackman Station 
i od BB. Jones, Winthrop 
A ir A. Dinsmore, Dover-Foxcroft 
If y W. Perry, Fort Fairfield 
SSACHUSI I 
J L.. J | en 
J m A i ft 
| {? | \ 
I OTA 
I O. Micl n, Carson Lake 
J M. Hlauck lankato. 
S D> Wil Park Rapids 
I der cS. Purdy, Russell 
MONTANA 
() il] M Joli mm. Chinook 
NEPRASKA 
1 l \\ Do Are dia. 
Carl P miley, Beaver Crossing 
Lou 1! ] benve (‘ody 
(' I Morey, Colle View 
(.0e0 e V\ Nich i I t 
J el Allison, ¢ ni 
] k‘ishel, Guide Rock 
Chat . Lewi Marquette 
Giust Jollenste Oenallala 
Oe 1M. Ritchie b Rock 
Carl Carlson. Valparaiso 
HiAMPSHTI 
John EH. G vin, jr., Sunboernville 
NEW JERSEY 
\ t Dunellen. 
NEW YORK 
ay { iM. Card \ n 
J i, Bs ipl 
}I iv Tol it P Lid - 
olro 
Pearl W. Athey (Mr.). Belpre, 
Nestor J. ‘I lor, Beverly 
] . ne eston 
OKLAHOMA 
Wilmer ¢ rowh, Kingfisher 
l e ¢ Niendenhall, Setling 
OREGON 
VV im ID Hardestv, Freewater, 


V\ im Ic. Reed, Mitchell 
j s \ Dunn, St. Benedict. 
PENNSYLVANIA 


William H. Harper, Avondale. 


Calvin W. Saylor, Berlin 

William C. Drager, Boiling Springs. 
hi ve A. Frantz, Confluence. 
Mertie T. Gillies, Devon, 

John H Lyter, Elizabetl ville. 
Cornelin A. Read, Factoryville. 
David M. Gilbert, Hellam. 


Margaret V. Roush. Marysville. 
S. Charles MeClellan, Mifflin. 
Stanley L. Campbell, New Albany. 
Clarence G. Welker, Pennsburg 
Homer D. Sarge, Pine Grove, 
Oscar G. Darlington, Radnor, 
William Perey, Seottdale 
Martin T. Weaver, Strasburg. 
William H. Deppen, Sunbury. 
Cornelius L. Corson, Willow Grove. 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
ae R. Wood, Redfield. 
id L. Brown, Timber Lake. 
Charles Sundling, Vermilion. 





TEN NESSEE 
Jumes Rogers, Dyer. 
Bessie P. Downing. 
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TEXAS 

Maurice M. Boynton, Bronte. 
Herbert L. F. Nienstedt, Burton. 
William A. Reese, Groveton. 
Ulvah Ramsey, Haslam. 
John W. Steg call, Holliday. 
Passett R. Miles, Luling. 
Humphrey M. Fowler, West. 

UTAH 
Dale. 
‘sided: Salina. 


Mattie S. Larsen, Castle 
John O. 
VERMONT 
John §. Kimball, Bethel. 
Claude C. Duval, West Burke. 
WASHINGTON 
Robert J. Robertson, White Salmon. 


HOUSE OF 


Frimay. 





REPRESENTATIVES 
June 6, 1924 

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m., and was called to order 
by the Speaker. 

The Chaplain, Rev. 
the following prayer: 


James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 


Almighty God, Heavenly Father, come to us in wisdom 
and in understanding. Keep us in harmony with Thy plans 
and enable us to get at the very soul of things, In all ques- 
tions and problems, direct us in our deliberations. Do Thou, 
dear Lord, help us to carry our manhood to the very highest 
point of attainment; may it conform to the best that we 
know. Give range and vision to the thoughts that we think 
and to the life that we live. May they in all ways be according 
to Thy will. se not far away. and continue to create in us the 
neblest conceptions of life, character, and duty. In the name 
of Jesus. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

PENSIONS 

Mr. FULLER. Mr, Speaker, L ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s tuble the bill H. R. 6941, with Senate 
amendments, disagree to all of the Senate amendments, and 
usk for a conference, 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous cousent to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 
Senate amendments, disagree to all the Senate 
amendwents, and ask for a conference. The Clerk will re- 
port the bil. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6941) granting pensions and inerease of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and eertain widows 
and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 


| may I ask the gentleman from Illinois ff this bill is loaded 


down with a lot of extraneous matter? 

Mr. FULLER. Yes. That is why 
into conference. 

Mr. CRAMTON. 
on it? 

Mr. FULLER. Yes. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Personally, I think the House should in- 
dicate that that policy of putting extraneous laws on bills 
ought not, im its opinion, to be encouraged. 

Mr. FULLER. I agree with the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was bo objection, and the Speaker announced as 
the conferees on the part of the Heuse Mr. Futier, Mr. 
Exviorr, and Mr. Coox. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles. in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
requested ; 

147. An aet for the relief of Albert Wood; 

149. An act for the relief of Almeda Lucas; 

356. An act for the relief of Harry Ross Hubbard; 
354, An act for the relief of J. H. Toulouse; 


we are asking to go 


There is a lot of extraneous legislation 
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S. 1740. An act to provide relief for the victims of the 
airplane accident at Langin Field; 

S. 2085. An act for the relief of Albert O. Tucker; 

S. 3319. An act authorizing the extension and operation of 
the transcontinental airplane mail service to Boston, Mass. ; 
3464. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
States of Georgia and Florida, through their respective high- 
way departments, to construct a bridge across the St. Marys 
River; and 

S. J. Res. 146. Joint Resolution to amend section 13 of 
the act entitled “An act to provide for the classification of 
civilian positions within the District of Columbia and the 
field service.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 6426) granting pensions 
and inerease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of 
the Regular Army and Navy and certain soldiers and sailors 
of wars other than the Civil War and to widows of such 
soldiers and sailors, in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 7996) to regulate and fix rates of 
wages for employees of the Government Printing Office, in which 


Lt 


' 





Senate Consurrent Resolution 8 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the report of the United States Coal Commission relative to the 
anthracite and bituminous coal industry, with accompanying papers, 
charts, diagrams, and illustrations (including not to exceed one sup 
plemental volume), be printed as a Senate document, with contents and 
index, and that 5,000 additional copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate document room, 100 copies for the use of the Committee on 


| Mines and Mining of the Senate, 3,500 copies for the use of the House 


the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested. | 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 


H. R. 192. An act to provide for a girls’ dormitory at the | 


Fort Lapwai Sanatorium, Lapwai, Idaho; 

H. R. 1438. An act for the relief of D. H. MacAdam ; 

H. R. 2123. An act for the relief of the Thompson-Vache 
Boat Co., of Bonnots Mill, Mo. ; 

H. R. 2126. An act for the relief of C. C. Carson; 

H. R. 2647. An act for the relief of Lena Garagnon Owens; 

S. 412. An act authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint Sergt. Alvin C. York as a captain in the United 
States Army and then place him on the retired list; 

S. 513. An act for the relief of Eustacio B. Davison; 

S. 893. An act for the relief of John H. Rheinlander ; 

S. 1707. An act appropriating money to purchase lands for 
the Clallam Tribe of Indians in the State of Washington, and 
for other purposes ; 

H. R. 2821. An act authorizing the erection of a sanitary fire- 
proof hospital at the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers at Santa Monica, Calif. ; 

H. R. 4012. An act to reimburse William H. Flagg and others 
for property destroyed by mail airplane No. 73, operated by the 
Post Office Department ; 


H. R. 4442. An act to extend the insurance and collect-on- | 


delivery service to third-class mail, and for other purposes ; 


H. R. 5541. An act for the relief of Herbert Reynolds: and | 


H. R. 8237. An act for the relief of Bruusgaard Kiosteruds 
Dampskibs Aktieselskab, a Norwegian corporation of Dram- 
men, Norway. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to 
their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S$. 3319. An act authorizing the extension and operation of 
the transcontinental airplane mail service to Boston, Mass. ; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

S. 147. An act for the relief of Albert Wood; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 149. An act for the relief of Almeda Lucas; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1740. An act to provide relief for the victims of the 
airplane accident at Langin Field; to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 1707. An act appropriating money to purchase lands for 
the Clallam Tribe of Indians in the State of Washington, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 893. An act for the relief of John H. Rheinlander; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

$.513. An act for the relief of Eustacio B. Davison; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

8.412. An act authorizing the President of the United 
States to appoint Sergt. Alvin C. York as a captain in the 
United States Army and then place him on the retired list; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 354. An act for the relief of J. H. Toulouse; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S$. 336. An act for the relief of Harry Ross Hubbard; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 149. An act for the relief of Almeda Lucas; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following concurrent resolution: 


| (Ss > 


document room, and 300 copies for the use of the House Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


S. 2808. An act to regulate within the District of Columbia 
the sale of milk, cream, and ice cream, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENT OF VETERANS’ BUREAU ACT 


Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mi. Speaker, I call up the 
conference report on the Senate bill 2257, to consolidate, codify, 
revise, and reenact the laws affecting the establishment of the 
United States Veterans’ Bureau and the administration of the 
war risk insurance act, as amended, and the voeational re- 
habilitation act, as amended, and ask for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota calls 
up the conference report on the bill S, 2257. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, T ask unani 
mous consent that the statement be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that the statement accompanying the con 
ference report be read in lieu of the report. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. 

The statement was read. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


Is there objection? 


CONFERENCE REPORT 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill 


2257) to consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact the laws 


| affecting the establishment of the United States Veterans’ Bu- 
} reau and the administration of the war risk insurance act, as 


| 





amended, and the vocational rehabilitation act, as amended, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the House 
amendment insert the following: 


“TITLE 1.—GENFPRAL 

“Section 1. This act may be cited as the ‘World War vet- 
erans’ act, 1924.’ 

“Sec. 2. When used in this act— 

“The term ‘bureau’ means the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau. . 

“The term ‘director’ means the Director of the United 
States Veterans’ Bureau. 

“Sec. 3. In Titles II, III, and IV of this act unless the con- 
text otherwise requires— 

“(1) The term ‘child’ includes— 

“(a) A legitimate child. 

“(b) A child legally adopted. 

“(c) A stepchild, if a member of the man’s household. 

“(d) An illegitimate child, but, as to the father only, if 
acknowledged in writing signed by him, or if he has been 
judicially ordered or decreed to contribute to such child's sup- 
port, or has been judicially decreed to be the putative father 
of such child. 

“(2) The term ‘ grandchild’ means a child as above defined 
of a child as above defined. 

“(3) Except as used in section 301 and in section 302, the 
term ‘child’ and ‘grandchild’ are limited to unmarried per- 
sons either (a) under 18 years of age, or (b) of any age, if 
permanently incapable of self-support by reason of mental or 
physical defect. 

“(4) The term ‘parent’ includes a father, mother, grand- 
father, grandmother, father through adoption, mother through 
adoption, stepfather, and stepmother, either of the persons in 
the service or of the spouse. 

“(5) The terms ‘father’ and ‘mother’ include stepfathers 
and stepmothers, fathers and mothers through adoption, and 
persons who have stood in loco parentis to a member of the 
military or naval forces at any time prior to his enlistment or 
induction for a period of not less than one year. 
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“(G) The terms ‘ brother’ 
the half blood as 
stepbrothers and stepsisters, 
m. ; 
The terms ‘brother’ and ‘sister’ Include the children 
1 person who, for a period of not less than one year, stood 
loco purentis to a member of the military or naval forees of 
the United States at any time prior to his enlistment or induc- 


and ‘sister’ include brothers and 
well as those of the whole blood, 
and brothers and sisters through 


{ 
sisters of « 


adept 
‘ (7) 
ot 


tion. or unother member of the same household as to whom such 
person during such period likewise stood in loco parentis. 

(8) The te ‘commissioned officer’ includes a warrant 
officer, but includes Oun.y ab oficer in active service in the mili- 
tury or naval forces of the United States. 

J) The terms ‘man’ and ‘enlisted man’ mean a person, 
wi! hey nale or female, and whether enlisted, enrolled, or 
drafted into aetive service in the military or naval forces of the 
United States, and include noncommissioned and petty officers 
aud inembers of training camps authorized by law. 


(10) The term ‘enlistment’ includes voluntary enlistment, 
ft, and enrollment in active service in the military or naval 
forces of the United States. 


(11) The term ‘injury’ includes disease. 

(12) Lhe term ‘pay’ means the pay for service in the 
United States according to grade and lgngth of service, exclud- 
Ine all atliowances. 

(15) The term ‘ military or naval forces’ means the Army, 
the Navy, the Marine Corps, the Coast Guard, the Naval Re- 
serves, the National Naval Volunteers, and any other branch of 


the United States service while serving pursuant to law with 


the Army or the Navy. 

‘(14) The terms ‘World War, ‘during the period of the 
war, and ‘during the World War,’ mean the period beginning 
April 6, 1917, and ending July 2, 1921. 

‘(15) The terms ‘date of termination of the war’ and 
‘termination of the war,’ mean July 2, 1921. 

‘Sec. 4. There is established an independent bureau under 
the President to be known as the United States Veterans’ 


Bureau, the director of which shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. The 
Director of the United States Veterans’ Bureau shall receive a 
salary of $10,000 per annum, payable monthly. 
Chere shall be included on the technical and administrative 
of the director such staff offieggs, experts, inspectors, and 
assistants the director shall prescribe; and there shall be 
in the United States Veterans’ Bureau such sections and sub- 
divisions thereof as the director shall prescribe. With such 
exceptions as the President may deem advisable, all employees 
shall be subject to the civil service law and regulations made 
thereunder. 
Sec. 5. 


stah 


as 


The director, subject to the general direction of the 


President, shall administer, execute, and enforce the provisions | 


of this act, and for that purpose shall have full power and au- 
thority to make rules and regulations, not inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act, which are necessary or appropriate 
to carry out its purposes, and shall decide all questions arising 
under this act, and all decisions of questions of fact affecting 
any claimant to the benefits of Titles IT, ITI, or IV of this act 
shall be conelusive except as otherwise provided herein. All 
officers and employees of the bureau shall perform such duties 
may be assigned them by the director. All official acts 
performed by such officers or employees specially designated 
therefor by the director shall have the same force and effect 
as though performed by the director in person. Wherever 
under any provision or provisions of the act regulations are 
directed or authorized to be made, such regulations, unless the 
context otherwise requires, shall or may be made by the di- 
rector, The director shall adopt reasonable and proper rules 
to govern the procedure of the divisions and to regulate and 
provide for the nature and extent of the proofs and evidence 
and the method of taking and furnishing the same in order 
to establish the right to benefits of compensation, insurance, 
vocational training, or maintenance and support allowance pro- 
vided for in this act, the forms of application of those claiming 
to be entitled to such benefits, the methods of making investiga- 
tions and medical examinations, and the manner and form of 
adjudications and awards. 

“Src. 6. That the bureau shall have the power, and it shall 
be its duty, to provide for the placement of rehabilitated 
persons in suitable or gainful occupations. The director is 
authorized and directed to utilize, with the approval of the 
Secretary of Labor, the facilities of the Department of Labor, 
in so far as may be practicable, in the placement of rehabili- 
tated persons in suitable or gainful occupations. 

“Sec. 7. The director shall establish a central office In the 
District of Columbia, and such regional offices and suboffices, 


as 


not exceeding 100 in number, within the territory of the United 
States and its outlying possessions as may be deemed neces- 
sary by him and in the best interests of the work committed 
to the Veterans’ Rureau and to carry out the purposes of this 
act. Such regional offices and suboffices, may, subject to final 
action by the director in case of an appeal, and under such 
rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the director, 
exercise such powers for hearing complaints and for examin- 
ing, rating, and awarding compensation claims, granting medi- 
cal, surgical, dental, and hospital care, convalescent care, and 
necessary and reasonable after care, granting vocational train- 
ing and all other matters delegated to them, or some of them, 
by the director as could be performed lawfully under this act 
by the central office. 

“The director may abolish any regional offices or suboffices 
when in his judgment this may be done without detriment to 
the administration of this act, and upon such termination all 
records and supplies pertaining thereto shall be delivered to 
the central office, or as the director shall otherwise prescribe. 

“Sec. 8. That for the purposes of this act the director, 
and such persons as the director may designate, shall have 
the power to issue subpeenas for and compel the attendance 
of witnesses within a radius of 100 miles from the place of 
hearing, to require the production of books, papers, docu- 
ments, and other evidence, to administer oaths, and to ex- 
amine witnesses upon any matter within the jurisdiction of 
the bureau. In case of disobedience to a subpena the bu- 
reau may invoke the aid of any district court of the United 
States in requiring the attendance and testimony of witnesses 
and the production of documentary evidence, and such court, 
within the jurisdiction of whieh the inquiry is carried on, 
may, in case of contumacy or refusal to obey a subpeena issued 
to any officer, agent, or employee of any corporation or other 
person, issue an order requiring such corporation or other 
person to appear before the bureau or to give evidence touch- 
ing the matter in question; and any failure to obey such 
order of the court may be punished by such court as a con- 
tempt thereof. Any person so required to attend as a wit- 
ness shall be allowed and paid the same fees and mileage as 
are paid witnesses in the district courts of the United States. 

“For the purpose of this act the director is authorized to de- 
tail from time to time clerks or persons employed in the bureau 
to make examinations into the merits of compensation and in- 
surance claims, whether pending or adjudicated, as he may deem 
proper, and to aid in the preparation, presentation, or ex- 
amination of such claims; and any such person so detailed shall 
have power to administer oaths, take affidavits, and certify to 
the correctness of the papers and documents pertaining to the 
administration of this act. 

“Sec. 9. In addition to the services of the legal assistants 
employed by the bureau, the director may require the opinion 
of the Attorney General on any questions of law arising in the 
administration of the bureau. 

“ Sec. 10. The director, subject to the general directions of the 
President, shall be responsible for the proper examination, medi- 
cal care, treatment, hospitalization, dispensary, and convalescent 
care, necessary and reasonable after care, welfare of, nursing, 
vocational training, and such other services as may be necessary 
in the carrying out of the provisions of this act, and for that 
purpose is hereby authorized, at the direction of the President 
or with the approval of the head of the department concerned, 
to utilize the now existing or future facilities of the United 
States Public Health Service, the War Department, the Navy 
Department, the Interior Department, the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and such other governmental facili- 
ties as may be made available for the purposes set forth fn this 
act: and such governmental agencies are hereby authorized to 
furnish such facilities, including personnel, equipment, medical, 
surgical, and hospital services and supplies as the director may 
deem necessary and advisable in carrying out the provisions of 
this act, in addition to such governmental facilities as are hereby 
made available. 

“When, in the opinion of the director, the facilities and serv- 
ices utilized for the hospitalization, medical care, and treatment 
for beneficiaries under this act are unsatisfactory, the director 
shall make arrangements for the further hospitalization, care, 
and treatment of such beneficiaries by other means. 

“Tn the event that there is not sufficient Government hospital 
and other facilities for the proper medical care and treatment 
of beneficiaries under this act, and the director deems it neces- 
sary and advisable to secure additional Government facilities, 
he may, within the limits of appropriations made for carrying 
out the provisions of this paragraph, and with the approval of 
the President, improve or extend existing governmental facili- 
ties, or acquire additional facilities by purchase or otherwise. 
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Snch new preperty and structures as may be improved, ex- 
tended. or weautred shall become part of the permanent equip- 
ment of the United States Veterans’ Bureau or of some one of 
the now existing agencics of the Government, including the War 
lbepartment, Navy Department, Interior Department, Treasury 
leepartment, the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 
in such way as will best serve the present emergency, taking 
inte consideration the future services to be rendered the 
veternns of the World War, ineluding the beneficiaries under 
this act. 

“Tn the event Government hospital facilities are insufficient 
or inadequate the director may contract with State, municipal, 
or, in exceptional cases, with private hospitals for such medical, 
surgical, and hospital services and supplies as may be required, 
und sach contracts may be made for a period of not exceeding 
three years and may be for the use of a ward or other hospital 
unit or @n such other basis as may be in the best interest of the 
beneficiaries under this aet. 

“ There are hereby permanently transferred to the Veterans’ 
Bureau all hospitals now or formerly under the jurisdiction of 
the Public Heaith Service or of the Treasury Department, the 
operation, Management, or eontroel of which have heretofore 
heen transferred by the President to said bureau pursuant to 
the authority contained in section 9 of the act entitled ‘An act 
to establish a Veterans’ Bureau and to improve the facilities 
and service of such bureau and further to amend and modify 
the war risk insurance act, approved August 9, 1921.’ 

“Sec. 11. The director is hereby authorized to make such 
rules and regulations as may be deemed necessary in order to 
promote good conduct on the part of persons who are receiving 
care or treatment in hospitals, homes, or institutions as patients 
or beneficiaries of said bureau during their stay in such hos- 
pitals, homes, imstitutions, or training centers. Penalties for 
the breach of such rules and regulations may, with the approval 
ot the director, extend to a forfeiture by the offender of such 
portion of the compensation payable to him, not exceeding three- 
fourths of the monthly installment per month for three months, 
for a breach committed while reeeiving treatment in such hos- 
pital, home, institution, or training center as may be prescribed 
by such rules and regulations. 

“Sec. 12. That the bureau is hereby authorized and em- 
powered to receive, for purposes of benefits provided by Title 
IV hereot, such gifts and donations from either public or private 
sources as may be offered wnconditionally. All moneys so re- 
ceived as gifts or donations shall be paid into the Treasury of 
the United States, and shall constitute a permanent fund, to be 
called the ‘Special fumd for vocational rehabilitation,’ to be 
used under the direction of the said bureau in connection with 
the apprepriations hereby made or hereafter te be made, to 
defray the expenses of providing and maintaining courses of 
vocational rehabilitation; and a full repert of all gifts and 
donations offered and accepted and all disbursements therefrom 
shall be submitted annually to Congress by the director. 

“Spc. 13. All sums heretofore appropriated fer use by the 
Federal Board for Vocational Education as a revolving fund, 
net exceeding $500,000, may be used by the bureau as a revoly- 
ing fund for the purpose of making advancement to persons com- 
mencing or undergoing training under Title IV hereof, such 
advancements to bear no interest and to be reimbursed in such 
installments as may be determined by the director by proper 
deductions from the monthly maintenance and support allow- 
ances allowed by this act. 

“ Seo. 14. That the director of the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau shall on the first Monday in December of each year file 
with the Speaker of the House of Representatives and the Presi- 
dent of the Senate a full and complete report of all activities 
of the United States Veterans’ Bureau, showing in detail the 
number of claimants and the amount of compensation paid, the 
number of veterans of the various wars and expeditions receiv- 
ing hospitalization and medical treatment, the number of de- 
pendents drawing compensation and the amount of such com- 
pensation, the number of persons holding and paying for Gov- 
ernment life insurance, and a full and itemized statement of all 
moneys received and disbursed by the director, or any of his 
agents, for the preceding year. 

“Sec. 15. All sums heretofore appropriated for carrying out 
the provisions of the war risk insurance act and amendments 
thereto and to carry out the provisions of the act entitled 
‘An act to provide for vocational rehabilitation and return 
to civil employment of disabled persons discharged from the 
military or naval forces of the United States, and for other 
purposes,’ approved June 27, 1918, and amendments thereto, 
and all sums heretofore appropriated for carrying out the 
provisions of the act entitled ‘An act to establish a veterans’ 
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bureau and to improve the facilities and service of such burean, 
and further to amend and modify the war risk insurunce act,’ 
approved August 9, 1921, and amendments therete shall, where 
unexpended, be made available for the burenu and may be ex- 
pended in such manner as the director deems necessary in 
carrying out the purposes of this act. 

“Sec. 16. Al! sums heretofore appropriated for the military 
and naval insurance appropriation and all premiums collected 
for the yearly renewable term insurance provided by the pro- 
visions of Title ITI deposited and covered into the Treasury 
te the credit of this appropriation, shall, where unexpended, 
be made available for the bureau. All premiums that may 
hereafter be collected for the yearly renewable term insurance 
provided by the provisions of Title III hereof shall be deposited 


} and covered into the Treasury for the credit of this appro- 
| priation, Such sum, including all premium payments, is made 


available for the payment of the liabilities ef the United 
States incurred under contracts of yearly renewable term in- 
surance made under the provisions of Title IIL, including 
such Tiabilities as shall have been or shall hereafter be re- 
duced to judgment in a district court of the United States or 
in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. Payments 
from this appropriation shall be made upon and in accordance 
with the awards by the director. 

“Sec. 17. That all premiums paid on account of insurance 
converted under the provisious of Title III hereof shall be de- 
posited and covered into the Treasury to the credit of the 
United States Government life insurance fund and shall be 
available for the payment of losses, dividends, refunds, and 
other benefits provided for under such imsurance, including such 
linbilities as shall have been or shall hereafter be reduced to 
judgment in a district court of the United States or in the 
Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. Payments from 
this fund shall be made upon and in aceordance with awurds 
by the director. 

“The bureau is authorized to set aside out of the fund so col- 
lected such reserve funds as may be required, under accepted 
actuarial principles, to meet all Habilities under such insur 
ance; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
to invest and reinvest the said United States Government life 
insurance fund, or any part thereof, in interest-bearing obliga- 
tions of the United States or bonds of the Federal farm-loan 
banks and to sell said obligations of the United States or the 
bonds of the federal farm-loan banks for the purposes of such 
fund. 

“Sre. 18 That the Comptroller General of the United States 
is hereby authorized and directed to allow credit tn the accounts 
of the disbursing clerk of the bureau for o1l payments of insur- 
anee installments hereafter made, without verification of the 
deduction on the pay rolls, of such premiums as may have 
accrued prior to January 1, 1921, while the insured was in the 
service. 

“Src. 19. That no claim agent or attorney except the recog- 
nized representatives of the American Red Cross, the American 
Legion, the Disabled American Veterans, and the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars and such other organizations as shall he ap- 
proved by the director, shall be recognized in the presentation 
or adjudication of claims under Titles IJ, III, and IV, except 
that in the event of disagreement as to claim under a contract 
of insurance between the burean and any beneficiary or bene- 
ficiaries thereunder an action on the claim may be brought 
against the United States either in the Supreme Court of the 
District of Columbia or in the district court of the United 
States in and for the district in which such beneficiaries or any 
one of them resides, and that whenever judgment shall be ren- 
dered in an action brought pursuant to this provision, the court, 
as part of its Judgment, shall determine and allow such reason- 
able attorney’s fees, not to exceed 5 per cent of the amount re- 
covered, to be paid by the claimant In behalf of whom such 
proceedings were instituted to his attorney, said fee to be paid 
veut of the payments to be made to the beneficiary under the 
judgment rendered at a rate not exceeding one-tenth of each 
of such payments until paid. All persons having or claiming 
to have an interest In such insurance may be made parties 
to said suit, and such as are not inhabitants of or found 
within the district in which suit is brought, may be brought 
in by order of the court to be served personally or by publi- 
cation as the court may direct. The procedure in such suits 
shall otherwise be the same as that provided for suits in the 
district courts by the act entitled ‘An act providing for the 
bringing of sufts against the United States,’ approved March 
8, 1887, as amended. 

“Sec. 20. That for the purpose of this act the marriage of 
the claimant to the person on account of whom the claim is 
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nade shall be shown by such testimony as the director may 
preseribe by regulations 

sec. 21. That where any payment under this act is to be 
mode to a minor, other than a person in the military or naval 
forces of the United States, or to a person mentally incompe- 


tent, or under other legal disability adjudged by a court of com- 
petent jurisdiction, such payment may be made to the person 
constituted cuardian, curator, or conservator by the 
State or residence of claimant, otherwise 
legully vested with responsibility or care of the claimant or his 
estate: Provided, That prior to receipt of notice by the bureau 
that any such person is under such other legal disability ad- 
judged by some court of competent jurisdiction, payment may 
be made Provided further, That for the 
Pury benefits under Title [IL hereof, where 
uardian, curator, or conservator of the person under a legal 
disability been appointed under the laws of the State or 
of the claimant, the director shall determine the per- 
Vii is otherwise legally vested with responsibility or care 
laimant or his estate: And provided further, That the 
ltrector, in his diseretion, may suspend such payments to any 
such guardian, curator, conservator, or other person who shall 
rexglect or ulter reasonable notice, to render an account 
to the director from time to time showing the application of 
uch puyments for the benefit such minor or incompetent 
Dewees 
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Chat the compensation, insurance, and mainte- 


nanee and support allowance payable under Titles 11, 111, and 
IV, respectively, shall not be assignable: shall not be subject 
to the claims of creditors of any person to whom an award is 
mmade under Titles II, Lif, or IV; and shall be exempt from all 
axation: Provided, That such compensation, insurance, and 
natntenance and support allowance shall be subject to any 


laims which the United States may have under Titles IT, IIT, 
IV, and V, against the person on whose account the compensa- 
tion, insurance, or maintenance and support allowance is pay- 
ible. 

Chat the provisions of this section shall not be construed 
to prohibit the assignment by uny person to whom converted 
insurance shall be payable under Title I1f of such act of his 
interest in such insurance to any other member of the 
mitted class of beneficiaries. 


per- 
. 26. The discharge or dismissal of any person from the 
inilitary or nayal forces on the ground that he is guilty of 
mutiny, treason, spying, or any offense involving moral turpl- 
tude, or willful and persistent misconduct, which he has 
been found guilty by a court-martial, or that he is an enemy 


hf 


at 


alien, conscientious objector, or a deserter, shall terminate 
any insurance granted on the life of such person under the 
provisions of Tithe Lil and shall bar all rights to any com- 
pensation under Title Ul, or any insurance under Title III, 
rouny maintenance and support allowance under Title IV: 


Provided, That as to converted insurance, the cash surrender 

alue thereof, if any, on the date of such discharge or dis- 
missal shall be paid the insured, if living, and if dead to the 
designated heneficiary: Provided further, That an enemy alien 
who volunteered or who was drafted into the Army, Navy, or 
Marine Corps of the United States during the World War, and 
who was not discharged from the service on his own applica- 
tion or solicitation by reason of his being an enemy alien, and 
whose service was honest and faithful, shall be entitled to the 
benetits under Titles Il, III, and IV hereof: Provided further, 
That in case any person has been dishonorably discharged from 
the military or naval forces as a result of a court-martial 
trial, and it is thereafter established to the satisfaction of the 
director that at the time of the commission of the offense re- 
sulting in such court-martial trial and discharge that such 
person was insane, such person shall be entitled to the com- 
pensation, insurance, and vocational-training benefits under 
Titles II, 111, and 1V hereof: Provided further, That this sec- 
tion shall be deemed to be in effect as of April 6, 1917, and 
the director is hereby authorized and directed to make pro- 
by bureau regulation for payment of any insurance 
claim or adjustment in insurance-premium account of any in- 
surance contract which would not now be affected by this 
section as amended. 

* Seo. 24. That if after induction by the local draft board, or 
after being called into Federal service as a member of the Na- 
tional Guard, but before being accepted and enrolled for active 
service, the person died or became disabled as a result of dis- 
ease contracted or injury suffered in the line of duty and not 
due to his own willful misconduct involving moral turpitude, or 
as a result of the aggravation, in the line of duty, and not 
because of his own willful misconduct involving moral turpitude, 
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of an existing disease or injury, he or those entitled thereto 
shall receive the benefits of compensation payable under Title 
II; and any insurance application made by such person after 
induction by the local draft board but before being accepted 
and enrolled for active service shall be deemed valid. 

“ Sec. 25. Any person who between the 6th day of April, 1917, 
and the 11th day of November, 1918, applied for enlistment or 
enrollment in the military or naval forces, and who was ac- 
cepted provisionally and directed or ordered to a camp, post, 
Station, or other place for final acceptance into such service, 
shall be deemed to have the same status as an inducted man 
not yet accepted and enrolled for active service during the 
period while such person was complying with such order or 
direction, and during such compliance, and until his final 
acceptance or rejection for enlistment or enrollment into the 
military or naval forces, shall be entitled to the same benefits 
under Titles II and III hereof as an inducted man not yet 
accepted and enrolled for active service. 

_ “Sec. 26. That the amount of the monthly installments of 
compensation, yearly renewable term insurance, or accrued 
maintenance and support allowance which has become payable 
under the provisions of Titles II, III, or IV hereof, but which 
has not been paid prior to the death of the person entitled to 
receive the sume, may be payable to the personal representa- 
tives of such person: Provided, That in cases where the estate 
of the decedent would escheat under the laws of the place of 
his residence, such instaliments shall not be paid to the estate 
of the decedent but shall escheat to the United States and shall 
be credited to the appropriation from which the original award 
was made. 

“Sec. 27. That all payments of compensation and insurance 
heretofore made pursuant to a regulation permitting permanent 
and total disability to be presumed from hospitalization or 
ratings of less than permanent total disability shall be deemed 
valid and no recovery thereof shall be made: Provided, That 
nothing herein shall operate to validate insurance not in force 
on the date an award thereof was approved, except where 
premiums have been thereafter accepted. 

“Sec. 28. There shall be no recovery of payments from any 
beneficiary who, in the judgment of the director, is without 
fault on his part, and where, in the judgment of the director, 
such recovery would defeat the purpose of benefits otherwise 
authorized or would be against equity and good conscience. 

“ Sec. .29. The director is authorized, in his discretion, to sell, 
lease, or exchange surplus equipment, supplies, products, or 
waste materials belonging to the bureau or any of its plants 
or institutiens; and to lease for a term, not exceeding three 
years, lands or buildings, or parts or parcels thereof, belonging 
to the United States and under the control of the bureau. The 
net proceeds of all such sales, leases, or exchanges shall be cov- 
ered into the Treasury of the United States as miscellaneous 
receipts. 

“Sec. 30. That all files, records, reports, and other papers 
and documents pertaining to any claim for the benefits of this 
act, whether pending or adjudicated, shall be deemed confi- 
dential and privileged and no disclosure thereof shall be made 
except as follows: 

“(a) To a claimant or his duly authorized representative, 
as to matters concerning himself alone, when in the judgment 
of the director such disclosure would not be injurious to the 
physical or mental health of the claimant; 

“(b) Where required by the process of a United States court 
to be produced in any suit or proceeding therein pending; or 
when such production is deemed by the director to be neces- 
sary in any suit or proceeding brought under the provisions 
of this act; 

“(c) In all proceedings in the nature of an inquest into the 
mental competency of a claimant, and in all other judicial pro- 
ceedings when, in the judgment of the director, such disclosure 
is deemed necessary and proper; 

“(d) The amount of compensation or training allowance of 
any beneficiary shali be made known to any person who applies 
for such information. 

“Wherever the production of a file, record, report, or other 
document is required or permitted by this section a certified 
copy thereof may be produced in lieu of the original, and such 
certified copy shall be received in evidence with like force and 
effect as the original. 

“Sec. 31. The provisions of this act shall not apply to any 
conscientious objector who refused to perform military duty or 
refused to wear the uniform, or to any alien who was dis- 
charged from the military or naval forces prior to November 11, 
1918, on account of his alienage. 
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“ TITLE I1.—-COMPENSATION AND TREATMENT 


“Src. 200. For death or disability resulting from personal 
iniury suffered or disease contracted in the military or naval 
service on or after April 6, 1917, and before July 2, 1921, or 
for an aggravation or recurrence of a disability existing prior 
to examination, acceptance, and enrollment for service, when 
such aggravation was suffered and contracted in, or such recur- 
rence was caused by, the military or naval service on or after 
April 6, 1917, and before July 2, 1921, by any commissioned 


officer or enlisted man, or by any member of the Army Nurse | 
Corps (female), or of the Navy Nurse Corps (female) when | 


employed in the active service under the War Department or 
Navy Department, the United States shall pay to such com- 
missioned officer or enlisted man, member of the Army Nurse 


the discretion of the director, separately to his or her depend- 
ents, compensation as hereinafter provided; but no compensa- 
tion shall be paid if the injury, disease, aggravation, or recur- 
rence has been caused by his own willful misconduct: Provided, 
That no person suffering from paralysis, paresis, or blindmess, 
or from constitutional Ives requiring lespitaltization, as the 
result of disease, shall be denied compensation while a patient in 
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a Veterans’ Bureau hospital by reason of willful misconduet. | 


That for the purposes of this section every such oflicer, enlisted 
man, or other member employed in the active service under 
the War Department or Navy Department who was discharged 
or who resigned prior to July 2, 1921, and every such officer, 
enlisted man, or other member employed in the active service 
under the War Department or Navy Depariment on or before 
November 11, 1918, who on or after July 2, 1921, is discharged 
or resigns, shall be conclusively held and taken to have been 
in sound condition when examined, accepted, and enrolled for 
service, except as to defects, disorders, or infirmities made of 
record in any manner by proper authorities of the United States 
at the time of, or prior to, inception of active service, to the 
extent to which any such defect, disorder, or infirmity was so 
made of record: Provided, That an ex-service man who is shown 
to have or, if deceased, to have had, prior to January 1, 1925, 
neuropsychiatric disease, an active tuberculous disease, paraly- 
sis agitans, encephalitis lethargica, or amoebic dysentery, de- 
veloping a 10 per cent degree of disability or more in accord- 
ance with the provisions of subdivision (4) of section 202 of 
this act shall be presumed to have acquired his disability in 
such service between April 6, 1917, and July 2, 1921, or to have 
suffered an aggravation of a preexisting neuropsychiatric disease, 
tuberculosis, paralysis agitans, encephalitis lethargica, or amoe 
bie dysentery, in such service between said dates, and said pre- 
sumption shall be conclusive in cases of active tuberculous dis- 
ease, but in all other cases said presumption shall be rebuttable 
by clear and convincing evidence; but nothing in this proviso 
shall be construed to prevent a claimant from receiving the 
benefits of compensation and medical care and treatment for a 
disability due to these diseases of more than 10 per cent de- 
gree (in accordanee with the provisions of subdivision (4), 
section 202, of this act) on or subsequent to January 1, 1925, 
if the facets of the case substantiate his claim. 

“Sec. 201. That if death results from injury— 

“If the deceased leaves a widow or child, or if he leaves 
a mother or father either or both dependent upon him for 
support, the monthly compensation shall be the following 
amounts: 

“(a) If there is a widow but no child, $30, 

“(b) If there is a widow and one child, $40, with $6 for 
each additional child. 

“(c) If there is no widow, but one child, $20. 

“(d) If there is no widow, but two children, $30. 

“(e) If there is no widow, but three children, $40, with 
$5 fer each additional child. 

“(f) If there is a dependent mother (or dependent father), 
$20, or both, $380. The amount payable under this subdivision 
shall not exceed the difference between the total amount 
payable to the widow and children and the sum of $75. 
Such compensation shall be payable whether the dependency 
of the father or mother, or both, arises before or after the 
death of the person, but no compensation shall be payable 
if the dependency arises more than five years after the death 
of the person. 

“(1) If death occur or shall have occurred subsequent to 
April 6, 1917, and before discharge or resignation from the sery- 
ice, the United States shall pay for burial expenses and the 
return of body to his home a sum not to exceed $150, as may 
be fixed by regulation. Where a veteran of any war dies after 
discharge or resignation from the service and does not leave 
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sufficient assets to meet the expenses of his burial and the 
transportation ef his bedy, and such expenses are not other- 
wise provided for, the United States Veterans’ Bureau shall 
pay the follewing sums: For a flag to drape the casket, and 
after burial te be given to the next of kin of the deceased, a 
sum not exceeding $5; also for burial expenses, a sum not ex- 
ceeding $100, to such person or persons as may be fixed by 
regulations: Provided, That when such person dies while reveiv- 


| ing from the bureau compensation or vocational training, the 


above benefits shall be payable without reference to the indi- 
gency of the deceased: Provided further, That where such per- 
son, While receiving frem the bureau medical, surgical, or 
hospital treatment or vocational training, dies away from home 
and at the piace to which he was ordered by the bureau, or 


‘ 2 . - “€ | while traveling under orders of the bureau, the above benefits 
Corps (female) or of the Navy Nurse Corps (female), or, in | 


shall be payable witheut reference te the indigency of the 
deceased and in addition thereto the actual and necessary cost 
of the transpertation ef the bedy of the person (including prep- 
aration of the body) to the place of burial within the conti- 
nental limits of the United States, and including alse, in the 
discretion of the direetor, the actwal and necessary cost of 
transportation of an attendant: And provided further, That no 
accrued pension or compensation due at the time of death shall 


| be deducted from the sum allowed. 


“(2) The payment of compensation to a widow shall continue 
until her death or remarriage, and the payment of compensation 
to a parent shall continue to the death of each parent. 

“(3) The payment of compensation to or for a child shall 
continue until such child reaches the age of 18 years or marries, 
or if such child be permanently incapable of self-suppert by 
reason of mental or physieal defect, then during such incapacity, 

“(4) Whenever the compensation payable to or for the bene- 
fit of any person under the previsiens of this seetion is termi 
nated by the happening of the contingency upoa which it is 
limited, the compensation thereafter for the remaining bene- 
liciary or beneticiaries, if any, shall be the amount which would 
have been payable to them if they had been the sole original 
beneficiaries. 

“(5) As between the widow and the children net in her cus- 
tody, and as between children, the amount of compensation shall 
be apportioned as may be prescribed by regulation. 

“(6) The term ‘widow’ as used in this section shall not in- 
clude one who shall have married the deceased later than 10 
years after the time of injury, and shall include widower when- 


| ever his condition is such that if the deceased person were liv- 


ing he would have been dependent upon her for support. 

“(7) That this section shall be deemed to be in effeet as of 
April 6, 1917: Provided, however, That the receipt of a gratuity, 
pension, or compensation by widow, or parent, on account of 
the death pf any person shall not bar the payment of compensa- 
tion on account of the death of any other person: Provided, 
That before compensation under this section shall be paid 
there shall first be deducted from said sum so as to be paid the 
amount of any payments made under apy ether law on account 
of the death or disability of the same person: Provided further, 
That no changes in rates or compensation made by this act 
shall be retroactive in effeet. 

“Sec. 202. That if disability results from the injury— 

“(1) If and while the disability is rated as total and tem- 
porary, the monthly compensation shall be the following 
amounts, payable monthly or semimonthly as the director may 
prescribe: 

“(a) If the disabled person has neither wife nor child liv- 
ing, $80. 

“(b) If he has a wife but no ehild living, $90. 

“(c) If he has a wife and one child living, $95, and $5 fer 
each additional child. 

“(d) If be has no wife and one child living, $90, with $5 for 
each additional ehild. 

“(e) If he has a mother or father, either or both dependent 
on him for support, then, in addition te the above amounts, $10 
for each parent so dependent. 

“(2) If and while the disability fs rated as partial and tem- 
porary, the monthly compensation shall Be a percentage of the 
compensation that would be payable for his total and temporary 
disability, equal to the degree of the reduction in earning 
capacity resulting from the disability, but no compensation 
shall be payable for a reduction in earning capacity rated at 
less than 10 per cent. 

“That any ex-service man shown to have had a tubereular 
disease of compensable degree, and who has been hospitalized 
for a period of one year, and who in the judgment of the 
director has reached a condition ef complete arrest of his dis- 
ease, and who shall be discharged from further hospitalization, 
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shall be ed as temporarily totally disabled, and such rating 
hall not be decreased within a period of six months, 
>) If and while the disability is rated as total and perma- 
nent, the rate of compensation shall be $100 per month: Pro- 
vided, however, That the permanent loss of the use of both 
feet or both hands, or of both eyes, or of one foot and one hand, 
or of one foot and one eye, or of one hand and one eye, or the 
loss of hearing of both ears, or becoming permanently helpless 
or permanently bedridden, shall be deemed to be total, perma- 
nent disability: Provided further, That the compensation for 
the loss of the use of both eyes shall be $150 per month, and 
ihat compensation for the loss of the use of both eyes and one 
or more limbs shall be $200 per month: Provided further, That 
for double, total, permanent disability the rate of compensation 
shall be $200 per month 
“That any ex-service man shown to have a_ tuberculous 
disease of compensable degree, and who has been hospitalized 
for u period of one year, and who, in the judgment of the di- 
rector, will not reach a condition of arrest by further hospitali- 


zation, and whose discharge from hospitalization will not be’ 


prejudicial to the beneficiary or his family, and who is not, in 
the judgment of the director, feasible for training, shall, upon 
his request, be discharged from hospitalization and rated as 
temporarily and totally disabled, said rating to continue for 
the period of three years: Provided, however, That nothing in 
this subdivision shall deny the beneficiary the right, upon pres- 
entation of satisfactory evidence, to be adjudged to be perma- 
nently and totally disabled. 

“(4) If and while the disability is rated as partial and per- 
manent, the monthly compensation shall be a percentage of the 
compensation that would be payable for his total and perma- 
nent disability equal to the degree of the reduction in earning 
capacity resulting from the disability, but no compensation shall 
be payable for a reduction in earning capacity rated at less 
than 10 per cent. 

“A schedule of ratings of reductions in earning capacity from 
injuries or combinations of injuries shall be adopted and ap- 
plied by the bureau. Ratings may be as high us 100 per cent. 
The ratings shall be based, as far as practicable, upon the 
average impairments of earning capacity resulting from such 
injuries in civil occupations similar to the occupation of the 
injured man at the time of enlistment and not upon the impair- 
ment in earning capacity in each individual case, so that there 
shall be no reduction in the rate of compensation for individual 
success in overcoming the handicap of an injury. The bureau 
in adopting the schedule of ratings of reduction in earning ca- 
pacity shall consider the impairment in ability to secure em- 
ployment which results from such injuries. The bureau shall 
from time to time readjust this schedule of ratings whenever 
actual experience shall show that it is unjust to the disabled 
veteran. 

“(5) If the disabled person is so helpless as to be in constant 
need of a nurse or attendant, such additional sum shall be paid, 
but not exceeding $50 per month, as the director may deem 
reasonable. 

“(6) In addition to the compensation above provided, the in- 
jured person shall be furnished by the United States such rea- 
sonable governmental medical, surgical, and hospital services, 
including payment of court costs and other expenses incident 
to proceedings heretofore or hereafter taken for commitment of 
mentally incompetent persons to hospitals for the care and 
trentment of the insane, and shall be furnished. with such sup- 
plies, including wheel chairs, artificial limbs, trusses, and similar 
uppliances, as the director may determine to be useful and 
reasonably necessary, which wheel chairs, artificial limbs, 
trusses, and similar appliances may be procured by the bureau 
in such manner, either by purchase or manufacture, as the 
director may determine to be advantageous and reasonably nec- 
essury: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to 
affect the necessary military control over any member of the 
Military or Naval Establishments before he shall have been 
discharged from the military or naval service. 

“(7) Where any disabled person having neither wife, child, 
nor dependent parent shall, after July 1, 1924, have been main- 
tained by the bureau for a period or periods amounting to 
six months in a neuropsychiatric hospital or hospitals, and 
shall be deemed by the director to be permanently insane, the 
compensation for such person shall thereafter be $20 per month 
so long as he shall thereafter be maintained by the bureau in 
a neuropsychiatric hospital or hospitals; and such compensa- 
tion may, in the discretion of the director, be paid to the 
chief officer of said hospital to be used for the benefit of such 
patient: Provided, however, That if such patient shall recover 
his reason and shall be discharged from such hospital as cured, 
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an additional amount of $60 per month shall be paid to him 
for each month the rate of compensation was reduced as pro- 
vided by this subdivision. 

“The compensation of any inmate of an asylum or hospital 
for the insune, or any part thereof, may, in the discretion vo! 
the director, be paid to the chief oflicer of said asylum or hos- 
pital to be used for the benefit of such inmate. 

“After June 30, 1927, the monthly rate of compensation for 
all veterans (other than those totally and permanently dis- 
abled), who are being maintained by the bureau in a hospital 
of any description and who are without wife, child, or de- 
pendent parent, shall not exceed $40. 

“(8) The director shall prescribe by regulation the condi- 
tions and limitations whereby all patients or beneficiaries of 
the bureau who are receiving treatment through the bureau as 
patients in a hospital may allot any proportion or proportions 
or any fixed amount or amounts of their monthly compensation 
for such purposes and for the benefit of such person or persons 
as they may direct. 

“In case such patient has not allotted three-fourths of his 
monthly compensation, and in case the director shall find that 
by gross dissipation he is retarding his own progress to recov- 
ery, then regulations to be made by the director may provide 
that (except in the case of neuropsychiatric patients who are 
within the terms of the first paragraph of subdivision (7) 
hereof) any unallotted portion of such three-fourths compen- 
sation shall be deposited to the patient's credit with the Treas- 
urer of the United States, to accumulate at such rate of interest 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may determine, but at a rate 
never less than 34 per cent per annum; and when such patient 
Shall be discharged by the bureau from hospital care the said 
deposit and interest shall be paid to such patient, if living; 
otherwise to any beneficiary or beneficiaries he may have des- 
ignated, or, if there be no such beneficiary, then to the execu- 
tor or administrator of the estate of such deceased person: 
Provided, That this paragraph shall not be so construed as to 
prevent payment by the bureau from the amounts due to the 
decedent’s estate of his funeral expenses, expenses of last ill- 
ness, board, rent, lodging, or other household expenses for 
which the decedent is liable, provided a claim therefor is 
presented by the creditors or by the person or persons who 
actually paid the same before settlement by the bureau. 

“The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
invest and reinvest the said allotments deposited with him, or 
any part thereof, in interest-bearing obligations of the United 
States and to sell the obligations for the purposes of said funds. 

“(9) In addition to the care, treatment, and appliances now 
authorized by law, said bureau also shall provide, without 
charge therefor, hospital, dental, medical, surgical, and con- 
valescent care and treatment and prosthetic appliances for 
any member of the military or naval forces of the United 
States, not dishonorably discharged, disabled by reason of any 
wound or injury received or disease contracted, or by reason 
of any aggravation of a preexisting injury or disease, spe- 
cifically noted at examination for entrance into or employment 
in the active military or naval service, while in the active 
military or naval service of the United States on or after 
April 6, 1917, and before July 2, 1921: Provided, That the 
wound or injury received or disease contracted or aggravation 
of a preexisting injury or disease, for which such hospital, 
dental, medical, surgical, and convalescent care and treatment 
and prosthetic appliances shall be furnished, was incurred 
in the military or naval service and not caused by his own 
willful misconduct: Provided, That where a beneficiary of the 
bureau suffers or has suffered an injury or contracted a dis- 
ease in service entitling him to the benefits of this subdivision, 
and an emergency develops or bas developed requiring imme- 
diate treatment or hospitalization on account of such injury or 
disease, und no bureau facilities are or were then feasibly 
available and in the judgment of the director delay would be 
or would have been hazardous, the director is authorized to 
reimburse such beneficiary the reasonable value of such service 
received from sources other than the bureau. 

“(10) That all hospital facilities under the control and juris- 
diction of the bureau shall be available for every honorably 
discharged veteran of the Spanish-American War, the Philip- 
pine insurrection, the Boxer rebellion, or the World War suffer- 
ing from neuropsychiatric or tubercular ailments and diseases, 
paralysis agitans, encephalitis lethargica, or amoebic dysentery, 
or the loss of sight of both eyes regardless whether such ail- 
ments or diseases are due to military service or otherwise, in- 
cluding traveling expenses as granted to those receiving com- 
pensation and hospitalization under this act. The director is 


further authorized, so far as he shall find that existing Gov- 
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ernment facilities permit, to furnish hospitalization and neces- 
sary traveling expenses to veterans of any war, military occupa- 
tion, or military expedition since 1897, not dishonorably dis- 
charged, without regard to the nature or origin of their dis- 
abilities: Provided, That preference to admission to any Gov- 


unable to pay for hospitalization and their necessary traveling 
expenses, 

“(11) The director shall have the same power, and shall 
be subject to the same limitations, in the sale of surplus or 
condemned supplies, material, and other personal property as 
now pertain to the Secretary of War. The director is author- 
ized to make regulations governing the disposal of articles pro- 
duced by patients of such bureau in the course of their curative 
treatment, or to allow the patients to sell or to retain such 
articles. 

“(12) Where the disabled person is a patient in a hospital 
or where for any other reason the disabled person and his 
wife ure not living together, or where the children are not in 
the custedy of the disabled person, the amount of the compensa- 
cion shall be apportioned as may be prescribed by regulations, 

“(13) The term ‘wife’ as used in this section shall include 
‘husband’ if the husband is dependent upon the wife for sup- 
port. 

“(14) That the bureau is authorized to furnish transporta- 
tion, also the medical, surgical, and hospital services and the 
supplies and appliances provided by subdivision (6) hereof, to 
discharged members of the military or naval forees of those 
governinents which have been associated in war with the United 
States since April 6, 1917, and come within the provisions of 
laws of such governments similar to this act, at such rates and 
under such regulations as the director may prescribe; and the 
bureau is hereby authorized to utilize the similar services, sup- 
plies, and appliances provided for the discharged members of 
the military and naval forces of those governments which have 
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obstruction continues, and no compensation shall be payable for 
the intervening period. 
“Sec. 204. Every person in receipt of compensation for dis- 
ability shall submit to any reasonable medical or surgical treat- 


| ment furnished by the bureau whenever requested by the bu- 
ment hospital for hospitalization under the provisions of this | 


subdivision shall be given to those veterans who are financially 


reau; and the consequences of unreasonable refusal to submit 
to any such treatment shall not be deemed to result from the 


| injury compensated for. 


“Sec. 205. Upon its own motion or upon application the bu- 
reau may at any time review an award and, in accordance with 
the facts found upon such review, may end, diminish, or in 
crease the compensation previously awarded, or, if compensa- 
tion is increased, or if compensation has been refused, reduced, 
or discontinued, may (subject to the provisions of section 210 
hereof) award compensation in proportion to the degree of dis- 
ability sustained as of the date such degree of disability began, 
but not earlier than the date of discharge or resignation. Ex 
cept in cases of fraud participated in by the beneficiary, no re- 
duction in compensation shall be made retroactive, and no re- 
duction or discontinuance of compensation shall be effective 
until the Ist day of the third calendar month next succeeding 
that in which such reduction or discontinuance is determined. 

“Sec. 206. That no compensation shall be payable for death 
or disability which does not occur prior to or within one year 
after discharge or resignation from the service, except as pro- 
vided in section 200 of this act, and except where there is an 
official record of the injury during service or at the time of 
separation from active service, or where within one year from 
the approval of this act, satisfactory evidence is furnished the 
bureau to establish that the injury was suffered or aggravated 
during active service. Where there is official record of injury 
during service compensation shall be payable in accordance 
with the provisions of this title, for death or disability when- 
ever occurring, proximately resulting from such injury. 

“Sec. 207. That compensation shall not be payable for death 
in the course of the service until the death be officially recorded 


been associated in war with the United States sinee April 6, | in the department under which the person may be serving. 
1917, by the laws of such governments similar to this act, in | No compensation shall be payable for a period during which 
furnishing the discharged members of the military and naval | the man has been reported ‘ missing’ and a family allowance 
forces of the United States who live within the territorial | has been paid for him under the provisions of Article II of 
limits of such governments and come within the provisions of | the act of October 6, 1917, 

subdivision (6) hereof, with the services, supplies, and appli- “Sec. 208. That no compensation shall be payable for death 
ances provided for in such subdivision; and any appropriations | inflicted as a lawful punishment for crime or military offense 
that have been or may hereafter be made for the purpose of | except when inflicted by the enemy. A dismissal or discharge 
furnishing the services, supplies, and appliances provided for by | by sentence of court-martial from the service shall bar and 
subdivision (6) hereof are hereby made available for the pay- | terminate all right to any compensation under the provisions 
ment to such governments or their agencies for the services, | of this title for the period of service from which 
supplies, and appliances so furnished at such rates and under | charge is given. 
such regulations as the director may prescribe. 

“(15) That any person who is now receiving a gratuity or 
pension from the United States under existing law shall not 
receive compensation under this section unless he shall first 
: surrender all claim to further payments of such gratuity or 

pension, except as provided in subdivision 7 of section 201. 
“(16) No compensation hereunder shall be paid for the 
period during which any such person is being furnished by the 
bureau a course of vocational rehabilitation and support as 
authorized in Title IV hereof: Provided, however, That in the 
event any person pursuing a course of vocational rehabilitation 
is entitled under Title IT of this act to compensation in an 
amount in excess of the payments made to him under Title IV 
hereof for his support and the support of his dependents, if 
any, the bureau shall pay monthly to such person such addi- 
tional amount as may be necessary to equal the total compensa- 
tion due under Title IT hereof. 

“(17) That no changes in rates of compensation made by 
this act shall be retroactive in effect. 

“Sec. 203. That every person applying for or in receipt of 
compensation for disability under the provisions of this title 
and every person applying for treatment under the provisions 
of subdivisions (9) or (10) of section 202 hereof, shall, as fre- 
quently and at such times and places as may be reasonably re- 
quired, submit himself to examination by a medical officer of 
the United States or by a duly qualified physician designated 
or approved by the director. He may have a duly qualified 
physician designated and paid by him present to participate 
in such examination, For all examinations he shall, in the dis- 
cretion of the director, be paid his reasonable traveling and 
other expenses and also loss of wages incurred in order to sub- 
mit to such examination. If he shall neglect or refuse to sub- 
mit to such examination, or shall in any way obstruct the same, 
his right to claim compensation under this title shall be sus- 
pended until such neglect, refusal, or obstruction ceases. No 
compensation shall be payable while such neglect, refusal, or 
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“Sec. 209. That no compensation shall be payable and that 
(except as provided by subdivision (10) of section 202 hereof) 
no tréatment shall be furnished unless a claim therefor be 
filed in case of disability within five years after discharge or 
resignation from the service, or, in case of death during the 
service, within five years after such death is officially recorded 
in the department under which he may be serving: Provided, 
however, That where compensation is payable for death or disa- 
bility occurring after discharge or resignation from the service, 
claim must be made within five years after such death or the 
beginning of such disability. 

“The time herein provided may be extended by the director 
not to exceed two years for good cause shown. If at the time 
that any right accrues to any person under the provisions 
of this title such person is a minor, or is of unsound mind or 
physically unable to make a claim, the time herein provided 
shall not begin to run until such disability ceases. 

“Sec. 210. That no compensation shall be payable for any 
period more than one year prior to the date of claim therefor, 
nor shall increased compensation be awarded to revert back 
more than six months prior to the date of claim therefor. 
Except in case of fraud participated in by the beneficiary, no 
reduction in compensation shall be made retroactive. 

“Sec. 211. Compensation because of disability or death of 
members of the Army Nurse Corps (female) or of the Navy 
Nurse Corps (female) shall be in lieu of any compensation 
for such disability or death under the act entitled ‘An act 
to provide compensation for employees of the United States 
suffering injuries while in the performance of their duties, 
and for other purposes,’ approved September 7, 1916. 

“Sec. 212. This act is intended to provide a system for the 
relief of persons who were disabled, and for the dependents 
of those who died as a result of disability suffered in the 
military service of the United States between April 6, 117, 
and July 2, 1921. For such disabilities and deaths no other 
pension laws or laws providing for gratuities or payments in 
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the event of death in the service shall be applicable: Provided, 
however, That the laws relating to the retirement of persons 
in the regular military or naval service shall not be consid- 
ered to be laws providing for pensions, gratuities, or pay- 
ments within the meaning of this section: And provided fur- 
ther, That compensation under this title shall not be paid 
while the person is in receipt of active service or retirement 
pou rities IL and IV of is act shall not be applicable to 
uny disability or resultant death in the service if such disa- 
bility oecurred as a result of service prior to April 6, 1917, 
or atter July 2; 1021. 


“ Sec. 213. That where any beneficiary of this bureau suffers 


or has suffered an injary or an aggravation of an existing injury 
aus the result of training, bospitalization, or medical or surgical 
trentment awarded to him by the director and not the result of 
his misconduet, and such injury or aggravation of an existing 


injury results in additional disability to or the death of such 
beneficiary, the benefits of this title shall be awarded in the 
s#ine manner as though such disability, aggravation, or death 
wis the result of military service during the World War. The 
benetits of this section shall be in lieu of the benefits under the 
ael entitled ‘An act to provide compensation for employees of 


‘ 


the United States suffering injuries while in the performance of 


their duties, and for other purposes,’ approved September 7, 
ifi6; and from any payments due hereunder shall be deducted 
all amounts paid by any person other than United States as 
damages or compensation for such injury, aggravation, or 
death: Provided, That application be made for such benefits 
within one year after such injury or aggravation was suffered 
or such death occurred or after the passage of this act or which- 
ever is the latest date. 
‘TITLE Iff.—INSURANCH 
‘Sec. 300. That in order to give to every commissioned 


officer and enlisted man and to every member of the Army 
Nurse Corps (female) and of the Navy Nurse Corps (female) 
when employed in active service under the War Department or 
Navy Department protection for themselves and their de- 
pendents, the United States, wpon application to the bureau 
and without medical examination, shall grant insurance in 
such form or forms as is preseribed in section 301 hereof, 
against the death or total permanent disability of any such 
person in any multiple of $500, and not less than $1,000 or more 
than $10,000, upon the payment of the premiums as _ herein- 
after provided. Stneh insurance must he applied for within 
120 days after enlistment or after entrance into or employment 
in the active service and before discharge or resignation. 
“The insurance shall bo payable only to a spouse, child, 
grandchild, parent, brother, sister, uncle, aunt, nephew, niece, 


brother-in-law or sister-in-law, or to any or all of them, and j 


alse during total and permanent disability to the injureg per 
Sol 

Che United States shall bear the expenses of administration 
and the excess mortality and disability cost resulting from the 
hazards of war. The premium rates shall be the net rates 
based upon the American Experience Table of Mortality and 
interest at 34 per cent per annum. 

“Sec, 801. Not later than July 2, 1928, all term insurance 
held by persons who were in the military serviee after April 
6, 1917, shali be converted, without medical examination, into 
such form or forms of insurance as may be prescribed by regu- 
lations and as the insured may request. Regulations shall pro- 
vide for the right to convert into ordinary life, 20-payment 
life, endowment maturing at age of 62, and into other usual 
ferms of insurance, and shall prescribe the time and method 
of puyment of the premiums thereon, but payments of premiums 
in advance shall not be required for periods of more than one 
month each and may be deducted from the pay or deposit of 
the insured or be otherwise made at his election. 

* All term insuranee shall cease on July 2, 1926, except when 
death or tetal permanent disability shall have occurred before 
July 2, 1926. 

“In case where an insured whose yearly renewable term in- 
surance has matured by reason of total permanent disabflity is 
found and declared to be no longer permanently and totally 
disabled, and where the insured is required under regulations to 
renew payment of premiums on said term insurance, and where 
this contingency is extended beyond the period during which 
said yearly renewable term insurance otherwise must be con- 
verted, there shall be given such insured an additional period 
of two years from the date on which he is required to renew 
payment of premiums in which to convert said term insurance 
as hereinbefore provided. 

“The bureau’ may make provision in the contract for con- 
verted insurance for optional settlemerits, to be selected by the 
insured, whereby such insurance may be made payable either 





in one sum or in installments for 36 months or more. The 
bureau may also include in said contract a provision authorizing 
the beneficiary to elect to receive payment of the insurance in 
installments for 86 months or more, but only if the insured 
has not exercised the right of election as hereinbefore provided; 
and even though the insured may have exercised his right of 
election, the said contract may authorize the beneficiary to 
elect to receive such insurance in installments spread over a 
greater period of time than that selected by the insured. 

“Sec. 3802. Whenever benefits under United States Govern- 
ment life insurance (converted insurance) become, or have be- 
come, payable because of total permanent disability of the in- 
sured or because of the death of the insured as a result of dis- 
ease or injury traceable to the extra hazard of the military or 
naval service, as such hazard may be determined by the direc- 
tor, the liability shall be borne by the United States, and the 
director is hereby authorized and directed to transfer from the 
military and naval insurance appropriation to the United States 
Government life-insurance fund a sum which, together with the 
reserve of the policy at the time of maturity by total permanent 
disability or death, will equal the then value of such benefits. 
When a person receiving total permanent disability benefits 
under a United States Government life policy (converted 
policy), recovers from such disability, and is then entitled to 
continue a reduced amount of insurance, the director is hereby 
authorized and directed to transfer to the military and naval 
insurance appropriation all of the loss reserve to the credit of 
such policy claim except a sum sufficient to set up the then 
required reserve on the reduced amount of the insurance that 
may be continued, which sum shall be retained in the United 
States Government lifeinsuranee fund for the purpose of such 
reserve. 

“Sec. 303. If no person within the permitted class of bene- 
ficiaries survive the insured, or if before the completion of 
payments the beneficiary or beneficiaries shall die and there 
be no surviving person within said permitted class, then 
there shall be paid to the estate of the insured the present 
value of the monthly installments thereafter payable under 
the provisions of this title: Provided, That in cases where 
the estate of the insured would escheat under the laws of 
the place of his residence the insurance shall not be paid to 
the estate of the insured, but shall escheat to the United 
States and shall be credited to the United States Govern- 
ment life-insurance fund or the military and naval insurance 
appropriation, as may be proper. This section shall be deemed 
to be in effect as of October 6, 1917. 

“Sec. 304. In the event that all provisions of the rules and 
regulations other than the requirements as to the physical 
condition of the applicant for insurance have been complied 
with, an application for reinstatement, in whole or in part, 
of lapsed or canceled yearly renewable term insurance or 
United States Government life insurance (converted insur- 
ance) hereafter made may be approved if made within one 
year after the passage of this act or within two years after 
the date of lapse or cancellation: Provided, That the ap- 
plicant’s disability (if any) is the result of an injury or 
disease, or of an aggravation thereof, suffered or contracted 
in the active military or naval service during the World War: 
Provided further, That the applicant during his lifetime sub- 
mits proof satisfactory to the director showing the service 
origin of the disability or aggravation thereof and that the 
appHeant is not’ totally and pertianently disabled. As a condi- 
tion, however, to the acceptatice of an application for the 
reinstatement of lapsed or canceled yearly renewable term 
insurance, where the requirements as to the physical. condi- 
tion’ of the applicant have not been complied with, or, for, 
the reinstatement of United States Government life insurance! 
(converted insurance) in any case, the applicant shall 
required to pay all the back monthly premiums which would’ 
have become payable if such insurance had not lapsed, to- 
gether with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annu 
compounded annually, on each premium from the date sai 
premium is due by the terms of the policy: Provided further, 
That no term insurance shall be reinstated after July 2, 1926. 

“Src. 305. Where any person has heretofore allowed his in- 
surance to lapse while suffering from a compensable disability 
for which compensation was not collected and dies or has di 
or becomes or has become permanently and totally disabl 
and at the time of such death or permanent total disability was 
or is entitled to compensation remaining uncollected, then and 
in that event so much of his insurance as said uncollected com- 
pensation, computed In all cases at the rate provided by section 
302 of the war risk instirance act as amended December 24, 
1919, would purchase if applied as premiums when due, shall 
not be considered as lapsed; and the United States Veterans’ 
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Bureau is hereby authorized aud directed to pay to said soldier, | section 400 hereof suitable courses of 


or his beneficiaries, as the case may be, the amount of said in- 
surance less the unpaid premiums and interest thereon at 5 per 
cent per annum compounded annually in installments as pro 
vided by law. 

‘Sec. 806. The bureau is authorized to make provision in 
accordance with regulations whereby the payment of premiums 
on yearly renewable term insurance and United States Govern- 
ment life insurance (converted insurance) on the due date 
thereof may be waived and the insurance may be deemed not 
to lapse in the cases of the followirf’ persons, to wit: (a) Those 
who are confined in a hospital under said bureau for a com 
pensable disability during the period while they are so con- 
fined; (b) those who are rated as temporarily totally disabled 
by reason of any injury or disease entitling them to compen- 
sation during the period of such total disability and while they 
are so rated; (c) those who, while mentally incompetent and 
for whom no legal guardian had been or has been appointed, 
allowed or may allow their insurance to lapse while such 
rating is effective during the period for which they have been 
or hereafter may be so rated, or until a guardian has notified 
the bureau of his qualification, but not later than six months 
ufter appointment as guardian, the waiver in such cases to be 
made without application and retroactive when necessary: 
Provided, That such relief from payment of premiums on yearly 
renewable term insurance on the due date thereof shall be for 
full calendar months, beginning with the month in which said 
confinement to hospital, temporary total disability rating, or in 
eases of mental incompetents for whom no guardian has been 
appointed with the month in which such rating or mental in- 
competency began or begins and ending with that month during 
the half or major fraction of which the person is confined in 
hospital is rated as temporarily totally disabled or had or has 
no legal guardian while rated as mentally incompetent or until 
a guardian has notified the bureau of his qualification, but not 
later than six months after appointment as guardian: Pro- 
vided further, That all premiums the payment of which when 
due is waived as above provided shall bear interest at the rate 
of 5 per cent per annum, compounded annually from the due 
date of each premium, and if not paid by the insured shall be 
deducted from the insurance in any settlement thereunder or 
when the same matures either because of permanent total dis- 
ability or death: And provided further, That in the event any 
lien or other indebtedness established by this act exists against 
any policy of converted insurance in excess of the then cash 
surrender value thereof at the time of the termination of such 
policy of converted insurance for any reason other than by 
death or total permanent disability the director is hereby 
authorized to transfer and pay from the military or naval in- 
surance appropriation to the United States Government life 
insurance fund a sum equal to the amount such lien or indebted- 
ness exceeds the then cash surrender value. 

“Sec. 307. All such policies of insurance heretofore or here- 
after issued shall be incontestable after the insurance has been 
in force six months from the date of issuance or reinstatement, 
except for fraud or nonpayment of premiums and subject to 
the provisions of section 23: Provided, That a letter mailed by 
the bureau to the insured at his last known address informing 
him of the validity of his insurance shall be deemed a contest 
within the meaning of this section: Provided further, That this 
section shall be deemed to be in effect as of April 6, 1917. 

“ TITLE IV 

“Sec. 400. That every person who was enlisted, enrolled, 
drafted, inducted, or appointed in the military or naval forces 
of the United States, including members of training eamps 
authorized by law, and who has resigned or has been dis- 
charged or furloughed therefrom, having a disability incurred, 
increased, or aggravated after April 6, 1917, and before July 
2, 1921, in the military or naval service and not the result of 
his own willful misconduct, while a member of such forces, or 
later developing a disability traceable in the opinion of the 
director to service during said period with such forces, and 
not the result of his own willful misconduct, and who, in the 
opinion of the director, is in need of vocational rehabilitation 
to ovefeome the handicap of such disability, shall be furnished 
by the bureau, where vocational rehabilitation is feasible, such 
course of vocational rehabilitation as the bureau shall prescribe 
and provide: Provided, That nothing in this section shall oper- 
ate to terminate any course of vocational training heretofore 
prescribed and actually commenced under the vocational re- 
habilitation act as originally enacted and subsequently amended 
where such course was actually commenced prior to the ap- 
proval of this act. 

“Sec. 401. The bureau shall have the power, and it shall be 
its duty until June 30, 1926, to furnish the persons included in 
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vocal nal rehabilitation 
to be prescribed and provided by tl urenu; and every person 
electing to follow such a course ¢ vocational rehabilitation 
shall, while following the same, be paid by the bureau monthly 
or semimonthly as the director may prescrit uch sum ; in 
the judgment of the director is necessary for his maintenance 
and support and for the maintenance and Ipport of persons 
depending upon him, if any: Prorided, howcrer, That in no 
| event shall the sum so paid such person while pursuing such 
course be more than $80 per month for a single man without 
dependents, or for a man with dependents $100 per month plus 





the following family allowances: 
“(a) If there is a wife, but no child, $15 
“(b) If there is a wife and one child, $25, with $5 per month 
additional for each additional child 
“(c) If there is no wife, but one child 


S10, 

“(d) If there is no wife, but two children, $15, with $5 per 
mouth additional for each additional child. 

“That the bureau may pay, subject to the conditions and 
limitations prescribed by this title, to all trainees undergoing 
training hereunder, residing where the cost of maintenance and 
support is above the average and comparatively high, in lieu 
of the monthly payments for maintenance and support pre 
scribed by this title, such sum as in the judgment of the director 
is necessary for the trainee’s maintenance and support and 
for the maintenance and support of persons dependent upon 
him, if any: Provided, however, That in no event shall the sum 
so paid such person while pursuing such course be more than 
$100 per month for a single man without dependents or for a 
man with dependents $120 per month, plus the several sums 
prescribed as family allowances under this section: Provided 
further, That payments for the support and maintenance of 
persons dependent upon any trainee of the bureau as provided 
herein may, in the discretion of the director, be paid either 
direct to such dependent or dependents or to the trainee upon 
whom they are dependent. 

“Sec. 402. That until June 30, 1926, the courses of vocational 
training provided for under this act shall, as far as prac- 
ticable, and under such conditions as the director may pre- 
scribe, be made available without cost for instruction for the 
benefit of any person who is disabled under circumstances 
entitling him, after discharge from the military or naval forces 
of the United States, to compensation under Title Il hereof 
and who is not included in section 400 hereof. 

“Sec. 408. That no person who has been declared eligible 
for training under the provisions of this title, for whom train- 
ing has been prescribed, and who has been notified by the bu- 
reau to begin training, shall be eligible to the benefits of this 
title in the event of his failure to commence training within a 
reasonable time after notice has been sent such person by the 
bureau: Provided further, That, except when such failure is 
due, in the opinion of the director, to physical incapacity, such 
time shall not be longer than 12 months after notice shall 
have been given for persons declared eligible and notified to 
begin training: And provided further, That no training shall 
be furnished to any person under any of the provisions of this 
title unless such person shall actually commence such training 
on or before June 30, 1925. 

“Sec. 404. The test of rehabilitation shall be employability, 
to be determined by the director. The allowance for mainte- 
nance and support provided by this title shall be payable for 
two months after the employability of the rehabilitated person 
is determined, and thereupon all duty and obligation of the 
United States toward such person with respect to his vocational 
rehabilitation shall cease and determine. 

“Sec. 405. That vocational training provided by this aet 
shall be granted to persons entitled under the provisions of 
said title only where application therefor has been made on or 


| prior to June 30, 1923. 


“Src. 406. That no vocational training shall be gratnred or 
continued to any person whatsvever after June 30, 1926, and 
no training allowance shall thereafter be paid to any person. 

“ MTLE V.— PENALTIES 

“Sec. 500. That payment to any attorney or agent for such 
assistance as may be required in the preparation and execution 
of the necessary papers in any application to the bureau shall 
not exceed $10 in any one case. 

“Any person who shall. directly or indirectly, solicit, con- 
tract for, charge, or receive, or who shall attempt to solicit, 
contract for, charge, or receive, any fee or compensation, ex- 
cept as herein provided, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
for each and every offense shall be punishable by a fine of 
not more than 8500 or by imprisonment at hard labor for not 
more than two years, or by both such fine and imprisonment: 
Provided, That the provisions of this section shall not apply 





ae a eh RN Ma ae ee cama 


ae AST NE 


ary aes 


a2 
ag 


“aan 


~anasantanan 


ee 


not 


io eee 


1 sia 


ar oe 


ig pode, 


eae 


Se el im one 








11010 


8 eee 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


JUNB 6 





tw 


professional services required in the prosecution of any 
auction In any court of law. 

sre. 501. That whoever in any claim for compensation, in- 
urance, or maintenance and support allowance, or in any 
document required by this act, or by regulation made under 
this act, makes any sworn statement of a materlal fact know- 


ilas 


t to be false shall be guilty of perjury and shall be pun- 
ished by a fine of not more than $5,000 or by imprisonment for 


not more than two years, or both. 

“Sec. 502. That if any person entitled to payment of com- 
pensation, or maintenance and support allowance under this 
act, Whose right to such payment under this act ceases upon 
the happening of any contingency, thereafier fraudulently ac 
cepis any such payment, be shall be punished by a fine of not 
more than 92,000 or by imprisonment for not more than one 
vei or ] 

ec, 0G. That whoever shall obtain or receive any money, 
heck, compensation, or insurance under Titles II, L1IJ, or IV of 
thi t without being entitled thereto, with intent to defraud 
the United Slates or any person in the military or naval forces 
1 the United States, shall be punished by a fine of not more 
fan }2,000 or by imsprisonment for not more than one year, 
or bb h 

Ske, O04. Any person who shall knowingly make or cause to 
In de, or couspire, combine, aid, or assist in, agree to, arrange | 
for, or in aby Wise procure the making or presentation of a false 
or fraudulent affidavit, declaration, certificate, statement, 
voucher, or paper or Writing purporting to be such, concerning 


muy Claim or the approval of any Claim for compensation or the 


} the 


payment of any money, for himself or for any other person, 
under Tithe II hereof, shall forfeit all rights, claims, and bene- | 
fits under such Title Il, and in addition to auy and all other 
penaities inposed by law shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and 
Upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of not | 
more than $1,000 or imprisonment for not more than one year, 
or by both such fine and imprisonment, for each such offense, 
LITLE VL.—MISCELLANBOUS PROVISIONS 
‘Sec. 600. The following acts are hereby repealed, subject to 


the limitations provided in section 602 of this title: 
“(1) An act entitled ‘An to authorize the establishment 
Bureau War Risk Insurance in the Treasury 


acl 


ol a oO) 


ment,’ approved September 2, 1914. 
“(2) An act entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled “An 
net to authorize the establishment of a Bureau of War Risk 


Insurance in the Treasury Department,’ approved September 2, 
1vi4.’ approved March 8, 1917. 

“(3) An act entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled “An act 
to uuthorize the establishment of a Bureau of War Risk Insur- 


ance in the Treasury Department,” approved September 2, 
ivi4.’ approved March 8, 1917. 
“i4) An act entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled “An 


to authorize the establishment of a 


” 


act Bureau of War Risk 
fusurance in the Treasury Department,” approved September 2, 
1914, and for other purposes,’ approved June 12, 1917. 

“(5) An act entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled “An act 
to authorize the establishment of a Bureau of War Risk Insur- 
anee in the Treasury Department,” approved September 2, 1914, 
and for other purposes,’ approved Oetober 6, 1917; saving and 
excepting from repeal sections 313 and 314 of Article LIT of 
said act. 

“(6) An aet entitled ‘An act 
ance act,’ approved July 11, 1918. 

* Sec. 601. That the following acts are hereby repealed. The 
sections of this codification herein applicable thereto shall be in 
force in lieu thereof, subject to the limitations contained in this 
title. 

*¢2) 

*<(2) 


to amend the war risk insur- 


The war risk insurance act as amended. 

The vocational rehabilitation act as amended. 
“(3) The act entitled ‘An act to establish a Veterans’ Bureau 
and to improve the facilities and service of such bureau, and, 
further, to amend and modify the war risk insurance act.’ 

‘So. 602. The repeal of the several acts as provided in sec- 
tions 600 and 601 hereof shall not affect any act done or any 
right or liability accrued, or any suit commenced before the said 
repeal, but all such rights and liabilities under said acts shall 
continue and may be enforced in the same manner as if said 
repenl had not been made; nor shall said repeal in any manner 
affect the right to any office or change the term or tenure thereof. 

‘Sec. 603. All offenses committed and all penalties or for- 
feiture incurred under any law embraced in this codification 
prior to said repeal may be prosecuted and punished in the same 
munner and with the same effect as if said repeal had not been 
mude, 

“Sec, 604. All acts of limitation, whether applicable to civil 
cuuses and proceedings or to the prosecution of offenses em- 
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braced in this codification and covered by said repeal, shall not 
be affected thereby, but all suits, proceedings, or prosecutions, 
whether civil or criminal, for causes arising or acts done or 
committed prior to said repeal, may be commenced and prose- 
cuted within the same time as if said repeal had not been made. 
“ Sec. 605. That if any clayse, section, paragraph, or part of 

this act shall for any reason be adjudged by any court of com- 
petent jurisdiction to be invalid, such judgment shall not 
affect, impair, or invalidate the remainder of this act but shall 
be confined in its operation to the clause, sentence, paragraph, 
or part thereof directly invglved in the controversy in which 
such judgment has been rendered.” 
And the House agree to same. 

Roya C. JOHNSON, 

Homer P. SNYDER, 

A. L. BULWINKLE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Davip A. REED, 

Rreep SMoor, 

Davip L. WALSH, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes on the House amendment to S. 2257, to 
consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact the laws affecting the 
establishment of the United States Veterans’ Bureau and the 
acininistration of the war risk insurance act, as amended, and 
vocational rehabilitation act, as amended, submit the fol- 
lowing written statement explaining matters agreed upon by 
the conference committee and recommended in the text of the 
conference report: 

The Senate bill provides a veterans’ code, and for the coditi- 
cation of all the laws affecting the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau, the administration of the war risk insurance act, as 
amended, and the vocational rehabilitation act, as amended. 
The managers on the part of the House accepted this codifica- 
tion with the insertion of many of the provisions of the House 
umendment. 

The managers on the part of the Senate accepted the previ- 
sion of the House bill providing for the filing with the House 
and Senate of a yearly report of the activities of the Veterans’ 
Bureau. . 

The House provisions refusing Veterans’ Bureau aid to con- 
scientious objectors and certain classes of aliens were accepted. 

The provisions of the House amendment referring to ex-serv- 
ice men suffering from tuberculosis, paresis, blindness, or con- 
stitutional lues were accepted with an amendment. 

They accepted the presumptive clauses in the House amend- 
ment so far as tuberculosis is concerned, but the presumption 
is made rebuttable in the cases of other diseases enumerated 
in the House amendment. The presumptive clause carried in 
the House amendment was six years, in the Senate bill five 
years; the conference report extends the presumption to Janu- 
ary 1, 1925. 

The dependency allowance as agreed to by the conferees is 
$80 per month to widows, $10 per month for the first child, 
and $6 per month for each additional child. This is an increase 
of $5 per month for widows and at least $1 per month for each 
additional child. 

The managers on the part of the Senate accepted the House 
provisions with reference to burial of ex-service men. 

The managers on the part of the House accepted the Senate 
provision providing for the rating of tubercular patients, with 
the provision that such rating should not be decreased within 
a period of six months, and such patients should be rated as 
temporarily totally disabled instead of permanently disabled. 

In the cases of men discharged from hospitals in certain 
tubercular cases where the disease is not arrested the compensa- 
tion is given for three years on a temporary total instead of a 
permanent total basis. 

An emergency treatment of veterans is authorized when Gov- 
érnment facilities are not available. 

The Senate accepted the vocational training provision of the 
House amendment. 

The managers on the part of the House receded from the 
provision of the Senate bill making embezzlement by a guardian 
a Federal offense, and accepted the Senate amendment author- 
izing the director to withhold moneys from a guardian who 
did not make certain required reports to the director of the 
Veterans’ Bureau. 


Royat C, JoHNson, 

Homer P. SNYDER, 

A. L. BULWINKLE, 
Manager's on the part of the House. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, the Senate 
and the House proceeded on entirely different theories in pre- 
paring this bill, affeeting the Veterans’ Bureau and ‘the men 
who come under the jurisdiction of that: bureau. The Senate 
proceeded on the theory of codifying the law. The House pro- 
ceeded on the theory ef amending the existing law and imsert- 
ing such provisions as it thought were necessary to take care 
of men. ‘Kherefore when this bill went to conference we had 
to decide first on the general policy. After considerable de- 
bate both policies were accepted, and the first part of this bill 
is a: complete reeodification of all the laws affecting the Vet- 
erans’ Bureau, so that the men who receive compensation .or 
hospitalization and the Members of Congress or anyone else 
who is interested can pick yp this codification and there find 
all the laws on the subject. We have eliminated many pro- 
visions that have been inserted in the law since 1919. Then 
after this cedifying was done practically every liberalizing pro- 
vision of the. House bill was accepted, although some of them 
were amended. 
763 on House bill 8869, and will turn to page 11, will find that 
many of the provisions of the House bill have been accepted. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. ‘This is a complete agreement, is it not? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes; this is a complete 
agreement. And I should say at this time that in the way this 
bill was brought up, wherein we were compelled to strike out 
all of the provisions of the Senate bill except .the enacting 
clause and insert the House bill, this report will be accepted 
as it stands or voted down. In ether words, it is not subject 
to amendment. 

The first change which we had in the House bill, giving the 
director authority to delegate some of his work, is accepted. 
We have made.a very drastic change in section 2 of our bill, 
wherein we have accepted the Senate provision: eliminating the 
Public Health Service frem.the Veterans’ Bureau, and providing 
that all of its decters now .assigned shall be taken in by the 
Vetenans’ Bureau, and we have given the President authority 
to assign: these doetors until such time as.the Veterans’ Commit- 
tee of the Heuse and the Senate committee can work out some 
other plan. In other words, those doctors will be taken over 
by the Veterans’ Bureau. 

We have made the files of the Veterans’ Bureau confidential. 
Some Members of the House might think they weuld not have 
authority to go into those files; but if there is any patient of 
the Veterans’ Bureau who desires any Member of the House or 
the ‘Senate or anyone else to go'into his: case for him, all he has 
todo is to write a letter conferring that authority. 

‘Mr. NEWTOWN of*Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, willthe gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. ‘Yes. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. ‘There are ‘times when it is 
necessary to look these files over, where you are not in a posi- 
tion to get the written authority ofthe claimant. A Member 
of ‘the Congress ‘can not! be going down ‘to the offiee on all of 
these files, and if he goes down there on a matter it may come 
up’and then he must leek up the files. I would like to. know if 
the right would be refused under those circumstances? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Seuth' Dakota. “‘I'think it would be refused, 
and I think it ought to be refused, unless he can show 'that ‘he 
represents the claimant. In other words, you have there the 
military reeords of thousands 6f men. Pach military reeord 
eontains a ¢éhapter of some man's life history. 

It contains the medical testimony ‘that’ touches his life dur- 
ing the war and those records should not’ be open to inspection 
by everyone. However, I would say ‘to the ‘gentleman that I 
am absolutely satisfied that no Member of Congress will have 
any difficulty in securing anything “he ought to secure there 
or any ‘record or paper which any claimant would wish ‘him 
to secure. ‘I can give the gentleman no-greater assurance than 
that. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. The gentleman dees not think 
that if'a Member happens to'be at the bureau on a ease and 
it becomes material to leok into' the evidence on a certain phase 
of the case that unless he has‘a power of attorney, or something 
closély akin to it, that they are going*to turn him down and 
not permit him to check up on that evideneé? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. ‘Would the gentleman like 
to have me tell him exactly what I'thimnk about that? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I would, because I think that 
is important in the consideration of this provision. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South ‘Dakota. Tf the gentleman from 
Minnesota, or any man like him in’ the House, went down to 
the Veterans’ Bureau and said he was representing a certain 
soldier, naming him, and was trying ito «see that his case was 
‘eonsidered, I feel suré that the Director of the Veterans’ Bureau 
we have to-day, or any director we shall-ever have, would not 
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raise any question, ‘because any Director of the Veterans’ Tu 
reau would know that the gentleman frem Minnesota was 
authorized to make thre statement. This provisien was inserter! 
only to prevent unauthorized persons from the imspection of 
records. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. That might be all right if we 
had not had the experience we have had on other matters, 
where they have been extremely technical. I want to say to 
the gentleman, and I am sure the gentieman will agree with 
me, that if it had net been: for the fact that a great number 
of Members of Congress have gone to the bureau, gone over 
the evidence and pointed out mistakes they have made, there 
would have been literally thousamds of men-who would not have 
had compensation or rehabilitation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I think, Mr. Speaker, the 
gentieman from Minnesota has stated an absolute fact, consid- 
ering conditions with which we: have both been familiar in our 
service in Congress since the close of the late war, but I am 
just as satisfied as that I am standing here that no Member 
of Congress will be refused this information, and :I »will ‘say 
that if it were refused to a Member of Congress who was 
acting in a legitimate capacity, that’ the Heuse antl the Senate 
would control this kaw, and it would not take the committee of 
which I am chairman more than 35 minutes to report a ‘bill 
correcting any such situation. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the-gentieman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Seuth Daketa. Yes. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will mot the gentleman concur in the 
opinion that. a letter from an ex-service man, or:from a mem- 
ber of his family, addressed to a Member of Congress, ought 
to be considered as authority, even under the: provision now 
proposed? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Unless that letter was 
written by a member of his family for the purpose ef interfer- 
ing in seme civil suit; then I would say no. 

Mr. GCHINDBLOM. Certainly. The gentleman’s modifieca- 
tion ts absolutely correct. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON -of South Dakota. Yes. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman please explain the change 
in the rating of tubercular patients, amd:what the provision is 
for ‘pay, and so ferth, after three years? ‘That seems to be 
important. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I willysay'to the genfle- 
man that I will ecemre to that-in a moment, because that is‘the 
only controversial matter. 

We have decentralized these offices so that there will be no 
difference between these offices and regional offices, and that 
wiil:elimimate much of the red tape. 

We have authorised the director of the bureau to secure legal 
opinions'from the Attorney General. 

We have taken care—I think, by a very: proper: ansendment— 
of cases of blindness, of paralysis, of paresis, and»men afilicter 
with eonstitntional. lues, the latter only: during the time they ere 
in a hospital, which -restricts to «some ‘extent the ‘House bill, 
but the members of the conference committee on the part of 
the House thought pertaps that was a wise restriction. 

We have opened the door for:the hospitalization ofall service 
men of all wars, but adopted the House provision giving prefer- 
enee to those men who are financially unable to pay for their 
own hospitalization. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. 

Mr. HASTINGS. ‘But if there: are sufticient accommodations 
all will be accepted? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. We are not goime to 
buitd new hespitals in erder ‘to take eare of men not disable 
in time of war. 

Mr. HASTINGS. 
all will be accepted? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South -Daketa. Yes. ‘All men will be ac- 
cepted up to the limit of the aceommodations we have. 

Mr. HASTINGS. While .:am ‘on my feet, as ‘I understand, 
this presumptive period-—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. As Lsdid’to thesgentleman 
from New ‘York [Mr. Sweet], I am coming to that inia moment. 
We have put in many provisious that:are in both the House amd 
Senate’ bilts, of which there was no disagreement, and I shall 
not discuss them. 

There has never been any opposition'to those provisions. Yor 
instance, overpayments were made to some of the dependents 
and to some of:the -men, through no fault ef their ewn. ‘They 
do not have a dollar inthe world; we shave cotlected all we 
ean collect, and we have simply stricken those out iand started 
in anew. 
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We have given the director the power to make investigations | The House provision provided that a man who, under certain 


throughout the United States. In the Senate bill there was 


a provision to authorize the director to empower people to 
drag people in and administer oaths. The House conferees 
thought that was a sort of informal grand jury. We have 


enough grand juries in the United States without permitting 
the director, whoever he happens to be, to appoint some one to 
go out, bring men in, administer oaths. The Senate re- 
ceded, and we have eliminated that. 

We have taken care of the National Guard, who were dis- 


criminated against as compared with the men who came in 
under the draft act. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Did they change the House 
provision in any way in that respect? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I do not think so. It is 
exactly the same provision. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. It will not take care of a 


situation out in Minnesota which I think in justice should be 
‘taken care of. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. It will not 
every situation, I know, but we would have been compelled to 
have gone outside of both bills if we had put 
to cover that, 


We come now to the matter of the presumptive period. 


in a provision 


stead of accepting the Senate provision of a conclusive pre- 


sumption period of five years or the House provision of six 
years, we made it practically five years and seven months, so 
that every man will have until January 1, 
under this law. 

And I want to say right at this time that we have taken in 
men where there is no legal testimony in the world will show 
they contracted some of these diseases in the service, and the 
rule ought to be laid down right now that this conclusive 
presumptive period is over with reference to any action of 
Congress, because u man who does not show he has contracted 
this disease in time of service by five years and seven months 
after the war is over can not prove after that time that the 
diseases have been received in the service. 

Mr. SNELL. That means that in the case of any man, up 
to the Ist day of next January, who has any one of these 
diseases, there is a presumption that the disease has arisen out 
of service in the war. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South 
diseases. 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. MAPES. It is conclusive, is it not? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will come to that point. 
It is conclusive with reference to tuberculosis. It is not con- 
clusive with reference to the neuropsychiatric cases and the 
other cases, and why should it be? A man to-morrow, if we 
should make this conclusive, might be kicked by a horse and 
become a neuropsychiatric, and yet, until January 1, 1925, he 
could show that it came from war service. 

Mr. SNELL. That is the point I wanted to bring out. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. And we have inserted in 
this bill a provision that upon clear and conyincing evidence 
the Government may rebut that presumption, and that ought 
to be in the bill. Suppose a man is run over by an automobile 
to-morrow and becomes a mental case, he should not be able 
to come in and say he secured his disability in the Argonne. 
Nobody can successfully argue that side of the case. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But the law makes it clear, does it not, 
that the acceptance of enlistment in the Army is presumption 
that the man was in good physical condition at that time? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Oh, certainly. That 
naturally goes with this presumption. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM, And an aggravation of a latent condi- 
tion does not bar him from these benefits. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. No; aggravation is consid- 
ered as much as the original diseases in this conference report. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman will yield, suppose 
after January 1, 1925, there is a case of a man who was 
wounded and the results from that wound cause him to be 
incapacitated, would he not then be entitled to compensation? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Absolutely. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Only the burden of proof would be upon 
him. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes; absolutely. 

We come now to features of this report that are rather con- 
troversial in the minds of men in reference to these tubercular 
Cuses, 


1925, to come in 


Dakota. Any of the enumerated 


conditions with active tuberculosis, wanted to get out of the 
hospital could receive for three years permanent total rating. 
Under that construction it might very well be possible he could 
collect his insurance. Every man who has active tuberculosis 
we want in a hospital. Some of these men who are in the hos- 
pitals say they want to get out. As a matter of fact, this com- 
mittee, consisting of many men of combat units, are insistent 
upon the belief that these men should be in the hospitals until 


| they are cured. 


If under certain conditions they can not be cured and they 
are allowed to leave the hospital, we have given them a tem- 
porary total rating for three years, and that treats the tuber- 
cular man just the same as every other man in the United 
States. They have been trying to get a preference. I am 
just as sorry for them as I am for any other class of men, but 


| why should we prefer the man with tuberculosis over the man 


tuke care of | 





who contracted Bright's disease or diabetes in the Army, and 
there are many of them? There is another class of men who 
secured the enactment in the Senate of the so-called Shields 
amendment, which gave the man who is released from a hos- 
pital as cured a permanent rating for three years, and then 
un permanent rating for life of not less than $50 a month. If 
you are going to do this for the tubercular patient, you must 
do it for every other man. 

This must have been adopted on two theories—one is that 
Congress is never going to be in session again and therefore 
could not enact any legislation affecting disabled men, and the 
other that a man with tuberculosis can never possibly be cured, 
although he is discharged from the hospital as cured. The 
conference committee did not aecept either or both of those 
two theories. This Congress will be in session, this Veterans’ 
Committee will run, and these men are going to be treated with 
every consideration that can be given them. This bill adds 
to the burden of the Government $35,000,000 on top of what 
we are doing now, and I say without hesitation that it will 
satisfy the disabled men who do not want to be preferred over 
seme other class of service men. I think that answers the 


question. 
Mr. SNYDER. Suppose you state what this does for those 


men. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. For those men who have 
their cases arrested and are cured of tuberculosis, we give 
them full compensation for six months to start again in life. 
if a man is discharged from the hospital because he can not 
be cured, we give him for three years total temporary dis- 
ability. Now we have taken care of the blind men—raised 
them from $100 to $150. For the man who has lost an arm 
or a leg and also blind, we give him $200. 


Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will. 

Mr. DYER. Is there anything in this legislation that 
changes the authority of the Chief of the Medical Division in 
charge? 


Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. 
as law is codified and liberalized. 

Mr. DYER. It is understood that it is the intention of Con- 
gress to liberalize it? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Absolutely. 

Mr. DYER. The man who had been there previously was 
autocratic and very unreasonable, but he has been transferred 
and given a very good berth, getting a bigger salary, I think— 
$6,500, with allowances. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota, It was our intention to 
liberalize the law. I have no brief for the director, but the 
director has been so busy coming before our committee and 
before the Senate investigating committee and the Senate com- 
mittee considering this bill that I do not see how he has had a 
chance to draw his breath. After Saturday he will have a 
chance to go into some other things besides appearing before 
committees. I hardly know the man, but I think he ought to 
be given a chance. There is no politics in it. 

Mr. DYER. I was not making reference to the director but 
to the man who had been chief surgeon for years, but he is out 
now and in another office. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will say to the gentle- 
man that in my opinion the director of the bureau could well 
consider making drastic changes in the personnel, but he has 
not had a chance yet to do it. May I add that these matters 
have been brought to his attention? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. In relation to the recodifica- 


It is not changed except 


tion, is there anything in the new bill pertaining to the central 
board of appeals? 
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Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Nothing. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I want to make this observa- 
tion: It bas been my opinion from personal contact with them 
that they are more intent upon hunting out technicalities 
whereby they can sustain themselves and sustain the bureau 
ban they are in doing justice to the claimants. I think one 
of the first things the directer ought to do this summer is to 


make some sort of change in relation to the central board of | 


appeals, 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I think the director will 
read the Recorp and consider what changes should be made. 
Mr. VESTAL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will. 
Mr. VESTAL. Take the tubercular patient that is dis- 


charged from the hospital with the disease arrested. I under- | 


stand the bill provides a temporary disability for six months. 
Suppose six months after his tubercular trouble breaks out 
and becomes active again? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Under this bill there is 
a specific provision whereby he would be rerated and come 
back. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I yield. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Is there any provision made in this bill 
for men who have been rehabilitated to secure employment? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. No: we give them two 
months’ pay on going out and still pay compensation. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Along the line of what the gentleman 
from Mirmmesota said, does not the gentleman believe that the 


j act up to January $1, 1925. In the case o 


veterans would receive more sympathetic treatment if they | 


were to come in contact with their “ buddies,” men who had | 


been in the service, rather than men who did not render any 
service? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Seuth Dakota. I think that is true. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I have a case in mind, of a legal adviser, 
a man who never was admitted to the bar, only 30 years of 
age, not a veteran; and the gentleman can see that he would 
be antagonistic. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I can see how that man 
ought to be removed and some one else put in his place. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I yield for one more ques- 
tion, 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. In order to do complete justice 1 want 
to dissent from any wholesale criticism of the central board 
of appeals. I have been turned down, but I think they have 
been trying to do right. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
yield whatever time remains te the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. SNypDER], a member of the conference committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 21 minutes remaining. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker and gentiemen, it is not my 
desire or purpose to take more than two or three minutes of 
your time as I appreciate the necessity of hurrying everything 
along at this period. I just want to say that the reorganiza- 


men has been a tremendous work and the committee, under 
the leadership of its distinguished chairman, who is, himself, 
an ex-service man, has been more assiduousiy at work during 
the period than any other committee on which I ever served. 
We worked with an eye single to one purpose, and that pur- 
pose was to treat with full justice every single man or 
woman who served in any capacity in the Great War, and 


I believe that upon careful consideration by the Members of | 


this House of the final result of the work and the work of the 
conferees you will agree that it is a splendid piece of legislation 
and one that will give entire satisfaction not only to those 
who are benefited by it but also to the people of this country 
who are interested in the disabled. At the same time the 
Treasury of the United States has been carefully protected, 
and since beth sides of the House have dealt with the con- 
ference report in detail, I will simply finish my statement by 
saying that I am proud to have had a part in the making of this 
legislation, and that I did all that I could do with the ability 
that I have to bring about this very satisfactory result. 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. TILSON. We all agree that everything possible should 
be done that no worthy veteran should fail to receive not only 
justice but generosity from this Government in his treatment 
by the Veterans’ Bureau. There is one thing that I would 
like to ask the gentleman and that is the matter of those few 
unworthy ones who to the disgrace of their worthy comrades 
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faked the Government and in that particular bronght dis 


al 
credit upon their comrades. I desire to ask whether this bill 
has looked out so far as it can to safeguard not only the 
interests of the Government, but to safeguard the good nam 
of those men who have worthily served their country? 

Mr. SNYDER. I am very pleased the gentleman brought 
that up because this bill distinctly points ont t e who are 


undeserving, particularly those who failed to put on the uni- 
form when called, and disqualifies them from any benefits of 
this act in any way, shape, or form. That is the very ing In 
mind I think the gentleman has, to protect the good name and 
patriotism and loyalty of those who were loyal, and no man, 
under this act, who failed to do his duty can receive any 
benefits from its enactment. 

Mr. KINDRED. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNYDER. 

Mr. KINDRED. I want to ask my colleague if the conferees 
have agreed to give the same privilege to those suffering from 


neuropsychiatric diseases as they have given to those sullering 
from tuberculosis? I consider it just as important to give the 
privilege of making application for compensation within six 
years from the date of honorable discharge of neuropsychiatric 
patients as well as tubercular patients, 

Mr. SNYDER. I will say to the gentleman that there is a dis 
tinction made between tubercuiar and neuropsychiatric cas 

The tubercular patient is conclusively assumed to have con 
tracted his disability in the service or to have had it uvera 
vated since then, and he is enabled to come in under this 
L @ neuropsycnla 
tric he must prove the connection of his disability wit 
service. 

Mr. KINDRED. Does the bill contain what I consider a most 
important and just provision with regard to these who have 
what is known as luetic infection? 
that? 

Mr. SNYDER. ‘To some extent. ‘They must prove their cases 
the same as the neuropsychiatric, but they are taken into 
the hospital and treated there and compensated while in the 
hospital. 

Mr. KINDRED. QOne question more. Is the burden of proe! 
with regard to the nonexistence of this infeetion on the appli- 
cant himself? 


Mr. SNYDER. 


Lees the bill provide for 


We have reserved the right to the Government 


| in this bill to rebut the testimony, 


Mr. KINDRED. 
the bill as it is? 

Mr. SNYDER. \es; and it will be perfectly 
to the men. 

Mr. WEFALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yieid? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. WEFALD. In that connection, in view of the question 
asked by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Titgson] and 
the answer given, does this bill take care of all drafted men? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes: it takes care of all drafted men who 


I suppose there is nothing else but to take 


sulistactory 


| qualified and saw service. 
tion and the codifying of these laws and modifying the ac- | 
tivities of this bureau and taking care of the interests of the | 


Mr. WEFALD. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The gentleman fram Connecticut re- 


| ferred to cases where, unfortunately, men sought to defraud the 


Government by false claims under the act. Of course, there 


| are laws under which anyone doing such a thing cun be prose- 





cuted? 

Mr. SNYDER. Certainly. 

I yield back the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker, and I 
the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I yield such 


thank 


| time as he may desire to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 


CRAMTON ]. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I ask unanimous consent to 
remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman’s request? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, in this connection I think it i 
proper to call attention of the Nation to what ex-service men 
are doing in behalf of disabled ex-service men and their depend 
ents. The pending legislation, which is about te go to the 
President for his signature, means mucii to disabled men suffer- 
ing from the results of their service for our country in the Werld 
War. It will make less rough the pathway of life for many a 
veteran. Many times will it enable the United States to assume, 
as it ought to assume,. but in cases where it has not heretofore 
been legally possible, financial responsibility fur hospitalization 


extend mi) 


Is there objection to the gen 


I will yieid to the gentiemau from New York. 
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ree. 
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iid treatment of the wounded and diseased, as well as their 
Insinfenance and the maintenance of their dependents. This 
leg ion has had cordial support from the American Legion 
and her organizations of former service men, and to their 
d in looking out for the interests of their stricken mem- 
bers passage is in no small part due. It is to be noted, how- 
eve that one service organization, the Service Men's Anti- 
Bonus League, whose propaganda the past yvear has so 
reeked with syinpathy for the disabled, is declared by the 
coumunittee in charge of this legislation to have given 
no attention to this legislation and to have manifested no in- 
teres! in, and exerted no influence for any legislation pending 
before tongress for relief of the disabled. Kut the Legion and 


ot} ona tide service organizations, while they have urged the 
labored for amore hospitals and better hospitals, 
and SS.000,000 of authorizations by this Congress have resulted, 
besides the authority to sell the old marine hospital and site in 
Detroit and build a new hospital on a more suitable site. They 


have labored for more equitable relief legislation, and this law 


bonu have 


esttits, Which means so much. And with the presentation of 
conerete proposals and well-thought-out legislation for the bet- 
te ire of the disabled they have found Congress always ready 


to md an 


ittentive ear to their pleas and to do what ought 
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| Lake furnishes every opportunity for happy outdoor play. 


to be done for the disabled. 

I World War left upon our Nation burdens that must be | 
borne, responsibilities that must be met. It was because I had 
coon the American service man in action, hud seen him under | 
tire of the enemy perform without a murmur his fullest respon- 
sibility, had seen him in completest generosity of courage lay 
down his very life for the common good—it was because IL had 

“1 Such things that LT supported the adjusted compensation 


leasure from its first appearance in this House until it became 
a lay I would not even permit “party regularity ” to over- 
come the regularity of my conscience, which tells me the Nation 

suid do ne less than grant that evidence of its appreciation of 
s beyond price, given without thought of payment. Some 
is delined generosity as “a lively of favors to be 
ved. Vhat not a suitable language for a democracy. 
Phi lemocracy will perpetuate itself so long as its people are 
in war or in peace, to sacrifice freely for 


5] Ve 
rites i sense 


recel is 


iy, 


the common 


good. But the freer the spirit of sacrifice the readier the re- 
in emergency, the more appreciative should be the 
iemmecracy, and the more certain should be the acknowledg- | 


the service performed. 
America’s burdens from the World War are therefore to be 


horne and should be borne cheerfully. Our desire should be 
to seek out burdens justly to be met rather than to allow 
numet obligations to hound our footsteps in the great highway 


t national life. 

Whole program enacted by this Congress for veteran relief. 
Especially notable is the spirit of the service men them- 

| Not only are they conspicuous in securing governmental 


Selves 


action for protection of the interests of their disabled fellows, 
but they are assuming many responsibilities themselves, as- 
suming burdens the Government might very well carry, but 
Which they feel can be better met by their own efforts. This 
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Already this program of practical aid is under way. At 
Otter Lake, one of Michigan’s myriad inland lakes, there has 
been opened the first unit of the Children’s Billet—a home, 
not an “institution.” It is to be a truly and sure-enough home 
for those boys and girls whose daddies are dead or ineapaci- 
tated because of what they did in America’s greatest war. 
The site was originally chosen by the Michigan department of 
the American Legion, which started the work and for a time 
had it under operation. Then the outstanding merit of this 
work caught the attention of the National Legion, and it asked 
Michigan to turn the unit over as the first step in a country- 
wide program. This has been done, and all the work is now 
officially under the direction of the national children’s welfare 
committee of the American Legion. 

The ideal back of this movement is that the home shall be 
erected’ as a living memorial to the men who gave their lives 
or their soundness of body to their country. 

Instead of useless marble or bronze this memorial is to be 
built of the future hopes and careers of war-orphaned children. 
It ‘is the obligation of the American people to the men who died 
or were maimed for them. It is the salute of legionnaires to 
their comrades who have gone west. 

Fortunately for the physical welfare of the children, Otter 
Food 
is fresh from the countryside and so economical that the most 
plentiful and scientifie diet is costing not to exceed 35 cents a 
day. The sleeping accommodations are on an especially de- 
signed and constructed porch overlooking the waters and wooded 
shores of the lake. In these conditions the training of the child 
in right habits of health is simplicity itself. 

The 96-acre farm which surrounds the home has its impor- 
tant economic function. Large parts of it are available for 
cultivation, and these activities will have an important educa- 
tional influence. On the farm are cows, horses, pigs, chickens, 
turkeys, geese, and ducks. On the farm itself a diversity of 
crops can be raised which will train those children who are 
interested in farming in a great variety of ways. 

The home at Otter Lake is situated on the brow of a hill 
which directly overlooks the lake itself. Around about are 
about even portions of arable fields and open woods. About a 
half mile away are two more spring lakes. The country is all 
rolling in character and is the highest in altitude in this part 
of the State. With the 96-acre site now owned in fee there is 
every opportunity for future expansion. 

The present development has been brought about partly by the 
activities of the legionnaires of Michigan, partly by a substan- 
tial appropriation of the Michigan Legislature, and lastly, and 
probably most important, by the national sponsorship and efforts 


America will accordingly approve heartily the of the national American Legion. 


The future of the Otter Lake home must be based on a realiza- 
tion of the greatness of the task. The number of eligible chil- 
dren is very large. Already the existence of the home has be- 
come known and the demand for its benevolent aid is growing 
far, far beyond the possibilities of the present facilities. 

Because of the plan of building small cottages, the expansion 


| can be made gradually and economically without the danger 


is notably true in connection with the care for the orphans of | 


tile’ 


service men. 
The first Children’s 


Billet of the American Legion was 
formally ‘dedicated at Otter Lake, Lapeer County, in the 
district IT have the honor to represent, Sunday, June 15. The 


Legion expression of the genesis of this institution, the first 
kind in the United States, in the words of Mark 
McKee, the most active spirit in this movement: 


oY is is, 


Tolion Doughboy came back from the war apparently quite well, but 


really with a touch of gas in his lungs. The girl who had smiled 
good-by as he marched away was waiting. Soon they were married, 
and John went back to his job. 

That happened thousands of times, All went well until a cluster 


of tuberculosis germs found their way to that diseased spot in John 


Doughhoy's lungs. And then everything went wrong, 

Maybe John died. Maybe he in a hospital 
full force so far as he is concerned, In 
very likely to be a child or two. 

What will the Nation for these war orphans— 
help! tragic figures of the whole war? 

Will it leave the mother to fight the uneven battle alone? Will it 
forget the promises of justice and everlasting gratitude which it made 
John Doughboy left for camp? 

Will the heroism and sacrifice of the father be repaid by. sentenc- 
ing children to the dreary routine and semipauperism of an 
orphanage or “ institution "? 

American Legion says no! The Legion summons with it the 
patriotic and unselfish public in a fight for a better way 


1s 


the war still 
there is 


with 


on either case 


do surely the most 


ind 


ess 


as he 
these 


rhe 


of overbuilding or unwise expenditure. 

The fact that all overhead expenditures are absorbed by the 
Legion itself guarantees that the contributions of donors will 
zo directly to the purposes intended. Building materials and 
costs in Otter Lake are free from inflation. 

Something of the magnitude of the task to which the legion- 
aires of the seventh district of Michigan so resolutely set them- 
selves and in which the State and National organizations have 
now joined them is to be glimpsed from this statement of 
Garland W. Powell, director of the National Americanism 
Commission : 


Perhaps the greatest immediate need is represented in the problem of 
the war orphan. There are to-day more than 5,000 war waifs to be 
cared for, the lonely orphans of the mute glorious dead. Think of it! 
Innocent victims of war facing the black future of a childhood denied 
its birthrights of love and interest, standing forlornly in the shadows 
of an orphans’ home, but one step removed from the grim stigma of 
the almshouse. The American Legion has said that this thing can not 
be. It has aroused itself to its finest fighting mood to save tLese 
children from the drabness of routine in orphan institutions. It has 
said that every one of these babies shall be found a home, shall receive 
its heritage of kindness and individual attention. It shall bave a 
chance to develop personality and character and start even in life 
with more favored children, without the misfortune of being reared 
in an orphanage, with a fair chance in the race of life. 


At the dedication of the Billet Sunday, June 15, 1924, Na- 
tional Commander John R. Quinn was not able to be present, 
but was represented by F. Ryan Duffy, of Fond du Lac, Wis., 
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national first vice president. In his impressive address he said, 
in part: 


Home life is the foundation on which the security of the Nation 
rests. Seventy-five per cent of the criminals to-day were deprived of 
home life in their childhood, and we must not let that condition exist 
for children of ex-service men. The Legion showed what they could | 
do in battle, and now they are putting forth the same spirited effort 
to make this a real home for children of their buddies. We are proud | 
of the opportunity Michigan has afforded us to share in this wonder- 
ful work, and the national organization is indebted to Michigan for 
showing the solution to this great problem of caring for the children | 
of our unfortunate comrades. 


Judge Ernest P. La Joie, of Detroit, youngest member of the 
circuit bench in Michigan, said, in part: 


This is, indeed, a notable pilgrimage to a shrine dedicated to the 
children of our unfortunate comrades, and the movement challenges | 
the best wishes of all who have the welfare of children at heart. 
There is nothing more patriotic than this opportunity to help these | 
children and give them a real home environment, They deserve every 
opportunity that time, attention, and money can provide. Here there 
is no distinction between class or creed, only the molding of these 
little lives into true men and women, the building up and maintaining 
of true citizenship—this all accomplished without a suggestion of 
institutionalism. In this building we have essentially a shrine built 
to American childhood 


William Davis, of Washington, D. ¢., brother of the Secretary 
of Labor, stated that he had grown up with the Mooseheart 
institution, where 1,200 orphans are cared -for, and predicted 
that the Legion home at Otter Lake would rival Mooseheart in | 
time. He emphasized the importance of the home life of the 
child, stating that good children make good citizens, good citi 
zens make a good country, and a good country meant the flag 
safe for everyone. 

Mrs. W. H. Morgan, national chairman of child welfare, | 
American Legion Auxiliary, and department president of Illinois 
gave a most enthusiastic talk on good citizenship, and stated 
that the Children’s Billet at Otter Lake was a monument fo our 
soldier dead and proof that we had kept ottr promise to the 
departed soldiers and that they were not forgotten. 

Mark McKee. chairman of the board of directors of the Billet, 
presided, and brief speeches were also made by Dr. O. G. John- 
son, medical director and manager of the Billet: Joseph Gilles, 
commander of Larned Post, Detroit: Clarence Myers, of Caro, 
Mich. treasurer of the Billet; and Doctor Spawr, State com 
mander of the Legion. 

The dedication services were concluded with a flag drill by 
the children of the Billet and the singing of America by all 
present. 

To the task of supplying the sinews of war with which these 
children will be assured the heritage of their childhood, the 
American Legion has summoned equally every legionnaire and 
all Amerieans who desire to voluntarily assume u shure in the | 
easiest of burdens—the care of children. This creat work of | 
the Legion is under the national children’s welfare committee, 
whose officers are: Chairman, George A. Withers, Clay Center, 
Kans.: vice chairman and treasurer, Mark T. McKee, Mount | 
Clemens, Mich. 

In The Young Knight, Jobn S. Arkright, the British poet, 
who wrote The Supreme Sacrifice. says: 


i 


For love of those he leaves behins, 
For all that home and honor mean, 
For the long centuries that have been 
And for the future of mankind—- 


He lifts the cross, he draws the blade, 
He gives his manhood—secarce begna ; 
God shield him till the set of sun 

On this the holiest, last crusade! 


And with his passing with the setting sun, the holiest obliga- 
tion left to us is the care and protection of his children. In 
the words of Edgar A. Guest. in his For Your Boy and Mine: 


They must be shielded well from woe and kept secure from care, 
And if we could, upon our backs, their burdens we would bear. 


Mr. CRAMTON. I yield back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I yield such 
time as he may desire to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CULLEN }. 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Speaker, if there is nobody, else on our 
side who wants time on this bill I will say that we are ready to 
vote on it. I was going to suggest to the gentleman from South 
Dakota that he might ask the privilege for Members wishing to 


. 


|} the numeral “25 
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do so that they may have five days in which to extend 
remarks in the Recorp, 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota At the tim 


e e secured 
the passage of this bi I made a request that is granted to 
the effect that Members should have the privilege of extending 
their remarks for five legislative days 

Mr. MADDEN. Permission was granted yvesterida > every 


body to extend their remarks within 10 days 
Mr. JOHNSON. of South Dakota With that unde 


rsfunding 

Mr. Speaker, then, I will not make that unanimous at 
request. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to rt 
ence report. 

The conference report was agreed to 

POSTAL SALARY INCREAS 

Mr. GRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill S. 1898, the postal salary bill, and ask wv its im 
mediate consideration. IL ask unanimous consent iat the 
statement be read in lieu of the report 

The SPEAKER fhe gentleman from Pennsylvania calls 
up the conference report on the bill S. 1898 and asks that the 
Statement be read in lieu of the report Is there objection 


There was no objection 
[For text of conference report see p 
eeedings of June 5, 1024 


Fhe Clerk read the statement. as toilow 


ize 16315, Senate pro 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disazreeing votes on the House amendment to S. 1898 to 
readjust the compensation of postmasters and reclassify and 
readjust the salaries and compensation of employees in the 
Postal Service submit he llowing written statement ex 
plaining matters agreed upon by the conference committee 
and recommended in the text of the conference report 

The House disagreed to the entire text of the Senate pill 


und offered its bill as an amendment thereto The Senute 
tlisagreed to the House amendment and voted for a conference 
e House agreed to the conference The conferees, therefore 


found the entire subject readjusting the ompensation of post 


thasters umd reclussifyis ! 


x amd rendjusting the salaries anid 


} compensati ma oat employ Ces I the Postal Service open, and 
the bill is now offered with an amendment which strikes out 
the louse amendment mia wters in eu thereof the text 


| printed in the conference report 


LERK Hike reirep | § POS FI 
In the allowance for clerk hire in third-class post offiees the 


Senate recedes from its disagreement to the House amend 


nent and ugrees to the same with an amendment striking out 
the words exceeded or vhere they oecur in the provise 
giving the Postmaster General authority to modify this allow 
anee, and striking out in the same proviso the numera! th 


before the words “ pet entum,.” and inserting in lien theres! 


This ngreement of the mferees makes the elerk hire in 
third-class post offices statutory, except that the Postmaster 
(;eneral is given discretion to reduce the allowance not more 
than 25 per cent to meet the varying needs of the service 


ALLOWANCES FOR FOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTERS 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the amet 
of the tiouse 

Under this agreement of the conferees the salar 


ment 


es of fourth- 
class postmasters are increased approximately 10 per cent 


SALARIES AND ALLOWANCES OF POST-OFFIUCH NSP! 


In section 2, under salaries of post-oflice inspectors, the 
House recedes from its amendment providing that inspeetors 
shall be promoted successively to grade 4 at the beginning 
of the quarter following a year’s satisfactory service in the 


| next lower grade. The House also recedes from its amend 


ment striking out the words “and not to exceed 35 per cent 
of the force to grade 6 for meritorious service after not less 
than one year’s service in grade 5,” and also recedes from 
its amendment adding the following, “and to grade 5 at the 
beginning of the quarter following a year’s meritorious service 
in grade 4, and not to exceed 35 per cent of the force to grode 
6 for specially meritorious service after not less than one 
year’s service in grade 5.” 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the House fixing travel allowances of inspectors and super- 
visory employees of the Railwuy Mail Service and post offices 

This agreement of the conferees restores this allownnce as 
provided for under existing law and involves no inereuse 


+ 
+ 
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following a total satisfactory service of 306 days instead of a 


year’s satisfactory service as provided in the Senate amend- 
ment. 
TRAVEL ALLOWANCE IN LIEU OF A¢ rUAL EXPENSES OF RAILWAY POSTAL 


CLERKS 

The House recedes from its amendment which provides for 
allowanee after eight hours from time of beginning initial run. 
i agreement of the conferees makes the time 10 hours 
the beginning of initial run. 

TERMINAL RAILWAY POST OFFICDS 

The Senate recedes from its disngreement to the amendment 
the House. 
This agreement of the conferees provides that those terminals 
having less than 20 employees shall be assigned to class A, 
and those having 20 or more employees shall be assigned to 
class B. 

The Senate also recedes from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House providing that clerks in class A shall be 
to grade 4, and strikes out the words 


his 
from 


of 


ioted successively 


pre 


* distributors to grade 4, 
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The Senate also recedes from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House that clerks in class B terminals shall be 
promoted successively to grade 5 and strikes out the words 


‘ distributors to grade 4 and clerks in charge of crews within a 
tour to grade 5.” 

The Senate also recedes from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House striking out the following paragraph: 

“In terminals having more than 75 employees there may be a 
clerk in charge of the entire terminal ef grade 7.” 

TRANSFER OFFICES 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the amendment 
the Liouse providing that clerks in class A shall be promoted 
successively to grade 4, and striking out the words “ distribu- 


of 


tors to grade 4”; also inserting, after the word “ charge,” th 
words “of tours”; also providing that clerks in class B shall 
be promoted successively to grade 5, and striking out th 
words “distributors to grade 4, clerks in charge of crews t 


era”ad 
STrade oo. 


CLERKS ASSIGNED O OFFICE OF DIVISION SUPERINTENDENT OR CHIBI! 
CLERK 
The Tlouse recedes from its amendment which provides that 


in the of division superintendent 
promoted to grade 5, and in 


e Of four clerks shal! be 
the office of chief clerk one clerk 


shall he promoted to grade 5. 
This agreement of the conferees changes the word “shall” 
in both instances to * may.” 
CREDIT FOR ROAD DUTY 
The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the amendment 


of the House providing that clerks assigned to road duty shall 
be credited with full time for delay to trains equal to a period 


of time between scheduled arrival and actual arrival of trains 
at destination of run. 
VILLAGE DELIVERY SERVICD 
The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the House with an amendment fixing the salaries of car- 
riers at $1.150 to $1,350. 
SUBSTITUTE VILLAGE CARRIPRS 
The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the House 


This agreement of the conferees fixes the hourly pay of these 
employees at 50 cents. 


ANNUAL AND SICK 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the House with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words 
“ plysician’s certificate” and insert in this paragraph after the 
word “ illness,” the words “in accordance with regulations to 
be prescribed by the Postmaster General,” and strike out the 
words “and if more than two days, the application therefor 


LBAVE 


| shall be accompanied by a.” 


CLERKS AT DIVISION HEADQUARTE! 

The recedes from its amendment fixing the salary of 
chief clerk at each division beadquarter 52,000. 

This agreement of the conferees restores the Senate provision 
giving chief clerks at division headquarters $3,000. 

iw Senate recedes from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Flouse providing that carriers in the City Delivery Service 
I t ed from jy offices at which division head- | 
quart of post-oflice inspe located to the position of 
cle such diy m headquart 

‘ AND « zo 

hye ‘ e recede from its ¢ reement to the House 
amendment pr iding that in all special clerk promotions the 
RE etent employee shall have preference 

Liouse recedes from its amendment which strikes out of 
the S« e bill the language “and it is not practicable to em- 
pole ub ites,” and insert the words “that whenever prac- 
tics it use 4 emergency or otherwise, a substitute is 
ui Leabode he postmaster prohibited from employing a regular | 
Clerk, special clerk, or letter carrier overtime.” 

he Jlouse recedes from its amendments allowing compen- | 
sitory time for employment on Sundays and holidays during | 
the Christ sand Ne Yeur season under this tithe und wher- 
ever else su provisions or exceptions occur in the bill. 
MESSENGERS, AND LABORERS 

ar er es from its disagreement to the amendmen 
‘ flous 

{fl neler this ireement of the eonferees thu laries of wateh- 
men, messengers, and lnborers are tixed at $1.500 for the first 
yvrade and $1,000 for the second grade 

MOTOR-VETIICLEI ERVICE 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement to mendment 
of the House fixing the salaries of special me 

This agreement of the conferees fixes of $2,100, 
? 0) and $2,300 for special mechanics 

he Senate recedes from its dis eement to t! amendment 
of the Tlouse fixing the salaries for garage-men drivers. 

rhis agreement of the conferees fixes the salai at $1,550 
for the first ‘ade and $1,650 for the second grade 

RAI AY MAIL SERVIC: 

The Senate recedes from its reement to the amendment 
of 1 Hou fixiny the salaries of assistant superil ndents at 
l “a { WM 

The Hor ‘ecedes from its amendment providing that postal 
( ks | divided into six grades, with a salary of $2,700 for | 
grade 6 

his amendment restores the Senate provision dividing postal 
clerks into seyen grades, fixing the salary of grade 6 at $2,600 
and grade 7 at $2,700. 

LARORERS IN THE RAILW MAII SERVICE 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the House. This fixes the salaries of these Inborers as 
follows: 

(irade 1, SI HOO, 

Grade 2, $1,600. 

SURSTITUTE RAILWAY POSTAL ¢ ERKS 

The Tlouse recedes from its amendment. 

This arreement of the conferees fixes these salaries at $1,850 
per annum 

ONTOINAT APPOINTMENTS OF SUSTITUTE POSTAL CLERKS 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the House 
amendment. 

This agreement of the conferees fixes the time for promotions 


This agreement of the conferees makes the paragraph read: 
“That sick leave shall be granted only upon satisfactory evi- 
dence of illness in accordance with regulations to be prescribed 
by the Postmaster General.” 

NIGHTTIME DIFFERENTIAL 
The House recedes from its amendment. 
This eliminates the provision for a nighttime differential. 
MILITARY CREDIT 
The House recedes from its amendment, 
This agreement of the conferees restores the existing law 


BLICITY OF CONGRESSIONAL EDECTION CAMPAIGN 


EXPENDITURES 

The Senate recedes ‘from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the House, with an amendment changing the language of 
subdivision (c) of section 102 of Title II, defining the term 
“ political committee ” by striking out this subdivision and in- 
serting a new subdivision, as follows: 

(c) The term “ political committee” includes any commit- 
tee, association, or organization, which accepts contributions 
or makes expenditures for the purpose of influencing or at- 
tempting to influence the election of candidates or presidential 
and vice presidential electors (1) in two or more States, or (2 
whether or not in more than one State if such committee, asso- 
ciation, or organization—other than a duly organized State or 
local committee of a political party—is a branch or subsidiary 
of a national committee, asseciation, or organization. 

W. W. Griest, 
CALVIN D. PAIGE, 
- THos. M. Brtt., 
Managers on the part of the House. 


CONTRIBUTIONS AND 


” 


ke, «this is a unanimous report 
ere about 20 of more points of 


Mr. GRIDST. Mr. 
from the conferees. 


‘Spe: 
There 
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difference between the House and Senate bills which the con- 
ferees settled very readily, including the elimination 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me 
that on as important a matter as this we should have a quo- 
rum present to hear the statement, and I make the point of 
order that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota makes the 
point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair 
will eount. [After counting.] One hundred and seventy-three 
Members are present—not a quorum. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
House 

\ call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll. when 
failed to answer to their names; 





move a call of the 


the following Members 


Aldrich Drewry Lilly teed, W. Va 
Andersot Edmonds Little Robsion, Ky 
tankhead ree Logan Rogers, N. H, 
Barkl (reran Lyon Rosenbloom 
Reck Goldsborough McKenzie Ronse 

Bland Hammer McKeown Seger 

Boies Hinuugen Magee, Pa. Snyder 
Britten lioward, Okla, Merritt Spearing 
tuckley Hudspeth Michaelson Sproul, Kans, 
Burtness ftull, Morton D, Morin Sullivan 
Burton Humphreys Mudd Taylor, Tenn, 
Byrnes, S Jost Nelson, Me. Ward, N. Y 
Campbell Kabn (Brien Ward, N.&, 
Clark, Fla Kent «Connor, La. Weaver 
Curry Kincheloe Paige Welsh 

Davis, Minn King Parker White, Me 
Deal Knutson Peavey Wood 
Dominick Kunz Phillips Woodrum 


Doughton 
Drane 


Langley 
Larson, Minn. 

rhe SPEAKER 
answered to their names, a2 quorum. 

Mir. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with 
furtier proceedings under the call. 

fhe motion was agreed to. 


Quayle 


Reed, N. Y. 


Wurzbach 


| Hfinll 
Hull, William E, 


Three hundred and fifty-four Members have | 


Green, Iowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Green wood 
tirlest 
Griffin 
lladley 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Ifastings 
Haugen 
Hawes 
Hawley 
Hayden 
Ilersey 
Hickey 
Hill, Ma 
Hiill, Wash, 
Iloladay 
llooker 
Huddleston 
Hudson 
Morton D 


Ilull, lowa 
Hull, Tenn, 
Jacobstein 
James 

Jeffers 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnsen, 8. Dak 
Johnson, Tex. 
Johnson, Wash. 


Johnsen, W. Va. 


Jones 
Kearns 
Keller 
Kells 
Kendall 
Kerr 
Ketcham 
Kiess 
Kincheloe 
Kindred 
King 
hopp 
Kurtz 
Kyale 
Latrunardia 
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Longworth 
Lowrey 
Lozier 
Luce 
MeClintie 
McDutflie 
McFadden 
McKenzie 


MeLaughlin, Mich. 
McLaughlin, Nebr. 


MeLeod 
McNulty 
McReynolds 
McSwain 
McSweeney 
MacGregor 
MacLafferty 
Madden 
Magee, N. Y. 
Major, Ill 
Major, Mo 
Manlove 
Mansfield 

M apes 
Martin 
Mead 
Michaelson 
Michenet 
Miller, Ill 
Miller, Wash. 
Milligan 
Minshan 
Montague 
Mooney 
Moore, Ga, 
Moore, Ill 
Moore, Ohio 
Moore, Va 
Moores, Ind. 
Morehead 
Morgan 
Morin 
Morris 
Morrow 
Murphy 
Nelson, Me 
Nels n. Wis 
Newton, Minn. 


Parks, Ark, 
Patterson 
re ery 
Perkins 
Perlmau 
Phillips 
Porter 
Pou 
Prall 
Purnell 
Quin 
Ragon 
Rainey 
taker 
Rankin 
Ransley 
Rathbone 
Rayburn 


Reece 
Re ed, A rk. 
Reed, N. Y. 


Reid, Ill 
Richards 

Roac h 
Robinson, Towa 
Robsion, Ky. 
Rogers, Mass 
Romjue 

Rubey 


Sabath 


Salinon 


Sanders, N. Y. 
x 


Sanders, Te 
Sandlin 
Schafer 
Schall 
Schneider 
Sears, Fla 
Sears, Nebr. 
Seger 
Shallenberger 
Sherwood 
Shreve 
Simmons 
Sinclair 
Sinnott 
Sites 

Sorith 


ALONG 


Sumners, Tex. 
Swank 

Sweet 

Swing 
Swoope 

Taber 

Tague 

Laylor, Colo 
Taylor, W. Va 
Temple 
Thatcher 
Thomas Ky 
Thomas, Okla, 
‘Thompson 
Tillman 
Tilson 
Timberlake 
Tincher 
Tinkham 
Treadway 
Tucker 
Tydings 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Upshaw 

Vaile 

Vare 

Vestal 
Vineent, Mich, 
Vinson (va 
Vinson, Ky 
Voigt 
Wainwright 
Wason 
Watkins 
Watres 
Watson 
Wefald 
Weller 

Wertz 

White, Kans 
Williams, Il 
Williams, Mich 
Williams, Tex 
Williamson 
Wilson, Ind 
Wilson, La 
Wilson, Miss 


The doors were opened, es Newton, Mo. Smithwick Wingo 
~ £ rut ag Ne cate oe *. 3, | Lanham Nolan Snell Winslow 
Mr. GRIEST. Mr, Speaker, as IT was about to say, this is | Pankford O'Connell, N.Y. Speaks Wolf 
& complete and unanimous report on the part of the conferees. Larsen, Ga, Connell, R. I, Sproul, til. Woodruff 
There were about twenty or more points of difference between yeuare ‘a (Connor, ot Sproul, Kans. arent b 
sa bi » Sen; ; ‘ al ann teadily | +28, Call O'Connor, N. Y. Stalker ural 
the House bill and the Senate bill, all of which were readily | Leatherwood O'Sullivan Steagall Wyant 
adjusted, including the elimination of the night differential | Leavitt Oldtield Stedman Yates 
item which, according to the department, would have cost us | yen Se, pe hl ale. Stengle senna 
. . . . . . . ' , ar ite . ey g ! t 
$12,000,000, and including also the elimination of the so-called | riyucay aie oe Zihiman 
Borah amendment and the adoption of the Cable amendment, | Lineberger Park, Ga Strong. Pa 
as directed by the House. Linthicum Parker Summers, Wash. 
The bill as it now stands, according to the figures of the NAYS—6 
department, or, rather, based on 1 igures of ie department, trand, Ohio rraham, ; tamseyer Sanders, Ind, 
lepaurtment rather, based on the figur f tl lepart Bt 1, on Gral Hl I i 
is about $64,000,000 as against, according to the estimate of | Evans, lowa Hoch 
the department, $80,000,000 at the time the bill originally NOT VOTING—66 
passed the House Aldrich Drane Langley Rouse 
. inenke I . re ti niin s ai ; | Anderson Drewry Larson, Minn. Seott 
Ir. Speaker, moye the previous question on the adoption | Theek Bamonds Lills Snyder 
of the conference report. Bland Fairtield Little Spearing 
The previous question was ordered. | Hotes eres ae aor Kans. 
aa . . > ." : . . . srittet reran vou Sulliva 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer- Burton Hammer McKeown Taylor, ‘Tenn. 
enee report. | Byrnes, S.C, Hill, Ala Magee, Pa. Ward, N.Y 


Mr. GARRETT 


for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 361, nays 6, | 
no! voting 66, as follows: 


Abernethy 
Ackernran 
Allen 
Allgood 
Almon 
Andrew 
Anthony 
Arnold 
Aswell 
Ayres 
Bacharach 
Bacon 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Barkley 
Beedy 
Reers 
Bees 

Bell 
Berger 
Bixler 
Slack, N. ¥. 
Black, Tex. 
Blanton 
Bloom 
Bowling 
Box 

Boyce 
Boylan 
Brand, Ga 


YEAS— 


Griggs 
Browne, N. J, 
Browne, Wis, 
Rrowning 
Brumm 
Suchanan 
Buekley 
Bulwinkle 
Burdick 
surtness 
Busby 
Butler 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Cable 
Canfield 
Cannon 

Carew 

Carter 

(asey 
Chindblom 
Christopherson 
Clague 

Clancy 

Clarke, N. Y. 
Cleary 

Cole, lowa 
Collier 

Colton 
Connally, Tex 
Connery 


of Tennessee. 


B61 
‘onnolly, Pa. 
‘ook 

‘ooper, Ohio 
‘ooper, Wis. 
‘orning 
‘ramton 
‘risp 

‘roll 

‘rosser 
‘rowther 
‘ullen 
‘ummings 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Davey 
Davis, Minn. 
Davis, Tenn. 
lbempsey 
Denison 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dickstein 
Dowell 
Doyle 
Driver 

Dyer 

Eagan 
Elliott 
Fivans, Mont 
Fairchild 


i Ml le ln He ts 


Mr. Speaker, on that I ask 


Faust 
Favrot 
Fenn 

Fish 

Visher 
PFitazgerakd 
Fleetwood 
Foster 
rear 
Fredericks 
lreeman 
French 
Frothingham 
Fulbright 
Fuller 
Fulmer 
Funk 
Gallivan 
Garber 
Gardner, lod 
tiarner, Tex 


Garrett, Tenn, 


(iarrett, Tex. 
(Casque 
‘(iibson 
Gifford 
Gilbert 
Glatfelter 
Goldsborough 
Graham, Pa. 


Campbell 
Celler 


i Clark, Fla. 


Cole, Obtio 
Collins 
«'urry 
Deal 
Dominick 
Doughton 


lloward, Nebr. 
Howard, Okla. 
Ifudspeth 
Hlumphreys 
Jost 

Kahn 

Kent 

Kuutson 

Kus 


Merritt 
Mills 

Mudd 
O'Brien 
Penvey 
Quayle 
Reed, W. Va 
Regers, N. Il 
Rosenbloom 


So the conference report was agreed to, 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. Kahn with Mr. Clark of Florida 
Mr. Whire of Maine with Mr. Byrnes of South Carolina 


Mr. Ward of 


New 
Mr. Andersen with 


York with 
Mr. Kunz, 


Mr. Little with Mr. Lilly. 
Mr. Mudd with Mr. Rogers of New Hampshire. 


Mr. Cole of Ohio with 


Mr. 


Mr. Mills with Mr. Hammer. 


Mr. Welsh with 
with 


Mr. Aldrich 


Mr. 


Mr. Deal. 


Mr. 


Doughton. 


Jost. 


Sullivan 


Mr. Free with Mr, Till of Alabama. 
Mr. Strong of Kansas with Mr. Spearing. 
Mr. Rosenbloom with Mr. Weaver. 


Mr. Fuirfield with Mr. Drewry. 
with Mr. Dominick, 
Mr. Merritt with 


Mr. Britten 


Mr. Geran. 


Mr. Curry with Mr. Howard of Oklahoma. 


Mr. Scott with Mr. 


Bland. 


Mr. Fdmonds with Mr. Humphreys. 


Mr. Beck with 


Mr. MeKeown. 


Mr. Campbell with Mr. Rouse. 
Mr. Peery with Mr. Kent. 


Mr. Burton with Mr 
Mr. Knutson with 


Quayle. 
Mr. 


Howard of Nebraska. 


Mr. Magee of Venusyivania with Mr. Logan, 


Ward, N, ¢ 
Weaver 
Welsh 
White, Me 
Winter 
Wood 
Woodrum 
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Mr. Larson of Minnesota 
MI der wit Mi 
| with M 

Mr. ! dof West V 


with Mr. Drane. 
Iludsepeth. 
O'Brien, 
inia with Mr. Lyon. 
lor-of Tennesse. ll 


with Mr. C¢ r 
Mr. Winter with Mr. Woodrum. 
Mr. Boles with Mr. Collins, 
Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen from New York, 
Mr. CeLLerR, Mr. Quayte, and Mr. SULAAVAN, are absent on ac- 


count of severe illness. Had they been present they would 
have voted for this bill, but on account of their illness they are 
unable to be present 


Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote 


SPEAKER. 

Ing when his nan 
Mr 
vator. 
The SPMAKER. 


Was the gentleman in the Hall and listen- 
e was called? 


MOWARD of Nebraska. No; I was stuck in the ele- 


The gentleman does not qualify. 


Mr. MERRITT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote “ yea.” 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his uame was edied? 

Mr. MEKRITT. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does net qualify. 


Mr. WASON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that my 
colleague, the gentleman from New Hampshire, Mr. Rogers, if 


present, would have voted “ yea.” 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
THE REVENUE BILL 
Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the extension 
of remarks of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HAawtey] on 
the revenue act, included in the CoNneressionaL [Recorp of 


June 2, be printed as a public document. It contains a great 
deal of vAluable statistical information on the new revenue bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Reserving the right to object, what is the 
subject matter? 

Mr. TREADWAY. In reply to the gentleman from Alahama, 
I would say that the statistical tables prepared by the genfle- 
man from Oregon as to the amount of payments individuals and 
corporations will make under the new revenue act are earried 
out in great detail, and it will be a matter of very great con- 
venience to the public to have this information in statistical 
form and to be able to use the material as a public document. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It has been prepared since the passage 
of the revenue act? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes; it is in the Recorp, on page 10155. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


REMOVAL OF THE REMAINS OF THE LATE GEORGE MAUGER BURKLIN 


AND ANTON LERCH BURKLIN 

Mr. STALKER. Mr. Speaker, I call up from the Speaker's 
table the bill (S. 3220) authorizing the health officer of 
the District of Columbia to issue a permit for the removal of 


the remains of the late George Mauger Burklin and the re- 
mains of the late Anton Lereh Burklin from Glenwood Ceme- 
tery, D. C., to Fort Linceln, Prince Georges County, Md., a 
similar House bill having ‘been reported by the committee, 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Re it enacted, eto., That the health officer of the District of Columbia 
be, and he is hereby, authoriged to issue a permit for the removal of 


the remains of the late George Mauger Burklin and the remains of 
the late Anton Lerch Burklin from Glenwood Cemetery, D. C., to 


Fort Lincoln Cemetery, Prinee Georges County, Md. 
shall not 


But such permit 
be issued until there has been filed in the Health Depart- 
ment of the District of Columbia a permit from the proper State au- 
thor the place where said cemetery is located authorizing the 
interment there of said remains. 

The SPEAKER. 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 


ities at 


The question is on the third reading of the 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I fear that yes- 
terday evening I inadvertently by my haste worked a wrong 
upon my colleague, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hr}. 
You will reeall that I requested one-half of one minute in 
which’ to address the House and I hurried a little, I guess, and at 
the same time the gentleman from Maryland asked wnanimous 
consent to insert something in the Recorp and no objection was 
lodged, and yet the Rreorp dees not show that he was granted 
permission, I asked that he be granted unanimeus consent now. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman frem Nebraska asks wnani- 
mous consent that the request of the gentleman from Maryland, 
made yesterday. be granted. Is there objection? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, what is it that the gentleman from Nebraska is asking 
to insert in the Recorp? 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Nothing at all. I inserted 
mine yesterday. I talked about your friends, Gary and Butier, 
yesterday. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Wait a minute. What request has the 


| gentleman just made? 


Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I just made a request that my 
inadvertence of yesterday, in my haste, might net work injury 
to another. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, No friend of mine? 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. No. 

Mr. BHGG. Mr. Speaker, I shall 
what it is about. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair recalls it was a 
insert a speech of Mr. Butler. 

Mr. BEGG. I object. 

Mr. ATLL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman 
will withdraw his objection. Yesterday a request was made 
which resulted in an attack on Doctor Butler’s speech, and 
I said at the time that I would not object if permission was 
granted to put in the speech. I hope the gentleman will not 
object. 

Mr. BEGG. It was the gentleman’s own prerogative to let 
the attack go in the Recorp on that speech. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. JI ask the gentleman to be fair and 
let me put the speech in the Recorp. 

Mr. BEGG. I object. 


object unless I know 


request to 


REVISION OF 


Mr. HOCH, Mr. Speaker, IT move to suspend the rules and 
pass Senate Joint Resolution 107, a joint resolution declaring 
agriculture to be the basie industry of the country, and for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


RAILBGAD RATE STRUCTURE 


That the Interstate Commerce Commission is authorized and directed 
to make a thorough investigation of the rate structure of common -ear- 
riers sulject to the interstate commeree act, in order to determine 
to what extent and in what manner existing rates and charges may 
be unjust, unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory, or unduly preferen- 
tial, thereby imposing undue burdens, or giving undue advantage as 
between the various localities and parts of the country, the various 
classes of traffic, and the various classes and kinds of commodities, 
and to make, in accordance with law, such changes, adjustments, and 
redistribution of rates and charges as may be found necessary to cor- 
rect any defects so found to exist. In making any such change, adjust- 
ment, or redistribution the commission ghall give due regard, among 
other factors, to the general and comparative levels in market value 
of the various classes and kinds of commodities as indicated over a 
reasonable period of years, to a natural and proper development of the 
country as a whole, and to the maintenance of an adequate system of 
transportation. In the progress of such investigation the commission 
shall, from time to time, and as expeditiously .as possible, make such 
decisions and orders as it may find to be necessary or appropriate 
upon the record then made in order to place the rates upon designated 


classes of traffic upon a just and reasonable basis with relation to 
other rates. Such investigation shall be conducted with due regard 


to other investigations or proceedings affecting rate adjustments which 
may be pending before the commission. 

In view of the existing depression in agriculture, a basic industry, 
the commission is hereby directed to effect with the least practieable 
delay such reasonable and Jewful changes in ‘the rate structure of the 
country as will promote the freedom of movement by common carriers 
of the produets of agriculture affected by that depression, ineluding 
livestock, at the lowest possible reasonable and Jawful rates compatible 
with the maintenance of adequate transportation service: Provided, 
That no investigation or preceeding resulting frem the adoption of this 
resolution shall be permitted to delay the decision of cases now pending 
before the commission involving rates on products of agriculture, and 
that such eases shall be decided im accordanee with this resolution. 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. 1 think, Mr. Speaker, that some one 
who is opposed to the bill should be recognized to demand a 
second. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not very enthusiastic about it. ff 
the centleman from Alabama wishes to be recognized, I have 
no objection. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I am against the bill, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Alabama to demand a second, 
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Mr. HOCH. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas has 20 min- 
utes and the gentleman from Alabama has 20 minutes. 

Mr. HOCH. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, it is 
manifestly impossible to discuss adequately a subject like this 
in the time available, and I shall endeayor only to touch 
rapidly the chief points in this resolution, 





This resolution consists of two paragraphs. The first para- 
graph is identical with House Resolution 141, which I intro- 
duced some weeks ago, and which was recently reported favor- 
ably from the committee. The second paragraph is matter 


taken substantially from a portion of the Senate resolution 
y the House and which we have before 
us. The first part of this resolution proposes a general sur- 


which is here amended by | 


vi by the Interstate Commerce Commission of the freight 
structure of the country, and directs that such injustices and 
inequalities as found existing shall be corrected by the com- 
mission. It also direets the commission to take into con- 
sideration, among other things, the relation in prices of vari 
ous Classes and kinds of commodities as indicated over a 
reisonable average of years, and also does one or two other 
things which I will refer to later. 


It has been generally agreed for a number of years, as all 


of you familiar with the freight structure in this country know, | 


that revision of the freight structure is necessary. The freight 
structure of this country has grown up rather piecemeal 
through a great Many years, and everyone who has studied 
the subject agrees that it is net by any means on a scientitic 
basis at this time. It is out of joint. 

If I had time, I would like to read you the statements of 


yarious people who have studied the subject. Let me refer | 


briefly to one or two statements of that sort. You will recall 
that two or three years ago we had a joint commission on 
agricultural inquiry, which made a thorough study and issued 
a most complete compendium on the subject of transportation. 
One of their conclusions was as follows: 


The transportation rates on many commodities, more especially the 
produets of agriculture, bear a disproportjonate relation to the prices 
of such commedities; there should be immediate reductions in trans- 
portation rates applied to farm products and other basic commodities; 
greater consideration should be given in the future by public rate 
making authorities and by the railroads in making of transportation 
rates to the relative value of commodities and existing and prospective 
economic conditions. The pyramided per cent advances im rates which 
have been authorized by the Interstate Commerce Commission or made 
by the United States Railroad Administration caused the dislocation 
of long-standing relationships between rates upon agricyltural and 
industrial products, between competitive enterprises and competitive 
sections of the country. 


The farm organizations have not been alone in the idea that 
the freight structure of the country needs adjustment. About a 
year ago the United States Chamber of Commerce appointed a 
committee to study the subject. Last November it made a full 
report, and let me quote from it: 


It can not be elaimed that the railroad freight-rate structure of the 
United States has ever been organized on a scientific basis, or that it 
bas ever been systematically revised with the purpose of eliminating 
disparities. The great economic changes incidevt to and resulting from 
the war have created additional disparities resulting from herizontal 
rate changes, from the dislocation of relative price levels, and from 
increases in labor costs and terminai expenses which have borne with 
greater weight on some classes of trafic than on others. This situa- 
tion renders a readjustment of relative freight rates of great immediate 
importance. 


President Coolidge, in his message to Congress last December, 
made this statement: 


Competent authorities agree that an entire reorganization of the rate 
structure for freight is necessary. This should be ordered at once by 
Congress. 


The first paragraph of this resolution is in exact compliance 
with that recommendation, and proposes not that Congres shall 
make rates, for obviously Congress can not take upon itself 
that technical duty, but directs the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to enter upon a comprehensive study and survey of the 
freight structure and to remove disparities and inequalities, 


country new disparities and to 
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las far as possible, without injuring adequate transportation 


service. 

I call attention to the fact that in the last few years there 
have been a number of flat, horizontal increases in the whole 
freight structure. Just prior to Federal control in the vear 
1917 there was a tlat inerease in the eastern territery of 15 per 
cent, with a few exceptions, which 1 shall pot take time to 
name. During Federal control in 1918—in July, I believe 
there was a flat imcrease in all freights im tlis country, with 
regard to the class or kind of commedity, of 25 per cent ln 
August, 1920, fellowing Federal control, there were a number of 
Hat, horizontal increases, ranging from 25 per cent ih some see- 
(ions of the country up to 40 per cent in other sections of the 
country. A moment’s thought will show to anyone that flat, 
horizontal inereases of that sort in the freight structure tend 


to throw the relative rates into dislocation. To make a specific 
illustration—and I have not time, of course, to give figures 


ihe freight upon a bushel of wheat is a very lurge item, but 
the freight upen a highly fabricated article, as instance, u 
puir of shoes, is comparatively small 

When you increase by 15 to 25 or 35 or 40 per cent the whole 
freight structure, you see that you do something » the bulky 
commodities whir vou do not, in like effect at all, do te other 
articles. The effect of every one of these flat horizontal in 


creases has been to throw into freight-rate structure of the 





u atiy accentuate the mul 
adjustments which existed prior to that time. It is conceded 
that these flat horizontal increases were not scientitfi if 


justified at all, the method must be justified on the grounds of 
expediency and the necessity for quick action 


The first part of this resolution goes to that proposition 
It is generally agreed, I think, among students of the subject 
that the rates upon basic commodities should be adjusted and 


more favorable rates given. 


Because my time is short I pass to the second part of this 
resolution. ‘The second paragraph of this resolution is taken 
n substance from the Senate resolution. It makes special 
reference to agricultural products, including livestock. IL want 
you to notice closely in order that there may be no misapprehen- 
sion about it. I do not claim that this is any panacea or any- 
thing of that sort. It does not direct particular rates upon 
farm products, although I am firmly convinced that a study 
will show that those rates in many eases ought to be reduced, 
but it does call the attention of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission by the Congress, which has the right to speak to the 
commission, which is an agency of the Congress, to the great 
agricultural depression existing in the country aud its says to 
the Interstate Commerce Commissien, “ We direct that yeu 
shall with the least practicable delay make such changes in 
the freight rates upon farm products, including livestock, as 
will as far as possible correct any injustices that may be found 
to exist and promote the freedom of movement of these prod- 
ucts.” But, as gentlemen will notice by reading the resolution, 
it does not contemplate that there shall be anything ruthless 
done; in fact, it specifically provides that it shall not interfere 
with the maintenance of an adequate transportation service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
11 minutes. 

Mr. HOCH. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of 
time. 


has consumed 


my 


Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
question 7 

Mr. HOCH. If it is a short question. 

Mr. RAKER. I am very much interested in the transperta- 
tion of livestock. May I ask the gentleman whether or not 
this commission has the power to adjust the rates properly 
how ¢ 

Mr. HOCH. Mr. Speaker, I think the commission has the 
power, but I say that it will be tremendously helpful to have 
this mandate from the Congress saying to the commission, 
“We call your special attention to the agricultural depres- 
sion, and we direct that you shall give all possible considera- 
tion to agriculture, ineluding livestock, consistent with the 
maintenance of an adequate transportation service.” [Ap- 
plause. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Huppieston] is recognized for 20 minntes. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to 
the gentieman from Nebraska {Mr. SHaALctenrerorr), and pend- 
ing that I make the point of order that there is no quorum 
present. i am net willing that we shall discuss a measure of 
this kind without having somebody here to listen to the dis 
cussion. 


a 
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The gentleman from Alabama | 


The SPEAKER pro tempore 
makes the point of order that there is no quorum present. | 
Clearly there is not. 

Mr. HOCH. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Doorkeeper will close 
the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will bring in absent Members, 
and the Clerk will call the roll 

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed 
to answer to their hames: 

Aldrich Deal Kent Phillips 

Ander I Dompsey Knutson Quayl Pe 
Anthony Dickinson, Mo Kunz teed, W. Va. 

\swell Dominick Langley Rogers, N. H. 

Beck Doughton Larson, Minn Rosenbloom 

Berger Drane Lehibach Rouse 

Is Drewry Lilly Snyder 

britten Fairchild Little Spearing 

Burton lavrot Logan Sproul, Kans. 

Byrnes, 8, ¢ Fish Lozier Steagall 

( ‘ Fitzgerald Lyon Sullivan 

Campbell ree MeDhuflie Taylor, Tenn. 

Celler Garner McKeown Tucker 

Clark, Fla Geran Madden Voigt 

Clark N. Y. llammer Magee, Pa Ward, N. ¥ 

Cole, lowa Hill, Ma Moore, Ill. Ward, N.C. 

Cole, Ohio lloward, Okla. Morin Welsh 

Collin Hudspeth Mudd White, Me. 

Corning Humphreys OBrien Wood 

Crisp Jacobstein (Connor, N. Y, Wurzbach | 
Crowther Johnson, 8S. Dak. Parks, Ark 
Curry Tost Patterson | 
Davis, Minn Kahn Peavey | 


(Mr. Beae). 
answered to 


The SPEAKER tempore 
and forty-three gentlemen have 
quorum is present. 

Mr. HOCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Doorkeeper will open the 
doors. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SHALLENBERGER] is 
recognized for five minutes, 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, this 
resolution came to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce from the Senate carrying this language: 


Three hundred | 
their names; a 


pro 


That agriculture is hereby declared to be the basic industry of this 
country ; that it is the policy of Congress to promote, encourage, and 
foster the agrieultural industry. 


When we consider the frozen face this Congress has shown 
to agriculture, that language is the very essence of satire. 
In the face of what this Congress has done for the farmer, 


the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, of which I 
nm a member, did not have the courage to come before Con- 


gress with this resolution, so they have amended it, as has been 
stated to you by the gentleman from Kansas. This is the only 
legislation that is to be given to the country by this Congress 
in the interest of agriculture. When the farmers of America 
read and understand this bill they will say, “ We asked for | 
bread and they gave us a lemon.” I have here a statement 
from the leader of the majority party [Mr. LonawortH] which 


says: 


While fully realizing the condition of agriculture, and with the most 
enrnest desire to bring relief as far as legislatively possible, we have 
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far been unable to work out a plan which would command the 
necessary support. 


The leader of the majority in this Congress admits that, so 
far this Congress is concerned, agriculture has drawn a 
blank. 

This, then, is all we are going to do for agriculture. This 
has appropriated $3,000,000,000 of the taxpayers’ 
money. It has handed out big favors for special interests, but 
it has done nothing for agriculture. So, after taking care of 
every special interest and every part of the country from Cape 
Cod to Timbucktoo, except the West, Congress is going to give 
three cheers for agriculture and adjourn and go home. We 
have been having hearings in the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce upon the bill which I have been urging 
action upon, which reduces freight rates materially and repeals 
section 15a. Those hearings are not yet published. They have 
brought out some very interesting information concerning the 
effect upon agriculture of excessive railroad freight charges. 
The question was asked by myself as to the effect of freight 
reduction upon agricultural commodities, and Mr. Esch re- 
sponding stated: 


as 


Congress 


There was general improvement of conditions throughout the world 
in 1923. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. You would have a hard time making the people 
out in the West believe that, 
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Mr. Escu. Except as to agricultural products, and there, Governor, 
it must be remembered the agricultural products only constitute about 
6 per cent in tonnage of the tonnage of the carriers. While it is of 
great importance to the areas where agricultural tonnage is produced, 
yet in the aggregate it is only a comparatively small percentage of the 
total tonnage of the carriers. 


On all the railroads in the United States only 6 per cent is 
agricultural tonnage. Now, look what follows. Mr. Hawes 
asked the commissioner as to the possibility of the reduction 
of freight on agricultural commodities as the law now stands. 


He asked: 


Mr. HAwes. So that if agricultural rates were largely lowered, and 


the constitutional provision irrespective of law, the rest 
of the country would have to bear the lowering of the freight on those 
commodities. 
Mr 
ways. 
Mi 
or the 


If they reduce the freight rates upon agriculture, then as 
the law is now you have to raise it upon something else. We 
must repeal section 15a or any reduction to one class of com- 
modities or any region must be paid for by others. 

Here Mr. Hardie broke in— 


I have to a table which was prepared by the bureau of 
statistics of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and I find that the 
proportion of revenue estimated for 1922 for all products of agriculture 
to the total is 18.33 per cent. 


Escu. Well, we feel that it would have to be made good in other 


Hawes. Other commodities would have to pay for the reduction 


Government would have to make a subsidy, one of the two, 


referred 


Gentlemen, agriculture pays three times the proportion that 
it should pay of the entire receipts of the railroads from 
freight traffic. The statement of the commission shows that 
one-sixteenth of all the traffic of the railroads pays one-fifth 
of their returns, and that is what is the matter with agriculture, 
and that is where agriculture needs relief. Agriculture is not 
going to get relief by this legislation. This resolution only 
asks the commission to do the thing it has done, is now doing, 
and just what it will continue to do in the future under the 
present law. I want to read you here what Mr. Hardie, 
director of traffic, said when asked the length of time that 
would be required to carry out the investigations directed by 
this bill. He said: 


Mr. Harpigz. My opinion is, it will not be finished in five years if 
earried out to the final analysis. It will be nearly 10 years, in my 
opinion. 


Gentlemen, we are to have the commission investigating 
something which they already fully understand. and they are to 
take 10 years or more to do it and spend millions of dollars 
of the people’s money. Investigations by commissions are for 
two major purposes, to kill time and spend money. You do not 
grant them any new power in this bill; you do not give them 
any authority they do not now have. This legislation is simply 
a gesture to placate the farmer. There is a way to get relief 
from the load of excessive freight rates that is breaking the 
back of the American farmer, and not only relief for agri- 
culture but relief for every industry that suffers because of 
excessive freight charges. But it is not by investigation by a 
commission. It is by repeal of the law that authorizes and 
directs the commission to levy excessive charges upon the 
country. 

On the 8th day of May I filed a petition at the Clerk’s desk 
in the House for the repeal of section 15a of the Esch-Cummins 
law. Last winter the President of the United States asked 
the railroads to reduce freight rates upon coal, because the 
people of the Nation were suffering for coal to keep themselves 
warm, because they could not afford the price that excessive 
freight rates compelled them to pay. But the railroads stood 
like a stone wall against the proposed reduction. Only this 
week I heard a Member from Virginia on this floor state that 
the farmers down there had petitioned the Interstate Commerce 
Commission for a reduction of the freight on lime for agri- 
cultural purposes, but instead of reducing it they raised it 
$25 a car. Now, let me show you how to get results in freight 
reduction. I am a pure-bred livestock breeder. I have been 
breeding purebred livestock in the State of Nebraska for 
many years. I filed a petition on May 8 last asking for a 
yote on my Dill for the repeal of section 15a of the Esch- 
Cummins law. In exactly 10 days from the time of the 
signing of that petition by 40 Members of Congress five of 
the principal railroads in the United States—the Union Pacific, 
the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy, the Chicago & North 


Western, the Rock Island, and the Missouri Pacific—controlling 
0,000 miles of railroads in the United States, came into the 
office of the Railroad Commission of the State of Nebraska 





——EE 





192 





and asked them to reduce the freight rates upon purebred 
livestock in the State of Nebraska 50 per cent; not 10 per cent, 
not 25 per cent, not 40 per cent, but 50 per cent. 

Here is the telegram from the chairman of the Nebraska 
State Railroad Commission which states that the action was 
entirely voluntary upon the part of the carriers and that the 
rate was so low as to be unreasonable: 


LincoLn, Neer., May 28, 1925 
A. C. SWALLENBERGER, 
Wember of Conarcss, Washington, D. C.: 
Reduction on registered livestock voluntary by carriers after sev- 
Rate could not have been ordered as probably lower 
than reasonable per se Do not know of similar reduction in other 


ToorNe A. Browne 


If the President of the United States wants coal rates re- 
duced. if the farmers of Virginia want livestock rates reduced, 
I suggest they should file a petition for the repeal of the Esch- 
Cummins Act, or ask their Congressmen to sign the petition 
which I have already filed for the same purpose at the desk 
of the Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Che farmers of the Nation have been turned down by those 
in control of this Congress upon every opportunity. The 
President’s only advice to the farmer is to dig himself out of 
the hole he is in. It is useless to expect any favor for agricul- 
ture from this Congress or from this administration. The 
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farmers have learned a lesson and the remedy is easily un- | 


derstood. It is to change the character of leadership of Con- 
gress and choose a President who can look westward and 
north and south, and not always toward New England and 
the East. 


| 


The great toiling masses of the people, who are not often | 


articulate in Washington, must organize to make their influ- 
ence more powerful in the legislative branch of our Govern- 
ment. They will not then see their petitions refused and their 


tax reduction for the coming campaign. The producers and 
consumers should also organize and carry on a reduction cam- 
paiga—reduction of the excessive tariff robbery and reduction 
of unfair railroad charges. 
cern the farmer, since he has no taxable income under pres- 
ent eonditions. 


if Congress will relieve him of the unfair and excessive | 


burden of high freight rates and high tariffs, the farmer can 
again confidently look the world in the face, pay his debts, 
and support his family as Americans should live and do his 
full part in sustaining the prosperity of the Nation. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to 
tlle gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Moore]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, two Presidents of 
the United States have called attention in their annual mes- 
sages and in their speeches before the people to the need of 
dealing in some way with the railroad freight-rate problem. 
They have made certain suggestions which have not received 
any particular attention so far by Congress. Now we are 
brought to the consideration of a resolution which, in my judg- 
ment, will have no practical value. There never was a more 
“lame and impotent conclusion” of all that has been done in 
the way of discussion and in the way of promise in reference 
to this subject than is embodied in this resolution, and we are 
compelled, under the rules of this House, which seriously need 
ainendmeént, to yote the resolution up or down, without any 
modification, and some modification could be made which would 
be helpful and might produce results. 

A while ago the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Hocn], the 
patron of the resolution, told us what it contempiates. He 
says, first, the proposition is to make a survey of the entire 
rate structure of the country. It happened that for years I 
practiced before the Interstate Commerce Commission, and I 
know that that sort of a survey has been made time and time 
again. 

There are three rate territorial areas in the country, eastern 
and southern and western, and the adjustments in each bave 
been time and again the subject of the most carefal scrutiny 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission during the last 15 
or 20 years. Now, we are to say in a light-hearted sort of way 
to the commission, “ Repeat what you have done; duplicate 
what you are doing; investigate the entire rate adjustment, 
and report what you find and what can be accomplished in the 
line of affording the relief which is desired.” 


High income taxes do not con- | 


. ‘ ; | of the utmost importance. 
rights ignored. The President has announced a program of | 
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Mr. HOCH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORD of Virginia. No. I have only five minutes. 

Hiow long will it take to do that? It will require perhaps 
not less than 10 years, and conditions will so change in the 
10 years that the final conclusions will probably be valueless 
How much will be the expense? If you will consult the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, you will doubtiess find that its 
decket is so crowded with cases now that an initial appro- 
priation of from $100,000 to $150,000 will be needed, and then 
appropriations larger still in the future. 

The gentleman from Kansas says that under the resolution 
certain factors will have to be taken into account by the com 
mission in making its survey and in effecting any changes 
which they think ought to be made. ‘There have been a large 
number of cases of great importance before the commission 
not confined to any one séction in which the commission has 
not failed to take into account every one of the factors speci 
fied, and thus the question of 
nothing new. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the resolution is a case of “ keeping 
promise to the ear and breaking it to the hope.” And while I 
intend to vote tor it because of the alk ved pr ssibilities it con 
tains, I do not want the Republican Party to be credited with 
taking a course which holds out any probability of reliel [ 
do not intend, so far as I can prevent it, that this eleventh 
hour measure shall be considered as much better than a mere 
gest ure [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The time of the gentleman 
from Virginia has expired. 

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen 
tleman from Kansas? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none 

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for this privilege for 
the reason that I consider the passage of the Hoch amendment 
The amendment directs the Inter 
state Commerce Commission to make a certain survey, and then 
if conditions exist which we think do exist reduce freight rates 


the factors to be considered is 


Line 


—a sort of alibi refuge 


| on agricultural products. 


rr 


The opposition to the amendment is not very well organized 
Our friend from Nebraska [Mr. SHALLENBERGER] and our 
friend from Virginia [Mr. Moor&] spoke against it, though I 
think they will vote for it on the theory that it will not accom- 
plish anything, and that they would like to proceed further, 
but neither of them has pointed out how we could go any fur- 
ther. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hupptesron] has 
spoken in an entirely different vein. He says the rates should 
not be reduced upon farm products unless they are also reduced 
on lumber, certain gravel, and thousands of other products. 1 
quote from his speech 


Is it preposed to give the products of the farmer 
the products of the mine? 


an advantage over 


The gentleman from Alabama was one of the ardent sup- 
porters of the Barkley bill, which looked to the ruising of 
the wages of the employees of the common carriers. It is very 
plain that he does not comprehend the situation in the neri- 
chitural section of the country. Another thing in his speech 
that I desire to quote, “The farmers are asking for relief. 
They are entitled to relief and I am willing to give them relief, 
but I am not willing to give them relief at the expense of other 
people * * *” Then he says the coal miners are in as 
bad shape as the farmers, that the coal industry is languishing; 
and, later on, he says the lumber interests are languishing. 

This speech is a fair example of the attitude taken by the 
gentleman from Alabama and his colleagues toward the Amer- 
ican farmer. They refuse to recognize, as the vote on farm- 
relief legislation at this session of Congress disclosed, the fact 
that the farmers’ prices are out of joint with other prices tno 
this country. This bill, if it should result in giving a dis- 
criminatory freight rate on the food products of America, as 

gainst the unnecessaries of life, would, in my judgment, be 
meritorious, though it is the contention of us that have worked 
for the bill from the start that it does not contemplate that. 
We contend that the freight rates on agricultural products are 
not in harmony with and are out of line with other rates. At 
any rate, this bill will authorize and practically direct the re- 
duction of freight rates on agricultural products, and some of 
us think it is rather inconsistent for the Democratic Party, 
through their Representatives on this floor, Mr. SHALLENRSERGER 
and Mr. Moore of Virginia, to argue that it will not accom- 
plish anything, and Mr. Huppirstron to argue that it will accom- 
plish too much and is unfair because it does too much for the 
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farmer. These arguments are about as consistent as the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Moore], who says 


that he is afraid if we pass this bill it will affect politics. I 
suppose-he thinks the right thing to do would be to deny the 
farmer any relief for fear he would voice the Republican ticket. 
I will say, however, that this attitude upon Mr. Moore’s part 
is consistent with the attitude of the Democratic Party through- 
out this entire session of Congress, during which they have, by 
a coaliation with those who seldom vote for anything for the 
farmer, defeated any substantial farm-relief legislation. 
Hitherto, his excuse has been that he was afraid the legisla- 
tion was not sound, but I think the expression on the floor to- 
day that he is afraid the legislation will help some one politi- 
cally, has been the real motive behind the efforts to defeat all 
farm legislation. Some of our friends seem to think the thing 
to do is to fight all farm-relief legislation and then chide those 
of us who favored it because it did not pass. The reason we 
have not passed more substantial farm legislation this session 
of Congress is that we could not get the yotes in the House to 
pass it. : 

Personally, I can not appreciate the attitude of the Members 
of that vote against the legislation and then try to 
put us in a bad light with the farmer because we did not pass 
the bills. 


Congress 


Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, there will be only one 
more speech on this side. Will the gentleman from Kansas | 
use some of his time? 

Mr. HOCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 


man from Texas [Mr. Raysurn]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas is 
recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
with a great deal of what the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
SHALLENBERGER] and with a great deal of what the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Moorr] said I am in agreement. I do not 
tuke issue with the gentleman from Virginia or with the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska in their saying that there is considerable 
politics in this resolution. Since the Ist of January I have 
sought, as a minority member of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to get the committee to go into a gen- 
eral hearing and a general investigation of the controverted 
provisions of the transportation act of 1920. The committee 
has not done that, except in the last few days they have taken 
up an investigation of section 15a, which is not completed. 
This resolution comes here as one of the recommendations of 
the present President. It came with the recommendation, as I 
remember, of his predecessor. Everyone in the country knows, 
who knows anything about transportation and about the freight 
rate structure, thet it is badly out of joint. When Mr. McAdoo 
was Director General of Railroads he made a horizontal in- 
crease of rates. After the transportation act of 1920 was passed 
the Interstate Commerce Commission made horizontal increases. 
Since that time the Interstate Commerce Commission has made 
a horizontal reduction; and everyone who knows anything 
about rate structures knows that horizontal increases and 
horizontal decreases, taking into consideration the great 
mass of influences that go to make up the rate structure 
of the country, throw them entirely and almost criminally out 
of joint. 

This resolution directs the Interstate Commerce Commission 
to do something which some claim they have the power of doing 
now but which they do not care to undertake without the ex- 
press direction of Congress to go into the whole rate structure 
of the country and try in a lawful way to iron out the in- 
equalities that exist in that structure. I think it should be 
done. 1 think it is right to the shippers and to all interests of 
this country that those inequalities be ironed out at as early 
a date as possible. [Applause.] 

Therefore I can not take upon myself the responsibility, and 
I do net believe my colleagues should take upon themselves the 
responsibility—-simply because they think there is some politics 
involved in this—of defeating a resolution which I believe will 
redound to the benefit of all the people of the country. [Ap- 
plause, | 

The livestock interests of this country especially are vitally 
interested in this legislation. Their national counsel tells 
me he believes this resolution is the most vital thing this 
Congress could pass for the great livestock interests of this 
country. 

Some people say this resoluton is a gesture. Maybe it is; 
but in my opinion it is a gesture in the right and proper direc- 
tion. It provides: 
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Resolved, etc., That it is hereby declared to be the true policy in rate 
making to be pursued by the Interstate Commerce Commission in ad- 
justing freight rates that the conditions which at any given time pre- 
vail in our several industries should be considered, in so far as it is 
legally possible to do so, to the end that commodities may freely nrove 
with fair profit to the producer and sold at a reasonable price to the 
consumer, 

It is further declared that agriculture is the basic industry of this 
country, and that it is the policy of Congress to promote, encourage, 
and foster that industry, and especially in rate making during the ex- 
isting depression in agriculture. In furtherance of these policies the 
Interstate Commerce Commission is hereby directed, with the least 
practicable delay, to effect such lawful changes in the rate structure of 
the country as will promote the freedom of movement of common car- 
riers of the products of agriculture, including livestock, at the lowest 
possible lawful rates compatible with the maintenance of adequate 
transportation service: Provided, That no investigation or proceeding 
resulting from the adoption of this resolution shall be permitted to 
delay the decision of cases now pending before the commission involv- 
ing rates on products of agriculture, and the policy herein stated shall 
be applied in such determination as soon as possible. 

That the Interstate Commerce Commission is authorized and directed 
to make a thorough investigation of the rate structure of common car- 
riers subject to the interstate commerce act, in order to determine to 
what extent and in what manner existing rates and charges may be 
unjust, unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory, or unduly preferential, 
thereby imposing undue burdens or giving undue advantage as between 
the various localities and parts of the country, the various classes of 


| traffic, and the various classes and kinds of. commodities, and to make, 


in accordance with law, such changes, adjustments, and redistribution 
of rates and charges as may be found necessary to correct any defects 
so found to exist. In making any such change, adjustment, or redis- 
tribution the conrmission shall give due regard, among other factors, 
to the general and comparative levels in market value of the various 
classes and kinds of commodities as indicated over a reasonable period 
of years to a natural and proper development of the country as a 
whole and to the maintenance of an adequate system of transportation. 
In the progress of such investigation the commission shall from timre 
to time, and as expeditiously as possible, make such decisions and 
orders as it may find to be necessary or appropriate upon the record 
then made in order to place the rates upon designated classes of traflic 
upon a just and reasonable basis with relation to other rates. Such 
investigation shall be conducted with due regard to other investiga- 
tions or proceedings affecting rate adjustments which may be pending 
before the commission. 

In view of the existing depression in agriculture, a basic industry, 
the commission is hereby directed to effect with the least practicable 
delay such reasonabie and lawful changes in the rate structure of the 
country as will promote the freedom of movement by common carriers 
of the products of agriculture affected by that depression, including 
livestock, at the lowest possible reasonable and lawful rates compatible 
with the maintenance of adequate transportation service: Provided, 
That no investigation or proceeding resulting from the adoption of this 
resolution shall be permitted to delay the decision of cases now pend- 
ing before the commission involving rates on products of agriculture, 
and that such cases shall be decided in accordance with this resolution. 


We have heard talk about depression in agriculture, and 
that agriculture is carrying too much of the burden of the rail- 
road rates. I believe that agriculture is now bearing more of 
the freight burden than it should, and when this resolution, as 
the expression of the Congress of the United States, says to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission not to violate the law of the 
land but to set the lowest rates after investigation—taking into 
consideration all of the proper elements—compatible with an 
adequate system of transportation upon agricultural products 
and livestock, I myself am going to vote to pass the resolution. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. HASTINGS. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. HASTINGS. The gentleman has long been a member 
of this committee. Does the gentleman think the Interstate 
Commerce Commission has that power now? 

Mr. RAYBURN, I think the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion has that power now, but does not feel justified in under- 
taking the vast task without this expression on the part of the 
Representatives of the people. 

Mr. HASTINGS. How long does the gentleman think it will 
take the Interstate Commerce Commission to make the investi- 
gation directed under this resolution? 

Mr. RAYBURN. It will take a short time to make a part of 
it, but probably a long time to make another part of it; but if 
it is a good thing, time is not an element. If it is a short task, 


Will the gentleman yield? 
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so much the better; if, on the other hand, it is a long contro- 
versy. then we should get at it at once so that it may be com- 
pleted and the freight payers given all lawful relief at the 
earliest possible moment. 

It is essential to the prosperity of the whole people that they 
have an adequate transportation system, to the end that prod- 
ucts, perishable and otherwise, may move swiftly and safely. 
It is also vital to the whole people that they pay the lowest 
possible lawful rates for that service. Freight rates are like 
tariff taxes in that rates may be set so high that traffic will not 
move and, therefore, less revenue will be collected than there 
would be on a lower rate. There is a medium somewhere that 
is fair to all parties and that rate should be found if possible, 
und in the passage of this resolution we hope that the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission may, under its direction, build a 
rate structure that will be fair and reasonable. 


RECORD—HOUSE 


| of this resolution I offer no objection 


Agriculture has in all sections passed through, and in some | 


sections is passing through, a period of great depression. It 
should be fostered as much as possible, for when the farmer 
fails we all fail and hard times are upon us. In my humble 
judgment one of the things that the Congress just adjourned 


should have done was to have repealed the whole Fordney tariff | 
law. Without, I hope, any demagoguery, I believe that high | 


turiffs are the most unjustifiable and oppressing form of tax- 
ation that can be laid on any people. If we are to have com- 
merce with other countries of the world, and it is essential that 
we should if we are to be prosperous, we can not build around 
this country a wall that will keep out the surplus goods of 
other countries, much of which we do not have here, and ex- 
pect them then to be able to buy our surplus. If our surplus 
can not be sold abroad, our industries will lag and agriculture 
especially will languish. 

All nations of the world are anxious to trade with us. Espe- 


cially do nations who owe us money desire to exchange goods | 


with us, but the Republican Party insists upon taking a toll 
charge from every man or concern the world over who comes to 
our shores asking the privilege of helping to make us prosperous 
by taking some of our surplus away. The streams of commerce 
are very sensitive, and a thing like a toll or tariff will change 
the whole course of our neighbors’ patronage. Nations are like 
individuals. No merchant can hope that customers will come to 


his store and purchase his wares if he charges an entrance fee | 


to his place of business. 
l am, as was said by one of our great leaders, willing to 


match the genius of America against the genius of the world, | 


instead of making the humiliating admission that we can not 
live and compete with the world. 

Our industries are no longer “infant.” They are strong and 
able to compete with the world for markets. The present Ford- 
ney tariff bill is one not of construction and helpfulness but is 
one of oppression and destruction, giving an excuse to wring 
from every consumer in the land a bounty. Instead of opening 
the markets of the world it closes them. We have ceased to be 
a debtor nation and have become the great creditor nation of 
the world. If we are to maintain our position in the world of 
finance, industry, and agriculture, we must foster trade and 
commerce as never before. The farmer, upon whom the Repub- 
lican Party has long depended to uphold it in its high-tariff 
views, is having his eyes opened to the fact that he has been 
fooled into believing that the tariff was essential to his 
prosperity or helpful to him in any way; but, on the other 
hand, he has found that everything that he buys is laden with 
tribute for privilege. Granting special privilege always brings 
corruption. 

Much has been said about relief for the farmer, and many 
wild and demagogie speeches have been made, but nothing has 
come of them. The real relief that will ever come to the 
farmers of this country is through the building up of cooper- 
ative marketing systems to market his own products at home 
and for marketing abroad with and by his own agents and not 
depend on the professional exporter and profiteer and as far as 
is possible cut the middleman out entirely. No unsafe schemes 
of price fixing will be of relief but will bring about com- 
plex conditions that will be disastrous to the farmer in the 
long run. 

No relief for any section that will be permanent can come 
from the people or their representatives dividing themselves into 
“blocs.” With a Wail Street bloc, a railroad bloc, a labor bloe, 
a town bloc, a country bloc, and with a special purpose to serve 
we will find such trading and trafficking as will bring about cor- 
ruption and extravagance unspeakable. The representatives of 
the people should realize that the whole people deserve reeogni- 
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tion in legislation, and that when they divide inte antagonistic 
groups the general interest will be forgotten. Elements of 
jealousy, strife, and discord will run rampant, and no bedy or 
sroup will trust, any other body or group. We s!| 


general good our first and highest purpose 





iwuld make the 
und when justice is 
in this way distributed no one can suffer and no one justly eom- 
plain. Let us, if possible, have done with strife and bi 
that divide our people and which can bring noth 
uly country whose people do not work together 
good and the general welfare. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON Mr. Speaker, to the first 


' 


kerings 
ne but woe to 


for the common 


paragraph 
The second paragraph 
is the one which is positively bad 

Beginning with 1917, there was a horizontal ine 


rease in rail- 
road rates of 15 per cent, another of 25 per cent 


in 1918, and 
another of 25 per cent to 40 per cent on August 26, 1920. Last 
year there was a horizontal decrease of 10 per cent. So that 
present rates represent a net horizontal increase of about 65 
per cent above rates on January 1, 1017. Such great horizontal 
increases have thrown rates wholly out of equilibrium and 
have produced rates relatively much higher on certain com- 
modities than on others. As a practical matter, heavy com- 
modities and commodities which move long distances are be- 
ing discriminated against in favor of light commodities and 
short hauls. Assuming that the general level of rates is 
proper—and this is a violent assumption—great injustice has 
been worked by the horizontal increases. 

With this situation it is entirely proper that there should 
be an examination and readjustment of the rate structure. 
If we are to have no general reductions, at least we should 
have the inequalities and discriminations produced by the 
horizontal increases ironed out, and for this reason there can 
be no serious objection to the first paragraph of the resolution 

However, little relief is promised even by the first paragraph. 


Examination of the rate structure is a matter of years. Pos 


| sibly 10 years will be consumed with, in the end, little or no 


general relief. For the present the chief value of the paragraph 
is to afford the present administration an excuse for having 
done something for the farmers. Also this gesture will 
political value for the Congressmen who perform it. 

This paragraph is a mere sop thrown to the agricultural in- 
terests. It is the tiny tidbit that Members who represent agri- 
cultural constituencies will fondly carry home to show to their 
farmer friends as an evidence of their efficiency during the past 
session, They must point to it as the only justification for their 
existence in Congress. 

The second paragraph of the resolution takes on a more 
sinister aspect. It either means nothing and will serve no pur- 
pose beyond the present political campaign, or it constitutes a 
brazen effort to give a reduction in rates to agricultural inter- 
ests at the expense of other interests of the country. 

If the paragraph means anything, it is a vicious attempt at 
special interest legislation. It is group legislation run mad. It 
is a proposal to transport farm produce at less than the cost of 
the service and to charge to other legitimate interests what the 
earriers may lose by the reduction. 

The second paragraph reads as follows: 


have 


In view of the existing depression in agriculture, a basic industry, 
the commission 1s hereby directed to effect with the least practicable 
delay such reasonable and lawful changes in the rate structure of the 
country as will promote the freedom of movement by common carriers 
of the products of agriculture affected by that depression, including 
livestock, at the lowest possible reasonable and lawful rates compatible 
with the maintenance of adequate transportation service— 


And so forth. It is fundamental that every user of a public 
utility should pay the cost of the service he receives and a just 
profit to the utility, and that no man has a right to use a publie 
utility at any other man’s expense. It is neither good publie 
policy nor is it sound ethics to allow any man to use a railroad 
at the expense of some other man. 

If this resolution means what its friends must want it to 
mean, that the farmers are to pay less than the reasonable cost 
of carrying their products plus a fair profit to the carriers— 
if it really means that, it means that they seek to impose an 
additional and unjust burden upon other industries of the coun- 
try. Such action can not be defended. 

Railroad rates are out of joint. They are out of joint upon 
all heavy commodities which are hauled for long distances, and 
as to which the freight charge represents a substantial part 
of the cost. That applies to various agricultural products, 
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and also to coal, to lumber, stone, gravel, and many other prod- 
ucts of the mine, of the forest, and of the factory. 

[nu effect, it is proposed by this resolution to take a part of 
the freight Charge off of hay and put it on coal. It proposes to 
give the products of the farmer an advantage over the products 
of the mine. Then every Member who holds to that purpose 
and votes for this re a m is violating the fundamental prin- 
ciples not only of good pol hut of fairness and justice to other 
interests. Every such miner who has a constituency inter- 
ested in these other products betrays the best interests of his 
constituents. 

If the resolution does not mean that, it does not mean any- 
thing. If if means that you ean not afford to support it, what 
are you going to do? 

I say that rates are too high; I say that they ought to come 
down—that they ought to come down to everybody. They are 
yielding to many of the large representative railroads from 10 
to 25 per cent in annual earnings upon every dollar of their 
common stock. 

I base this stafement upon figures from the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. Beginning with the Alabama & Vicksburg, 
which earned 23.39 per cent, through the Atlantie Coast Line, 
18.46 per cent: Big Four, 23.64 per cent; Ilinois Central, 14.14 
per cent; New York Central, 16.90 per cent; Philadelphia & 
Reading, 39.80 per cent; to Union Pacific, with 15.19 per cent. 
‘These are merely representative roads with representative 
earnings and sure not selected from the table. For instance, 
the Michigan Central earned 75.66 per cent. I insert the table 
so that those who are interested may study it at leisure: 


Nate of return earned on common stock, selected Clasa I roads, 13 
, as, > 


| } 

| Net im ome, Rate of 
| Par valne | less divi return on 
| 


Name of road f common dends on | common 











stock | preferred jstock (per 
stock cent) 

_ - _— —_ —— —_—- — ——— |———_-—— 
Alabama & Vicksburg ~.-_........--. sencese=-| $2,100,000 $491, 282 | 23. 39 
Aiuhbauma Great Southern......... iedisiapdaiemaieiibiaitais | 7,830,000 | 1,793, 813 22. 91 
iflanta & West Point . alalanaeanaleeen | 2, 463, 600 348, 104 14. 13 
Atlantic Coast Line oe __...} 68, 586,200 | 12,797,073 | - 18. 66 
Beaumont, Sour Lake & Western...........- --} 85,000 | 258, 600 | 304. 24 
B er & Lake Erie -------| 000, OOO i 5, 699,504 | 1, 139.86 
Cheemipeake & Ohik . 65, 414, 925 9, O89, USO 13. 91 
Chicago, Detroit & Canada Grand Trunk | | 

Junclion Me eal }, 005, 000 43, S00 | 4.00 
Cincinnati, New Orle san 3 & Tk xas Pacific...... } 2, 000,000 | 3, 508, 983 | 117. 39 
Cincinnati Northern é — 3, 000, 000 748, 950 24. 97 
Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louls....| 47,028, 700 | 11, 117, 429 | 23. 64 
Colum - 5 Doe. PAs steebiadeeesidthdaakieed . } 44, 508 | _..... 
Detroit & Toledo Shore Line aceniinaeh, ee 522, 219 | 36. 57 
Detroit, ‘Gk nd Haven & Milwaukee.........--| 1, 500, 000 | 6, 429 | 43 
Detroit, ‘Toledo & Iranton Lecene-s-ce-ese--} 6,500,000} 1,417,036 | a) 
Duluth, Missabe & Northern......... inant 4, 112, 500 | 10, 5&3, 419 | 257.35 
Ae Dear 10, 000, 000 2, 592, 177 | 25. 92 
Fort Worth & Denver City --2- 22022 ooo | 9,243,800} 2.425.900 | = 8. 24 
Georgia R. R.. jpopiizottinnaviianines teas BA his&i.- 
Gulf & Ship Is sland.. ihe a ae lal 7,013, 100 | 236 6.48 
Gull Colorado & Santa Fe cia mareeith celine titties 10, 600, 000 | My ee 
Ilinois Central_. wcenncacceecc-oe) 190,622,002 | 15, 406, 674 14.14 
Lake Superior & Ish ipem ing-- seni dental tadaniahinsed 1, 060, 800 | 5, 995 42.70 
Fehigh & Hudson River....................... 4, 707, 000 , 42 13. 28 
Lehigh & New England.......<ccccccocccccccce | 6,800,000 | 85 14. 35 
Louisiana & ArkanieeS..........) ssueceswencasncbuute 5, 000, 000 823 13. 88 
Louisiana Western oi Ni aaa oe 3, 360,000 | 1,005, 676 29. 93 
Louisville, Henderson & St. Leis. ......-...._. 2, 000, 000 | , 983 19. 60 
Michigan Central sion daipidin eine tenlsndebibsnsttes italiana 448 76. 66 
I ne eee 5, 100, 000 on | 17. 71 
Nevada Nortbern 5. tess hth cietiehaBonakt ed | 2, 000, 600 834 | 24. 34 
New Orleans, Texas & Me xico panaviialleais athe’ 15, 000, 000 s 213 5. 76 
New York Central... ...ccamcnesccaccensnacach Mneenss & 4h, Se4eT 16, 90 
Norfolk & Western... .......................__] 128, 994, 300 | 17, 868, 805 13. 85 
Northern Alabamra_......._._. nincnubiiadd ada s 1, 943, 300 7, 390 10. 67 
Pore Marquette. .ccciecntasse Rennie al 45, 046, 000 | 5, 202, 810 M1. 55 
I i } 1, 500, 000 286, 453 19.10 
Phila le} pl iia & NE ns sdiiiaihe, cleemtenntiakiee 42, 481, 700 | 16, 908, 864 39. 80 
Pittsburgh & Lake Erie CI eo ee 35, 985, 600 | 13, 170, 106 36. 60 
Richmond, Fredericksburg & Potomac.......- | 14,334,400 | 2, 297, 035 | 16. 02 
St. Louis, Brownsville & Mexieo........_...__- | 500,000 | = 1, 167,352 | 233. 47 
St. Louis Southwestern. 5 els odecattaibl cca tahcl 16, 356, 100 | 4, 485, 795 27.43 
Texarkana & Fort Smith... ................... | 100, 000 699, 069 699. 07 
U nion PGK dk cite ctll chit de cishitetededice, ana | 222, 291, 600 | 33, 776, 6Ot 15. 19 
\ burg, Shrevy eport & Pac fle. .-----------=-| 2, 846, 500 564, 293 1% 75 
Western Railway of Alabama ...............-_. 3, 000, 000 471, 551 15. 72 
Wichita Cdltg ico okk.cockhcae, le | 3200,000] 150, 660 12. 56 

| 


‘ Report ‘for period Aug. 6 to Dee. 31, 1923, No capital stock has been issued 


T have some additienal figures from the Interstate Commerce 
ee sion. Here is a table which gives in dollars the amount 

vhich certain railroads earned in 1923 above 5} per cent upon 
the value of their property. The above table shows earnings on 
common stock. The following shows earnings on all property 
account, and shows that many of the roads earned large sums 
in excess of 5] per cent upon their investment. Tere are the 


: 
figures: 


a 
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Erccss of net railway operating income over 53 per cent on investment 


of Clase I roads eurning more than 6 per cent 








Name of road and year enmaien 
income 
sation activi actpicianiptaicisiaeintaibiademniaiiaitiinatibiniaiansll, 
Alabama & Vicksburg: 
es ietiai hase iis ds baeisilte Bik accel $28A, 392 
it rag Ni ih ita aaltad h iah leet nitaiaidal 654, 723 
Alabama Great Southern: 
1922 pie oebhines mestibetidtndbadenut ie 
1923 cpbnatdulnediasudtmndll ae 
Atlanta & West Point: 
le ea eS 230, 690 
it ier eo ON ee 345, 712 
Atlantic Coast Line 
alae i ll s 416, 370 
a de 
Beaumont, Sour Lake & Western: 
hit S oat ME als ei ed 263, 608 
i ah Sk Aas | 362, 274 | 
Bessemer & Lake Erie: 
ics dene : spsitdhbommlins ahilidimiesd teeta alt ae 
Se a ee a eee NaS Te 6, 835, 256 
Chesapeake & Ohio: 
a a ed 14, 410, 330 | 
1928 _| 19, 138, 359 


Chieago, Detroit & Canada Grank Trunk 
Junction: 


1923. 


1923 Sl cae a a aa ie ea 
Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis: | 
} 





Columbus & Greenville: 
1922... 
1923 _ 

Detroit & Toledo Shore Line: 


1922 


Sone wceccsoe= 


Detroit, Toledo & fronton: 
1922. 


1923 


Ter ae eee Te 


Duluth, Missabe & Northern: 
1922 SSP i hgh D> SEBS 2. DPE | PERE 
a reer sae re ee 
Elgin, Jolict & Rastern: 
ata on 
19Z. } 


1923 
Georgia: 
1922 
1923 - 
Gulf & Pas Island: 
1922 _- 





Sch ba an titndidtdihe 
Gulf, C ‘olor ado & Santa Fe: 
1922 





SUUELEL 1... cs cctdee dichhbinesnbioassepdia 
Illinois Central: 

1922 

Iii iinet tga hsinsntteniaatinboabeaticaadianmmsaminndahdaen tie aenalai 
Lake Superior & Ishpeming: 

1922 


act hae, 


Lehigh & Hudson River: 
1922 





Louisiana & Arkansas: 


TD. c.chinheinnalesare«Mibdetacanetnadiaetal 

int itickink i Setcecgidie te auiisdaeeinantgeimedeel 
Louisiana Western: 

cst aie Tact tam petal 
Louisville, Henderson & St. Louis: 

1922. 


iis cep arddh dct occcedshbs dtaendbbetnass 


Michigan Central: 





GEO s icuidietidewwidinwctihnadibahebndindekech 





1 Deficiency. 





Net rail- 


837, 599 
1, 399, 905 


1, 919, 018 
4, 856, 706 


348, 557 
838, 257 


13, 747, 229 
16, 691, 901 


188, 942 
533 


745, 006 
603, 781 


455, 339 
646, 654 


1158, 984 
1, 736, 924 


6, 512, 845 
10, 682, 736 


5, 152, 091 | 
5, 409, 365 


2, 438, 054 
2, 877, 039 


811, 833 
1, 193, 095 


1, 125, 851 


526, 355 


4, 192, 458 
3, 063, 151 


25, 121, 128 
22, 906, 244 


369, 833 
389, 890 


118, 015 
589, 987 


721, 867 


1, 262, 350 


695, 547 
850, 188 
854, 743 
932, 136 
526, 519 
589, 989 


18, 066, 109 
19, 388, 175 


277,022 
871, 081 


187, 175 
483, O77 


i, 344, 567 
1, 176, 275 


58, 978, 983 
nits mite eiahintanenan vag aan | 70, 667, 192 


1197, 376 
343, 





Excess of 
| het railway 
operating 
income over 
| 5} per cent 


itciniinaeiineiisiie 


1 $106, 49 


162, 782 


14, 026 
999, 460 


154, 148 
60, 874 


2, 326, 900 
3, 407, 139 


72, 358 
171, 026 


1, 472, 483 
3, 498, 213 


13, 140, 7 
1, 584, 320 


583, 809 


1, 146, 115 


11,177,414 
1, 769, 274 


123, 507 
466, 103 


1 52, 240 


2, 392, 432 


7, 856 


1140, 553 


423, 632 
282, 407 
117, 600 
173, 625 


1 1, 657, 388 


3, 826, 339 
7, 946, 290 


2, 434, 410 
2, 691, 684 


691, 024 


1, 130, 009 


40, 762 
432, 019 


‘21, 87 


1309, 459 


733, 512 
504, 205 


1, 799, 156 
415,729 


113, 133 
133, 190 


1270, 985 


201, 037 














inden 


aerremns T 


Li Snene 
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Eacers of net railway operating income over 53 per cent on investment | Excess of net railway aperating income er 53 per cent on investment 
of Class I roads earning more than 6 per cent—Continued of Clasa I roada earning more than 6 per cent—Continued 
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Net rail 





























































eas oe ’ t! Fxeess of i 
: on book net railway : n book et lway - 
Name of road and year on 7 value of operating Name of road and year ope ‘ e of erating j 
| income invest ncome er ines 1e over ; 
‘a . ment } per nt 2 per cent : 
2 é 
2 Norfolk & Western: -| Vicksburg, Shreveport & Pa 
1422 ls $18, 624,468 $18, 995, 438 1 $371, 170 1922 ‘ St S $368, 823 $569, 808 $200, O&5 
, a 1923 oe 19, 877, 677 | 18, 995, 638 SA2, 039 1923 Se iad ; 690, 832 69, $08 21, 024 . 
z North rn Alabama | Western Ry. of Alabama i 
2 oer: le ee 203, 415 253, 505 15D, 180 | 192% is : td 492, 853 00, 352 02. 501 ; 
4 , 08, 171 253, 595 54, 576 | 1923 ee fa Sct 505, 889 00, 352 ? : 
f Pere Wichita Valley : 
— peter rar tas sda tel 2 _______________} 6,081,196 | 6, 769, 004 1 687, 808 1922 I Rtas or Be et 40, 552 324, 077 3, 52 ’ 
4 10:23 aie ais aad 7, 0&8, 372 6, 769, 004 | 317, 368 1923 ti aoa 7 ad ms, 100 $24, O77 4, O29 ; 
3 Perkiomen } : 
: 1992 _ <A. al 4 482, 939 212, 595 270, 344 aman : 
: 1923 caicanksne 45, 194 212, 595 132, 599 — ‘ 
: Philadelphia & Reading ! | 3 
5 1922 ‘ a ; 14, 328, 714 $53 1, €12, 261 | The Interstate Commerce Commission has decided on 5] per €4 
y ] ) 1 O56 | $ 
; Pittsbura & Lake Eri se 21, S13, 100 | 12, 716, 458 ¥ 00,9 | cent as the average amount which railroads are entitled to earn ‘ 
= 1922 5, 279,742 | 5,042, 143 2 »| on their property investment and have fixed rates intended to 
; Lys } 15, 574, 595 042, 143 10,532,452 | yield that average return. If each of these ronds should earn ; 
: Richmond, Fredericksburg & Potoma that average retur tically all of t ; f 
: 1922 | 2,543,643 | 1,363, 741 1. 179, 907 iat average return, practically all of them would be able to ; 
f 1923 | 2 811, 335 1. 363. 741 1,447,504 | Day dividends of 8 per cent on their common stock, and many 7 
A St. Louis, Brownsville & Mexi | of them would pay from 15 to 25 per cent dividends on com 2 
3 1922 1, 142, 882 O49 B44 20), 228 § el ee : 
+ 1923 , 1) 905, 563 042. 654 932 999 | Mon stock. This includes roads of which the common stock 
St. Louis Southwestern | is almost pure water. The situation is due to the fact that 
oo - . : 5, 666, 588 | 4, 422, 824 1, 243,764 | practically all of the real capital of many of these road in 
UZ * 13 > ONS . . > - 
ae... na & Fort Smith a p ATT, 155) 4, 423, Gat 1, 688, 314 | the form of bonds bearing a low rate of interest, and the roads 
] * 470, OR3 278, 969 191, 114 are able to earn a profit on the borrowed capital in t! ry 1) 
se ae . 7 oe -| 854, 269 278, 969 1, 300) erty account which would yield large dividends on common 
j e2 ' es ai 26, 621, 319 | 21, 453, 422 5, 167, 897 | Stock largely water I include a table from the Interstate 
: SEE winieripinps meepnenis seiahendpicasteleleil -| 28, 844, 300 | 21, 453, 422 7,390,873 ' Commerce Commission which gives the figures on this point 
3 
3 Constructive net income compared with capital stock on the assumption that each road ca ns 53 per uw on investment— Class / is ? 5m n-dollar road tually 
oe = 7 
i | Book value ; Rate of 
£ | of property 5} per cent aa ‘ Constructive . ruc- 
z Name of read | investment, 4d property Ot er ih Con tructiv « leduct ms | Constructive ( ypit | te ck oti 
3 | including investment come,’ 1922 | gross income rom gros = net income Dec. 31, 1922 tock 
4 leased lines ROGERS," 1VEs per cent) 
i ‘ 
$ (a) | (b) (ec) (da) e) (f) | g) j (th 
i : 
5 Boston & Maine R. R pee .| $230, 105, 096 $13, 231, 043 $502, 816 $13, 733, 859 $6, O50, 564 $6, 783, 205 . 492 7.92 = 
3 New York, New Haven & Hartford R. R siutntie 382, SSK, S85 21, 98, 867 6, 526, 36 28, 525, 232 23, 466, 203 , 058, 939 , 738 2. 87 } 
Delaware & Hudson Co antisite’ | 114, 492, 926 6, 583, 343 3, 864, 179 10, 447, 522 5, 572, 564 | 4, 874, O58 , 502, 600 11. 47 ‘ 
Delaware, Lackawanna & Western ‘RR } 192 13, 498, 539 5, O49, 447 18, 47, O86 5, 662, 196 | 12, 8&5, 700 4, 511, 820 15. 25 ‘ 
; Erie KR. R hs dtd dhddeatts be dbbdociie , 836 23, 909, 813 10, 065, 812 34, 875, 625 16, 118, 581 | 18, 757, 044 176, 386, 300 10. 63 é 
2 a Ne ee aia ncansciinichdtalaernrntealintenllaie al 7¥, 506 12, 970, 822 4, 832, 641 | 17, 803, 463 7, 413, 971 10, 380, 492 60, 608, 000 | 17. 14 : 
g Michigan Central R. R_. semehntennsinaeesinanitatindtt 154, 568, 773 9, 002, 704 1, 293, 368 10, 206, 072 6, 541, 197 3, 754, 875 18, 7346, 400 20. 04 : 
3 BOD Fe WE FE Bln tc cnnbtiocenstlanccesese .--| 1, 133, 610, 635 65, 182, 612 | 18, 765,860 | 83, O48, 472 52, 108, 677 31, 844, 795 267, 981, O15 | 11. 88 J 
3 New York, Chicago & St Rewie MMi isis oi 117, 609, 816 | 6, 762, 564 | 324 | 7, 114, 388 2, 832, 978 4, 281, 410 29, 987, 300 | 14.28 
Pere Marquette Ry__--- modindicvemsbrutemiin ----| 317,721,810 6, 769, 004 | 874 | 7, 206, 878 2, 228, 511 5, 038, 367 68, 675, 000 7.34 
Pittsburgh & Lake Erie Rr oe a 87, 689, 435 | 5, 042, 143 561 | 5, 780, 704 1, 686, 293 4, 004, 411 35, ORS, BAS | 11.38 
ys ee Sane Ee cS chains inion .--| 225,153,860} 12, 946, 347 , 159 14, 111, 506 4, 062, 192 10, 049, 31 138, 120, 700 | 7.2 
Baltimore & Ohio R. R__..__---- sae wthltochhbquts ----| 716,417,815 41, 194, 024 | , 132 | 47, 381, 156 25, 546, 764 21, 834, 302 210, 808, 609 10. 36 
Central R. R. of New Jersey___..... nitsapoagpananbandines | 160, 742, 932 | 9, 242, 719 | 25, 392 11, 768, 111 5, 897, 931 ), 870, 180 27, 426, 800 21. 40 
Chicago & Eastern Illinois Ry__......__-- | 79, 755, 600 | 4, 585, 947 , 7R9 | 4, 979, 736 2, 327, 914 | 2. 651, 822 45, 891, 400 5 TN 
Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Ry 239, 990, 763 | 13, 799, 469 , 181 | 15, 440, 650 | 7, 859, 574 | 7, 581, O76 57, 027, 200 | 13. 29 
Elgin, Joliet & Eastern Ry............... odidbdbewiainale 47, 264, 025 | 2, 717, 681 | , 721 | 3, 040, 402 3, 808, 961 | 2 768, 559 10, 000, 000 7.00 
SS ee ee ee ee | 92, 846, 894 | 5, 338, 606 , 313 5, 924, 009 3, 387, 309 | 2, 536, 700 34, 110, 250 7.44 
‘ Pennsylvania R. R__--.-- cnnistuanhdimencunian ---------| 1, 973, 424,470 | 113, 471, 907 | 813 | 158, 551, 720 69, 192, 204 RY, 359, 426 506, 427, 648 17. 65 
- Philadelphia & Reading Ry ...........................- 221, 155, 711 12, 716, 453 150} 12, 163, 303 5, 879, O11 6, 284, 292 42, 481, 700 14.79 
u I EL ati ccnnttnn taint cvolpaigtbtincapiatinaniias 305, 235, 456 17, 551, 039 | ,503 | 2, 029, 542 10, 247, 223 9, 782, 319 75, 344, 500 12. 98 
a Norfolk & Western Ry........- aaiaaniael eal sh Roe eee 330,358,920} 18, 995, 638 622 | 20,217,260 5, 204, 779 | 14, 922, 481 150, 819, 200 9.890 
a Atlantic Coast Lime___......__- Fc Mad shu Aa 210, 251, 659 12, 089, 470 55, 696 16, 645, 166 7, 367, 990 | 0, 277, 176 73, 612, 343 12.00 
Cn SB ik nik rth ckitnd die cktbRthiesticinka 79, 280, 204 4, 558, 617 | 207 4 055, 824 3, 102, 997 | 1, 852, 827 2, 00, ooo | 0. % 
a OS EE Sas ae siiaeeanas actin 405, 509, 527 23, 321, 973 | 465 27, 426, 438 13, 135, 917 14, 290, 521 120, 225, 467 | 11. 89 
Loubville & Nashville.......................... ened 348, 076, 644 | 20, 014, 407 | 3, 743 21, 888, 150 9, 833, 709 | 12, 054, 441 72, 012, 117 16, 74 
_ Goer ar Ba iy on. doin nn aided decciioce ott 198, 304, 527 11, 407, 685 9,074 | 11,806,759 5, 877, 873 | 6, O18, 886 60, 950, 800 | 9. 87 
¥ Cs lies 6g tial. std ictudtinkbih batbiess 855, 384,386 | 49, 184, 602 4, 804,363 | 53, 988, 965 16, — 8S? 37, 798, 083 185, 650, 200 W. 36 
Yazoo & Mississippi Valle vo R. lina canta aia all 69, 969, 228 | 4, 023, 231 21, 642, 363 2, 350, 868 1, 342, 779 1, 088, OSY 21, 553, 300 4, $2 
Chicago & North Western Ry ee eer ae 57, 446,174 | 26,303, 155 3, 309, 403 29, 612, 558 11, 448, 173 18, 164, 385 167, 6%, 422 10, 84 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Ry_ oe dhe Debs a } 697, 674, 890 | 40, 116, 306 1, 574,700 | 41, 691, 006 20, 858, 652 20, 832, 354 283, 287, O84 &. 0 
3 Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha RPh cacnes 86, 839, 382 4, 993, 264 247, 107 5, 240, 371 2, 851, 849 2, 358, 522 29, 818, 046 7.91 
fi I a lca 444, 772, 459 | 25, 574, 416 10, 487, 006 36, 061, 422 16, 897, 932 19, L443, 490 29, 7. 68 
z Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Ry-_--.....--- 208, 096, 153 11, 2, 079 655, 445 12, 617, 524 7, 335, 371 5, 282 37, 822, 534 13. 97 
s POC E OR SAL och on cc dew ed eadawcsoe 536, 487, 114 30,848,009 | 11, 271, 729 42, 119, 738 15, 665, 314 4, 248, 000, 000 | 10. 67 
Oregon-Washington Railroad & Navigation ee } 171,373, 973 9, 854, 003 | $49, 523 | 10, 703, 526 3, 904, 309 , 709, 50, 000, 000 13. 42 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe-_.............--- a 725, 972, 77% 41, 743, 434 16, 707, 610 | 58, 451, 044 13, 675 A 44, 771, 079 351, 226, 200 12. 75 
nd et to tcacecodtansees a 144, 812, 587 &, 326, 724 | 196, O84 8, 523, 708 4, 175, 954 4, 347, 754 39, 955, 500 10. 8&8 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincey 7 GE a ee 535, 131, 810 30, 770, O79 | 3,470,235 | 34,240,313 &, 360, 921 25, 879, 392 170, 839, 100 15. 15 ’ 
og Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry..................-.. | 361, 796, 883 | 20, 803, 321 | 1, 240,506 | 22,043, 827 11, OL, 423 11, 032, 404 120, 039, 012 | 8. 55 
3 Denver & Rio Grande Western___...........-- eae 187, 311, 331 10, 770, 402 | 130,006 | 10, 900, 408 6, 056, 925 4, $43, 483 7, ORS, 582 | &. 35 
s lS OD ee ea perenne ul 125, 912, 362 7, 239, 961 4, 362, 159 | 11, 602, 120 5, 679, 325 5, 22, 795 100, 000, 009 5. 92 
s Gout Pesifie: Oe. . <.5. caste. ctreiccesnidmosideess | 855,384,386 | 49,184,602 | 28,921,485 | 78, 106, 087 44, 473, 313 33, 632,774 | 350, 685, 346 | 9. 59 3 
i ls 373, 102, 992 21, 453, 422 19, 822, 437 | 41, 275, 859 9, 856, 416 31,419, 443 $21,835, 109 9. 76 i 
si Galveston, Harrisburg & San Antonio.__..._....__. tal 80, 867, 440 4, 649, 878 434, 206 5, 134, 084 3, 315, 446 1, 818, 638 27, 084, 400 6. 71 E 
q Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe..__.__............---...---- | 60,155,587 | 3, 458, 946 | * 692, 919 | 2,766, 027 7,066,807 | 24,300,780 | 10, 000, 000 14.30 : 
PESO OOO TONES TER. donnie cdktdedcenddecoowen<e } 186, 492, 658 10, 723, 328 | ' 11, 198, 561 | 5, 030, 564 6, 167, 997 76, 283, 257 | 8.09 ; 
Missouri-Kansas-Texas Ry. of Texas_..................-| 63, 215, 433 3, 634, 887 5, 3: 59 3, 750, 246 2, 783, 580 10, 152, 500 9. 52 ty 
ET Be Boho da lon ncckececthincdbbae —Aie 385, 758, 166 22, 181, 095 2, 463, 783 2A. 644, S78 12, 124, 530 154, 639, 600 8. 10 ry 
St. Louis-San Francisco Ry ————— ee ee eS | 379, 860,374 a, 841, 972 812, 038 | 22. 654, 010 15, 082, 564 57, 947, 026 13. 15 : 
2 A ON I aon The ------| 127, 767, 726 | , 346, 644 | 316, 130 | 7, 662, 774 | 3, 129, 977 8, 755, 110 | 11. 70 nt 
2 All Class I roads (including switching and ter- } | if 
“ ee eee ee ae ee 20, 362, 647,931 |1, 170, 852,256 | 266, 703, 246 11, 437, 555,502 | 655, 634, 218 781, 921, 284 '7, 349, 001 j 10. 64 T44 
a Aates ‘ —_—s r ts | i i j A 





Excluding items in Net Railway Operating Income. 
‘Debtor. 
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CONGRESSIONAL 


Rates ought to come down to the farmers and at the same 
time they cought to come down to the general public. But the 


tute Commerce Commission says they are not too high; 
that the rate level is proper and what it ought to be. They do 
not feel it ought to be reduced. They feel that the railroads 
are only receiving a just return, such as is contemplated by the 
trunsportation act If that is so every dollar that is taken off 

f one product must put upon some other product, otherwise 

* 1088S Will all o iS, 

Isut the Lot tate ¢ ce Commission holds that the loss 
should no ll on the railroads. Therefore if they take a 
dollar off of the charge for carrying grain they must put it on 

Oy { ni ‘ The (| ion is whether you ntlemen have 
ye ( the pass in your desire to do something for the 
ag ural interests which will lead yeu to do semething di- 
re t the other interests of the eeuntry. 

i i n r relief. They are entitled to retief 

i \ I t to them, but I am not willing to give 

1 relief at the expense of other people who need relief just 

. The coal industry is languishing; it is in a state of 

ere lepression. You gentlemen who have coal miners fn 
your districts have a class of people who are suffering from 
lepr on "more than your farmers, as a general rule. The 
lumber interests and various other interests are also suffering. 

\criculture is not “the” basic industry; it is merely one of 
a number of basic industri Any idea that agriculture is the 
only basic industry is provincial and unenlightened and ought 
not to find expression by legislation in this body. 

The farmers of this country want you to repeal section 15a 
of the transportation act. They ask that of you; and instead of 
giving them the bread of that relief, which would be relief to 
all the people of this country, you give them this stone. It can 
be civen in honesty only if it is belleved that this resolution 
does hot ean anything. If it dees mean anything, you are 
rolbing the balance of the rate payers of this country in an 
effort to curry political favor with the dissatisfied farmers. It 


s well to cousider agriculture. It is one of the great interests 

of this country. It is entitled to consideration by the Congress ; 
but promote it, I beg you, by legitimate and honest means and 
not by deception and not at the expense of other interests. 
You can not afford to pick out any one class of people and say, 
“T will prefer you at the expense of other people equally 
worthy throughout the country.” 

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DENISON. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Alabama if he does not think the reduction in freight rates on 
the livestock in Nebraska that the gentleman from Nebraska 
{Mr. SHALLENBERGER] told us about was wrong and imposed a 
hardship on the rest of the people of the country? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I am incapable of answering a question 
of that kind, because the justice of a particular rate is a mat- 
ter for judicial determination upon all the facts. But I do say 
that those who vote fer this bill are trying to get reductions for 
agriculture at the expense of the balance of the rate payers of 
the country and without regard to justice or fairness. 

Mr. DENISON. Dees not my friend think that the same 
thing was done with reference to the livestock in that ease? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I say I do not know. I do not know 
whether the particular rate made was or was not just, but I do 
say that a reduction intended to promote the interests of a 
certain section of the people at the expense of others is unjust 
and unfair. All such reductions should be granted with a view 
to the general public welfare and justice to all the people. 
[Applause, ] 

It is a strange commentary upon this resolution that those 
who are promoting it have consistently opposed all other rail- 
road legislation. In the main they have opposed farm relief 
legislation. They prefer shadow to substance, smoke to reality. 
They have consistently opposed the repeal of section 15a of the 
transportation act and any general reduction in transportation 
charges. Generally speaking, they are the prorailread bloc 
and have opposed the Howell-Barkley railroad labor bill, the 
MeNary-Haugen bill, the Curtis-Aswell bill, the Norris-Sinclair 
bill, and other measures for agricultural relief. 

And now they are ready to adjourn, having opposed all legis- 
hition for the benefit of farmers and laboring classes. Recently 
there was circulated in the House a pledge to eppose adjourn- 
ment until action was taken on the Howell-Barkley bill and on 
farm relief, yet we find that the name of not a single Member 
who is promoting this Hoch resolution is signed to that pledge. 
The pledge and the names of those who signed follows: 


The undersigned Members of the House of Representatives pledge 
themselves to oppose adjournnrent of Congress until final action is 


| Mr. HOCH. 
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taken for the relief of the agricultural situation and upon the Howell- 
Barkley railroad labor bill: 

Edgar Howard, George Huddleston, Scott Wolff, M. C. All- 

good, A. H. Gasgue, A. C. Geo. K, 

Favrot, James O'Connor, Arthur H. Greenwood, Elmer 

Thomas, Henry Allen Cooper, Edward E. Browne, 

Frank R. Reid, Charles Russell Davis, O. J. Kvale, 

Florian Lampert, Henry R. Rathbone, John C. Schafer, 


Shailenberger, 


Roy O. Woodruff, Samuel E. Cook, J. H. Smithwick, 
Hi. B. Steagall, W. F. Stevenson, Percy EB. Quin, Ross 


A. Collins, Everett Kent, John M. Evans, H. S. Ward, 
Alben W. Barkley, John M. Nelson, J. D. Beck, Hubert 
H. Peavey, Oscar E. Keller, Fiorello H. LaGuardia, 
George J. Schneider, James H. Sinclair, Edward Voigt, 
Knud Wefald, James A. Frear, Edward J. King, 
Thomas 8S. Williams, Elton Watkins, Sam B. Hil. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
| from Alabama has expired. ‘The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 

Hocu] is recognized for three minutes. ‘ 

Mr. HOCH. One can not say much in three minutes. The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Moore] says that no such revi- 
sion as proposed is necessary. If I had time I could quote 
from rate experts of the country, from all the farm organiza- 

|. tions, and from everybody who has made a real study of this 
| subject, saying it is necessary, and the other gentlemen who 
have followed him have admitted it is necessary. The gentle- 
| man also made a reference to the time that would be required. 
| I do not think the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SHaLLen- 
BERGER] wants to be unfair. The gentleman said the statement 
was made by Mr. Hardie, director of traffic of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, that this investigation might take as 
much as 10 years. If you will turn over a few pages of the 
hearing, the gentleman knows very well that he will find and 
you will find that Mr. Hardie said that in the final survey 
when you get down to the last detail of its application it might 
| possibly be as mueh as 10 years, but he also said that under 
| this general survey, in his judgment, you would get substantial 
results inside of two or three years; and, obviously, before we 
can make the adjustments we have to make this investigation. 
Mr. WATKINS. Will the gentleman yield? 
No; I can not yield in three minutes. 

Then the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HuppLeston] com- 
plains this does not take in all other products. If the gentle- 
man will read paragraph 1 he will see that it does include all 
classes and kinds of commodities. The main part of this reso- 
lution is in paragraph 1. Nebody eontends that this can be 
done at once. I have certainly not contended anything of the 
sort. But it should be entered upon at once. The second para- 
graph is an honest direction to the commission, calling atten- 
tion to the agricultural depression and directing every possible 
relief, reasonable and lawful, at the earliest practicable date. 
A large part of these facts are already before the commission. 
Cases are now pending involving livestock and involving grains 
and other farm products, and the commission is directed under 
this resolution to have in mind the direction of Congress upon 
this proposition in the settlement of such eases. 

The gentlemen who say that this will not have any effect 
except in the far distant future are speaking without familiar- 
ity with the facts as they exist, and there is no provision here 
and no requirement or expectation that any rate which is not 
compensatery shall be levied. But certainly everyone knows 
that there are adjustments that should be made, and this reso- 
lution provides that within reason and within the law wherever 
they can possibly find any adjustments that will not work in- 
jury to adequate transportation service and are in the interest 
of agriculture, including livestock, they shall make them; and 
I understand the only objection so far offered, outside of the 
objections of the gentleman from Alabama, by anyone here, 
is that they are afraid that the Republican Party might pos- 
sibly get a little credit for the passage of this resolution. 
[Applause.] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Kansas has expired. All time has expired. The question is, 
Shall the House suspend the rules and pass the bill? 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Hvuppreston) there were—ayes 139, noes §. 


So, two-thirds having voted in the &ffiramtive, the rules were 
suspended and the bill was passed. 


RATE OF WAGES IN GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 


Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 7996, an 
act to regulate and fix rates of wages for employees in the 
Government Printing Office, with Senate amendments. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calis up 
the House bill with Senate amendments, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (MH. R. 7996) to regulate and fix the rates of wages for 
employees in the Government Printing Office. 


The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in Senate amend- 
ments 1 to 5, inclusive, and to the title of the bill. 

The Senate amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur with Senate 
amendment No. 6, with an amendment as follows: 


In Hien of the matter proposed by the Senate amendment insert the | 


following: “ That employees and officers of the Government Printing | 
Office, unless otherwise herein fixed, shall eontinue to be paid at the | 


rates of wages, salaries, and compensation (ineluding night rate) now 
authorized by law until such time as their wages, salaries, and com- 
pensation shall be determined as hereinbefore provided 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, 

The motion was agreed to. 
PAYMENT OF TUITION OF INDIAN CHILDREN IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 
on the bill H. R. 4835, an act to pay the tuition of Indian chil- 
dren in public schools. 

The conference report was read. 


CON FERENCE REPORT 
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The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the | 


two Hlouses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill HL R. 
4835, an act to pay tuition of Indian children in public schools, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follov 
That the Senate recede from its amendment. 
Homer P. Snyper, 
FrepvertcK W. DALLINGER, 
Cart HAYDEN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. W. HARRELD, 
Joun B. RENpnRICK, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


DISTRIBUTION OF WAR TROPHIES 


Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill 8. 1376, commonly known as the Cfnnon bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


| 


An aet (S. 1376) to provide for the equitable distribution of captured | 


war devices and trophies to the States and Territories of the United 

States and to the District of Columbia 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to apportion and distribute pre rata among 


the several States, Territories, and possessions of the United States 


and the District of Coelumbia in corresponding ratio as the total 
number of men serving in the armed forces of the United States, as 
hereinafter provided, from each State, Territory, or possession of the 
United States and the District of Columbia bears to the total number 
of men so serving from all States, Territories, possessions, and the 
District of Columbia, all guns and howitzers with their respective 
carriages, machine guns, and other war devices and trophies suitable 
for distribution and captured by or surrendered to the armed forces 
of the United States from the armed forees of Germany and allied 
nations, with the exception of such guns, howitzers, carriages, machine 
guns, and other war deviees and trophies as may be required for ex 
perimental purposes, or for actual use by the armed forces of the 
United States; and the further exception of such of the devices afore- 
mentioned as may be required for display in national museuma, at 
national homes for disabled volunteer soldiers, or for monumental 
purposes in Arlington National Cemetery and in other national ceme 
teries, national parks, and national monuments wheresoever situated. 
Sec. 2. That for the purposes of this act the reports heretofore 
compiled under the direction of the Secretary of War showing the 
number of men in the armed forces of the United States accredited 
to each State, Territory, and possession of the United States, and 
to the District of Columbia, either by enlistment or by the process 
of the selective service act, or otherwise drawn into and becoming 
an integral part of the armed forces of the United States during 


the period Aprfl 7, 1917, to November 11, 1918, and the all t 
of war trophies suitable for distributior ? iz tl veral States, 
Territories, and possessions, and the I t of Columbia, shali 
serve as the basis of distribution. As , ticabl after 


the date upon which this act shall become effective the Secretary 
of War shall cause the chief executive of each of the severul 
States, Territories, and possessions, and the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to be informed of the character and quanttty 
of war devices and trophies apportioned thereto, and shall invite 
each such chief executive and the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbla to designate such material as will accepted free 
en board common carrier at the point of sterace and to desi 
nate the point er points to which the accepted material is te b« 
shipped without expense to the United States, otber than that 
packing and loading at the point of storage. 

Sec. 3. Shipment of the apportionment ef each State, Territory 
aud possession, and the District of Columbia aceepted shall be ad 
as soon as praeticable after the chief executive, or the commissioner 


thereof, as the case may require, shall have informed the Secretary 
of War that such State, Territory, poss on, or District will accept 
and take possession thereof as hereinbefore provided for and will 
relieve the United States of all respor lity for the safe deliver; 
of the material and of all charges, costs, and expenses whatsoever 
connected with th transportation thereof: Provided, That if tha 
chief executive or the commissioners f any State, Verritory, poss 
sion, or District, shall not, within one year a notification 
the character and quantity of the apportionment, tile with the Secr 
tary of War such acceptance and agreement such apportionment, or any 


part thereef, shall be sold as surplus property as it then is and where 
it then is, or shall be destroyed—all as the Secretary of War, ! 
his discretion, shall determine; and like action shall be taken. 1 
respect of the rejected portion of any apportionment ac 
part only, and war devices and trophies considered by the Secretary 
eof War as unsuitable for distribution. 

Sec. 4. That all charges for spportionir segregating, packing, 
and leading war trophies and devices for distribution to the desig 
nated point or points within each of the several States, Territories, 


and ssessions, and the District of Col bia, as provided for herein, 
and for transportation to national museums, national homes for 
disabled volunteer soldiers, national cenreteries, and national parks 
and for the disposition of undistributed war devices and tropliil« 
shall be paid | 

tion to be made for that purpose. 


Sec. 5. That the Secretary of War be, and he ts hereby, authored 


' 


the United States Government from an approprta 


to make all rules and regulations to carry this act into effect 

Sec. 6. That to enable the Secretary of War to carry out the 
provisions of this act there ts hereby authorized to be appropriated 
out of atrry money fn the United States Treasury not otberw 


propriated, the sum of $59,000 thereof may be neces 
sary: Provided, That none of said sum shall be xpended in cleanir 

painting, or otherwise reeonditioning war devices and troplics pri 

to s! pi { 


The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill? 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed, 


A similar House bill was laid on the table, 
PENSIONS 


Mr. ROBSION of Kentuck: Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimou 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 6426, and 
agree to the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani 
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (Tf. R. 6426) granting pensior ind increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Arm nd Navy and certain 
soldiers and satlors of wars other than the Civil War and te widows 


of such soldiers and sailors 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that 
the Howse agree to the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were agreed to. 


REMISSION OF CUSTOMS DUTIES ON PROPERTY OF THE WAR DEPART- 
MENT 
Mr, GREEN of Towa. Mr. Speaker, | call up the bill H. ft. 


9111, a privileged bill, from the Committee on Ways and Means. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
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A bill 


Clerk rend the bill, as follows: 


If. R. 9111) directing the remission of customs dutics on certain 
property of the United States imported by the War Department 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized 
and directed to remit all unpaid customs duties on material belonging to 
the United States and heretofore imported into the United States by 
the War Department, 


Mr. GREEN of Towa. Mr. Speaker, this bill simply pertains 
to war material which has been brought back from France. 
The purpose is to avoid a lot of bookkeeping, which would be 
occasioned by a demand for duties paid by the War Depart- 
ment, and another appropriation to pay the duties. 

Mr. WINGO. ‘This is property of the United States being 
brought in by the War Department? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. It is property of the United States. 
It las been brought in by the War Department, and the 
Treasury contends that the duty shall be paid upon it. 


Mr. WINGO. And no individual gets any benefit from this? 

Mr. GREEN of Towa. No. 

Mr. WINGO. It is clearly a bookkeeping transaction for 
the United States? 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I rise to corroborate what the 


chairman of the committee has stated, that this bill is unanl- 
mously reported from the Committee on Ways and Means. 
After the armistice the War Department reshipped into the 
United States munitions and properties that the United States 
had in France, and when those goods came into the United 
States they were liable for customs duties. The customs duties 
were not paid, but the War Department owes the Treasury 
the amount of those customs duties. This is simply a mat- 
ter of bookkeeping. It would be useless for the Government 
to pay the appropriation out of the War Department and then 
put it back into the Treasury. It simply settles the account 
on the books. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. There is a system in the War Department 
with regard to officers which requires the War Department to 


move them from one place to another every four years. An 
oflicer does not live in any one part of the United States 
usually more than four years before he has to move. When 
they get back to this country, they and their families, just like 
all other buman beings, bring back lots of things with them. 
This has nothing to do with the private belongings of any of 
these various ofticers? 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Nothing whatsoever. 

Mr. BLANTON, And it applies only to Government prop- 
erty? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Government property. 

Mr. BLANTON. ‘That is all I wanted to find out. 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the bill for amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk again reported the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Green of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


the engrossment and 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 


A message in writing from the President of the United States, 
by Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries, who also informed the 
House of Representatives that the President had approved and 
signed bills of the following titles: 

On June 3: 

H. R. 1869. An act for the incorporation of the Grand Army 
of the Republic; 

H. R. 4481. An act authorizing the Secretary of Commerce to 
exchange land formerly used as a site for the Point of Woods 
Range Lights, Mich., for other lands in the vicinity; 

H. R. 5136. An aet for the relief of Eva B. Sharon; 

li. R. 8209, An act to create the Inland Waterways Corpora- 
tion for the purpose of carrying out the mandate and purpose 








of Congress as expressed in sections 201 and 500 of the trans- 
portation act, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 8886. An act providing for sundry matters affecting the 
Military Establishment. 

On June 4: 

H. R. 731. An act authorizing the Wichita and affiliated bands 
of Indians in Oklahoma to submit claims to the Court of 
Claims; 

H. R. 6721. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to fix 
and regulate the salaries of teachers, school officers, and other 
employees of the Board of Education of the District of Co- 
lumbia,” approved June 20, 1906, as amended, and for other 
purposes ; 

H. R. 1018. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, in 
his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the Albany Institute 
and Historical and Art Society of the city of Albany, N. Y., 
the silver service which was presented to the U. S. cruiser 
Albany by citizens of Albany, N. Y.: 

H. R. 3852. An act providing for the final disposition of the 
affairs of the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians of North Car- 
olina; 

H. R. 55738. An act granting certain public lands to the city 
of Shreveport, La., for reservoir purposes; and 

HI. R. 9124. An act authorizing the sale of real property no 
longer required for military purposes. 

On June 5: 


H. J. Res. Joint resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to withhold his approval of the adjustment of the 
Northern Pacific land grants, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 714. An act to amend section 101 of the Judicial Code: 

H. R. 3009. An act for the relief of Robert J. Kirk; 

H. It. 4445. An act to amend section 115 of the act of March 
3, 1911, entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws 
relating to the judiciary ”; 

H. R. 7041. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide compensation for employees of the United States suffering 
injuries while in the performance of their duties, and for other 
purposes,” approved September 7, 1916; 

H. R. 7220. An act making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, 
and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 4985. An act to repeal the first proviso of section 4 of 
an act to establish a national park in the Territory of Hawaii, 
approved August 1, 1916; 

H. R. 5078. An act making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, 
and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 5478. An act to amend sections 1, 3, and 6 of: an act en- 
titled “An act to provide for the promotion of vocational re- 
habilitation of persons disabled in industry or otherwise and 
their return to civil employment.” 

On June 6: 

H. J. Res. 194. Joint resolution to print as a House document 
the proceedings of the national encampments of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, the United Spanish War Veterans, and 
the American Legion, for the use of the House and Senate; 

H. R. 3143. An act for the relief of Bernice Hutcheson ; 

H. R. 8143. An act for the protection of the fisheries 
Alaska, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 6202. An act to amend sections 11 and 12 of the mer- 
chant marine act, 1920, 


237. 


of 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 4526. An act to incorporate the United States Blind 
Veterans of the World War; 

H. R. 3477. An act for the relief of James B. Porter; 

H. R. 4816. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to per- 
mit the city of Vicksburg, Miss., to construct and maintain 
water mains on and under the National Cemetery Road at 
Vicksburg, Miss. ; 

H. R. 6049. An act for the relief of V. BE. Schermerhorn, B. CO. 
Caley, G. W. Campbell, and Philip Hudspeth; and 

H. R. 8657. An act to amend section 98 of the Judicial Code, 
providing for the holding of the United States district court at 
Shelby, N. C. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested : 

S. 2803. An act to regulate within the District of Columbia 
the sale of milk, cream, and ice cream, and for other purposes, 
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LULL es, 


contrary to the provisions of this act to enter any port or place in the 
United States, or for any vessel, boaf, or other craft to enter any such 


Ts ryrarays\. > wr . 
air, J PiLV MIN OL Washington rust 


| Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Spe 


question, aud 1 make the point of order that there 


: : ker, this is a very impart 
port or place while wpon or in the prosecution of any voyage during 


. . 7 is Do quertim 
which the vessel, boat, or other craft fished or was used in fish i 


- #4 
REGAUCGING OF DISTILLED SPIRITS IN BONDED WAREHOUSES | such vessel, b or craft Pa ling ij le, apparel, furnitu b 
Mr. GREEN of lowa Mr. Speaker, I meve to suspend the | : ; ao d stores, §& ane ps — 2. the United States by proper d 
rules and pass the bill (H. R. 9138) to authorize the discon- | * oe gf —— 4 = of t United States \iaska, ¢ ’ 
tinuunce of the seven-year regauge of distilled spirits in bonded | : Po ' re ae Y 
warehouses, and for other purposes. ; Ppp ore N i 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman | CP*S#ed tn this a 7 ears me 4 heri ; 
for that purpose at this period. Perhaps he will later. : one o- ~ . Selltedin WE tee Deed sa 1 i ; 
PROTECTION OF PACIFIC HALIBUT FISHERIES | priated, out of any moncy in the 7 Sai’ taal athe } 
Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus the sum of $15,000 for t e fiscal year 1925 for e s arie ty 
pend the rules and pass the bill (S. 8434) for the protection of penses of the Intes mal Fis ‘ . i 
the northern Pacifie halibut fisheries, which I send to the desk Sec. 12, Duration of act: This act shall take effect immediate , t 
The read the bill, as follows: ontinve in force until t el tion of the convention « ded ; 
Be it ena ete I United States a ar 3 Ma ’ 1924, { : 
Secrion 1. Short title: This act may be cited as the northera Pacific | Protection of the halil Ushery of 1 n hern Pa oO n ; 
balibut act | Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it this is a wat f 
sec. 2. Definition of terms: For the purpeses of this act “ close | Mous report from the committee in the House | so the cou 1 
seison ” shall n n 1e period from the 16th day of Nuvember in any | mittee in the Senate? i 
year to the 15th day of February in the next following year, both da Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Yes both th fenate nd ; 
inclusive, er any other close season hereafter fixed by agreement | | the House committees. } 
tween the United States and Canada; “territorial waters of tb the Si Vian ihe que son the tion of the gentlh j 
United States’ shall mean the waters contiguous to the western coust | ppan from Mussuchusetts to suspend the rules and pass t! bil i 
of the United States and the waters contiguous to the coast of Alaska; The qu on was taken; and, in the opinion of the hair, Ye 
territorial waters of Canada” shall mean the waters contiguous to two-thirds having voted in favor thereof. the rules were eu . 
the western const of Canada, and “ prohibited waters” shall mean the pended and the bill was passed. 
territorial waters of the United States, the territerial waters of Can- | A similar House bill was ordered to lie on the table % 
ada, and the high seas, including Bering Sea, extending westerly from | J ooxrrring CERTAIN ALIENS TO REMAIN IN THF UNITED « Hy 
the limits of the territorial waters of the United States and Canada , . ? , i 
Sec. &. Fishing unlawful, when: It shall be unlawful for any person Mr. JOHNSON of Washington Mr Speaker, I move to su a 
to fish for, or catch, or attempt to eatch, any halibut (hippoglossus) at | per d the rule and pass the House Joint Resolution 283. te ‘ 
» durieg the » oc im the Terr . we af the Us | permit to lain within the United States certain ; 1 
any time during the close season in the Territorial waters of the United | as t in 
States, or for any national or inhabitant of the United States to fish } excess of quotas fixed under the authority of the nmigratior $i 
for, or catch, or attempt to catch, any halibut at any time during the act of May 19, 1921, wi ‘ I send to the desk. 4 
close season in prohibited waters Yhe unintentional catching of The Clerk read as follows ye 
halibut, when legally fishing for other species of fish, shail not con I ed, et r! allens who em}! the 1 t States i 
stitute a violation of this act if such halibut shail be used for food by ‘ fay 26, 1924 riving in ex of ced under at : 
the crew of the vessel catching the same, or be landed and immediately | of th« entitled “An act to limit t 1 of aliens i the ‘ 
delivered to any authorized oflicial of the Bureau of Fisheries of th United State approved May 19, 1921, a ended and extender 3 
Department of Commerce of the United States or the tishing authorities nay, if otherw j le and if t ule t rrlati or : 
of the Dominion of Canada. The halibut delivered to any ollicial of | other ! be | ent d te in in the United Siat 3 
the United States pursuant to the provisions of this section shall be without 1 d to t k f t of M 19, 19. ; 
sold by the Department of Commerce to the highest bidder for cash and imended and extended : 
the proceeds therefrom, exclusive of necessary expenses in connection The SPEAKER Is a second demanded ' 
therewith, shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States Mr. BOX Mr. Sneaker. I demand a nd b 
Sec. 4. Unlawful port use; departures: No person, firm, « rpor Mr. JOHNSON of W; ington Mr. Sox aker I ask unani- 
tion shall use amy port of or piace in the United States to furnish, | mous consent that a second be considered as ordered : 7 
prepare, or outfit any vessel, boat, or other craft intended to be used | The SPEAKER. The eutleman from \ ingtor 
in violation of this act, nor shail any person permit, or ca to be unanimous consent that a second be consider as orders $ 
permitted, any ve ssel, boat, or other craft intended to be used in vio Is there objection? M 
lation of this act to depart from any port of or place in the United There was no objectior : 
States y f ’ : The SPEAKER The gentleman fre \\ nglon eT 4 
Sec. 5. Unlawful port entry; possession: It shall be uniawfut for | titled to 20 minutes, and the gentleman from Texas t 
any vessel, boat, or other craft having on board any halibut eaught . 
i 
: 
g 
e 
. 














ing for | »recent 
. present. 
alibi ) iibit y ‘Ts he close 8 SOr shall he ntawful g ca : ’ ut ; 
halibut in aa bapa in t ' ae eason. It shall . iwful The ee eee, a ee a t 
roany pers ene igty nave OSSESS i at fl m noi ¢ os f - eal ‘ ' ; 
for any person Knowingly to nave in his ¢ ession y halibut t point of ordet lat there is n quorum present. Evident 
lawfully caught under the provisions of this act ther not ‘ 
oes. S. aN alty : Any person vi , iting any of the provisions of this SNELL Mr. Speaker, I move a call of ti louse ig 
act shall be fined not less than $100 nor more than $1,000 or im ’ on Was agTreed to 
prisoned not more than one year, or both. EAKE] : The Do sth bia sistas anh be 7 
Sec. 7, Patrols; searches: The President shall cause a patrol of | Sopeeq at Arms will bring in absentees and the Clerk wil : 
naval or other public vessels designated by him to be maintained in | eg)] the rol] 34 
: lace n rate shall see *xpedie for ring : ; 4} } , . 
such places and w ters as to him all seem expedient for enforcing The Clerk called the roll, aud the following Members failed it 
this act, and any officer of any veesel engaged im such service, and | (4 answer to their pales 


any other olflicers designated by the President, may search any vessel, 





boat, or other craft in the territorial waters of the United States and a. - — me - oa \ 
any vessel, boat, or other craft of the United States on the hich seas | Anthony I owell r Knuts Pai ._ 
when suspected of having violated or being about to violate the pro- | Asw: a Doyle Kunz Penve 
visions of this act. ah r Deen | 7 i 

Sec. 8, Canadian vessels and rationals: Every national or in- Boies Dyer - Lineberes 1 WwW. Vs 
habitant and every vessel of Canada found violating this act shall be | Burd Fairchild Litth Rogers, N. I! 


. ‘ - . tn ‘ I i Laos ! [ ~ » ‘ 
delivered as s00n as practicable to an authorized official of Canada Burto1 . ; Kesenbloom 


x p ‘ ; Putler bredericks Lyon 
at the nearest point to the place of seizure or elsewhere as the officials | Byrnes, S. C. Garner McFadden 
of the United States ecizing the same and the authorized offiviale of | Cable 


; iner 
Sullivan 


Geran McKenzie Taylor, Ter 
Canada may agree upon, and the witnesses and proof necessary to | on ra = a ' ee + we . icker 
i ‘ ‘ x para y clam are 
the prosecution of said persons and vessels of Canada shal! be furnished | gyjjor Hawes Madden Ward. N.Y 
with reasonable promptitude to the authorities of Canada having juris | Clancy Lill, Ala Magee, Pens Wurd, N. ( 
ietic (lark, Fla lioward, Okla. Mead Welter 
diction thereof. ars, wis 
Sac aul 3 forfei oto) 4 ala Clarke. N. Y. Hudspeth Michael White, Me. 
Sec. 9, Seizure and forfeiture: Every vessel, boat, or craft employed | Coie. Ohio Hull, Tenn. Miller, Tl Winslow 
in any manner in violating this act shall be seized by any collector, | Collins Jones Moore, li Wood 
surveyor, inspector, officer of a revenue cutter, or person specified in | 4 UrTy Jost Morin Young 


; ; : : Davey Kahn Muck 
section 7 hereof; and, except as provided in section 8 thereof, every Davie, Minn, Ke dail ll Me. 





IR pro tempore (Mr. Trisonx On this vote | 
343 Members have answered to their names, a quorum 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, 1 move to 
a >with further pron “lings under the “ll 
i * SPEAKER pro tempor The Doorkeeper will onet the 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I yield a halt 
minute to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Weravesr], 
Mr. WEAVER Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
put in the Recorp a short speech upon the life and character 
ef Hon, Richmond Pearson, formerly a Member of this House. 


Fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North 


inunimous consent to extend his remarks in the 


fAfter 


t 


Carolina asks x 
Kecorp in the manner indicated Is there objection 
i pNtus | The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WHAVER. Mr. Speaker, under the leave granted to me to 


extend mv remarks in the Recorp, I desire to have printed in the 


Recon an address delivered by Mr. MekKinley Pritchard, of 
Asheville, N. ©., on the life and character of Hon. Richmond 
Pearson 


Mr. Pearson aut one time represented in this House the dis- 
trict whieh L now have the honor to represeit While Mr. 
Peurson und myself belonged to different political parties, he 
was for many vears an upstanding figure in my State. He was 
oman of splendid intellectual attainments and vigorously pre- 
ented the ideas he entertained He is decendent from one of 
the greatest chief justices North Carolina has ever had 

After his service in Congress he represented this country in 
the foreign service, and his death brought sorrow to many of 
his friends in my State 

rhe address is as follows: 


Richmond Pearson, orator, statesman, and diplomat, died at his home 
it Richmond Hill, near th ity of Asheville, September 12, 1925 Me 


71 vears old 
Mr. Pearson was born fn Yadkin County, N January 26, 1852 
the son of the Hon. Riehmond Mumford Pearson and Margaret Wil 
liams Pearson Wis father was a jurist and law teacher yn tinuously 
for 42 years, and was the chief justice of t! Supreme Conrt of North 
Carolina from 1858 until his death in 1878 

Speaking of Justice Pearson, the father of the subject of this sketch, 


som ne has said 


Chief Justice Pearson brought to the study of the law the 
nergy of a toiler, the investigation of a ientist, and the en 
thusiasm of a devotee With him the law was neither a trade 
nor a business nor an avenue to wealth, but a solemn and digni 
tied profession attended with vast 
inlimited opportunities for good With his logical mind and 
ine sense of right he could see no law without reason, nor prece 


jent without justice, and no administration without firmness tem 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


] 
| 
| 





7 


b 


JUNE 


practice of law with John D. Davis, with offices in St. Louis, Mo 
Shortly afterwards the death of his futher made it necessary for 
him to return to North Carolina, Mr, Pearson haying been named 
as sole executor of his father’s estate. He found it impossible to re 
turn to Sct. Louis, and at this time he definitely gave up the practice 
of law. 

On March 30, 1882, he married Gabrielle Thomas, daughter of 
James Thomas, jr., of Richmond, Va. This union brought ‘ogether 


‘ 


two of the oldest families of North Carolina and Virgit\a. Miss 


| Thomas was truly a representative of Virginia’s noblest and best 


responsibilities and affording | 


pered with merey We bad unflinching courage, and never applied | 


the law as an instrument of expediency Neither the storm of 
ission, the bitterness of party, nor threats of violence could 
Iie loved the old 
cs with the passion of 
outh, followed the law books to their foundation head, and 
vas the foe of radical innovation He lived with Blackstone 
ind Coke and Littleton, and knew Kent, Marshall, and Story 
With him the common law was the decalogue of jurisprudence, 


swerve him from the beaten paths of the law 
masters of the law, studied their worl 





md he accepted no amendments not made recessary by the 
hanges of time and condition ITis opinions sare more than 
repeated precedents, abstract settlements, and tedious detail; they 
‘iow with life, abound with reason, and clothe the law with rich 
ipparel and endow its precepts with soul and spirit He saw in 
ur courts the hope of the helpless, the sort of the injured, and 
the shield of the defenseless, and he never permitted their diver- 
sion to unworthy purposes.” 

Such was the character of the father of the subject of this sketch. 
In his own service to his State and to his country Richmond Pearson 
lived up to the high mark established before him by his father. His 
early education was received at Horner's School, at Oxford, N, C., 
and he subsequently entered Princeton University at the age of 16 
years, graduating four years later. He delivered the valedictory ad- 
dress for his class in 1872 

Upon leaving college he returned to North Carolina for two years, 
Ile studied law under his father, and in 1874 was licensed to practice 
law President Grant appointed him a consul to Verviers and Liege 
when he was but 23 years of age. In 1875 he paid a brief visit to 
the United States, and delivered the master’s oration at Princeton in 
that year. He was awarded the Master of Arts degree, the Bachelor of 
Arts degree having been conferred upon him when he graduated. He 
returned to Belgium for two more years in the foreign service, 

In 1877 Mr. Pearson resigned from the Consular Service and re 
turned to the United States, Later be formed a partnership for the 


womanhood 


She possessed those magnificent qualities of heart and 
timulated the ambitions of her distinguished husband, 
intellectual strength did much to promote the higher 
aspirations of his life. During the years which followed his marriage 
Kichmond Pearson entered wholeheartedly into politics, and these 
years were marked by the untiring energy with which he entered 
public service In his native State. He was elected to the North Caro 
lina General Assembly in 1884 and again in 1886. 


mind which 


nd her rare 


Fight years later he was elected to Congress and served three suc 
cessive terms, carrying the ninth district, which had been Democratic 
for a number of years, by the largest majority ever given to a Re 
publican, At the time Mr. Pearson made his campaign for Congress 
it was the custom for the candidates to appear at the different 
‘ounty seats in the district and discuss issues before the people in 
joint debate. Mr. Pearson was truly a great debater. I have heard 
many of the older citizens speak of Mr. Pearson’s joint debate with 
his opponent, the late HIon. W. T. Crawford, of Waynesville, N. C., 
who was nominee of the Democratic Party, and those who remember 
the joint debates in the old ninth congressional district will never 
forget Richmond Pearson as the standard bearer of the Republican 
arty in this section. These debates were the equal, if not surpass 
ing the great debates of the brothers, Alfred and Bob Taylor in Fast 
Tennesse People would travel on horseback and in wagons for miles 
to hear these forensic contests. These were days when men took 
their politics seriously, and in a few instances violence was resorted 
to by fhe friends of both leaders. But only in a few cases were these 
giants of the rostrum unable to control and calm their audiences. 
Notwithstanding the flerceness of these contests, Pearson and Crawford 
traveled as friends from place to place, stopping at the same hotels, 
always maintaining cordial relations and good fellowship. We shall 
not see (he like of these men again, Mr. Pearson broke many lances 
of his adversaries in public debate, yet while flerce and aggressive he 
stooped to no unworthy methods; he rarely appealed to prejudice and 
at all times showed that amplitude of fairness to be found in the 
annals of the statesman’s craft. 

Mr. Pearson had a marvelous personality and commanding figure; 
the easy flow of forceful language, which made him well-nigh in- 
vincibie in jeint debate. He was always an honest foeman, despite the 
fact that in the rough and tumble debate on the hustings he used 
a sharp sword against his adversaries. 

During the time he was a Member of Congress he was one of the 
leaders of the Republican Party of the State. His counsel was sought 
net only by the leaders of the party in this State but by the leaders 
of the party in the Nation. Both Presidents McKinley and Roosevelt 
regarded Mr. Pearson as ene of the ablest men in the Republican 
Party, and he was an intimate friend of both these great men. 

Mr. Pearson's political constituents in the ninth district admired 
him for his fairness and for his strict attention to his duty as a 
Congressman. His political opponents, though differing with him on 
matters of party principles, always spoke of his qualities as a man in 
the highest ternrs. 

As a Member of Congress he served on the important Committee 
of Foreign Affairs and on the subcommittee of three which drafted 
the resolutions authorizing war against Spain. 

tecognizing Mr. Pearson's ability as a statesman and his scholarly 
learning, President Roosevelt in 1901 appointed him United States 
consul at Genoa, Italy. He was so successful and represented the 
Government with such merit at this post that a year later the Presi- 
dent promoted him and made him minister to Persia. He discharged 
the duties of this post with such success that President Roosevelt 
cabled his commendation “ for energetic and efficient service,” and soon 
afterwards appointed him envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary to Greece and Montenegro, which post he held for two years. 
In 1909 he resigned from the Diplomatic Service and returned to the 
United States and retired from public life. His last years were spent 
at his home on Richmond Hill. 

Miss Majorie Pearson, the charming and talented daughter of Mr. 
Pearson, is an accomplished linguist, and at present occupies a posi- 
tion of responsibility at Baltimore, Md., where she has resided for 
about three years. 


Mr. Pearson's only son. Thomas Pearson, who is now serving as a 
member of a commission invited by the Shah of Persia to investigate 
and adjust the financial conditions in that country, served during the 
World War with distiaction, and was awarded four decorations for 
bravery while with the American Expeditionary Forces. He seryed 
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with the rank of captain, and was at one time an aid-de-camp to 
Major General Lewis, who commanded the famous Thirtieth Division. 

Richmond Pearson ranked as one of North Carolina's foremost 
citizens. His charm as a man, and his scholarly gifts made nat 
ural his several high appointments in the diplomatic service of 
his country. It is true that while he represented this country 
abroad as a minister there were few, if any, great international 
problems to be solved, but bis wonderful personality, coupled with 
his literary attainments and ability, made him equal to any o casion 
which might have arisen. 

As a Member of Congress he was forceful as an orator, and his 
valuable experience as a consul abroad gave him a splendid prepara 
tion to meet his duties as a member of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee. While a member of this committee he rendered in- 
valuable service to his country during the war with Spain. 

During his residence in Asheville he was always a public-spirited 
citizen, and was ever found among those who advocated good roads 
and general improvement. A great many of the road and street im- 
provements which are now enjoyed by our citizenship were the re- 
sult of his untiring efforts in behalf of this section. 


While Mr. Pearson was a man of marked literary attainment and | 


legal ability, and while much of his time was given to the service 
of his people, yet he found the time and the opportunity to en- 
gage in many temporal pursuits, and his name is inseparably linked 
with the material growth and development of this section 

In the death of this distinguished man the State of North Carolina 
has suffered an irreparable loss, his political party an able defender, 
the bar of North Carolina an eminent jurist and foreeful advocate, 
and humanity itself one of nature’s noblemen. 


Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I renew the unani- 
mous-consent request made by the gentleman from Nebraska 
(Mr. Howarp] on my behalf this morning. 


asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp——— 
Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
what is the request? 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. I renew the request made by Mr 
Howarp of Nebraska this morning to pat in Doctor Butler’s—— 
Mr. SNELL and Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp on the Federal highway act 
passed yesterday. 
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munities, than was enacted in the previous ry of the Gov 
ernment. The intent and purpose has been good, whether the 


‘ eae 


| results have been satisfactory or not 


FARM LOAN ACT 
The farm loan act, establishing 12 PFedera 


=~ Peder land banks 
affording unlimited capital for long-time loans at fuir interest 
rates, was passed for the benefit of the farmet » give him a 
banking system suitable to his needs for increased eapital 


for development and to enable him to take advantage 


I 
his opportunities The records show that this svstem has 
been a success from a banking standpoint and that loans 


have been made to farmers aggregating more than $1,000 
000,000 and are now being made at the rate of a million 


dollars a day. This isystem is supervised and its continued 


| Suecess guaranteed by the Government. 


In addition to this, a group of intermediatecredit banks 
has been established with branches in the same districts cov- 
ered by the Federal land banks, supervised and directed by 
the same management, the capital stock owned by the Gov 
ernment, and with assured credit possibilities of $660,000,000 
to begin with. The Federal land banks serve all the pur 
poses of a long-time loan system, but it was found that a pro 
vision for intermediate or short-time credit was necessary 
The intermediate-credit banks were established to meet this 
need of the farmer for loans running from six months to 
three years. The three-year credits were intended to supply 
the needs of the livestock industry, while the shorter eredit 
was for meeting the needs of the producers of such agri 
cultural products as grain or cotton. In addition to this the 
law authorizes the establishment of national agricultural! 
credit corporations, with a capital stock of $250,000 or more, 
and which may be incorporated and come under the supe 


- ‘ | vision of the farm banking syste é » Nation: Gov 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland | a : _— king system and the National Gov 


| ernment. These corporations are capable of rendering effee 


tive assistance to cooperative marketing associations. 
It is admitted everywhere that ample credit of every kind 


| has been made available for agriculture by the action of 


Congress. There has been some complaint recently that credit 


| has been made too bountiful and easy to secure, and that the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a | 


pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the work of 
this session of Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? (After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, with the adjourn- 


ment of this session of Congress on June 7, 1924, a record of | 


ofticial service will be left behind about which there is much 
controversy regarding its accomplishments and failures, its 
successes and disappointments. It is not possible to accurately 
judge the work of one session of Congress alone, since at each 
session corrective and amendatory legislation is necessary to 
perfect the work of previous sessions, 

AGRICULTURE AND AGRICULTURAL CREDITS 


One of the chief difficulties in properly estimating accomplish- 
ments in national legislation is that the country has been led 
by propaganda and by Congress itself to look to the National 
Capital for relief from every kind of adverse condition, regard- 
less of its cause. I believe it will be admitted as a general 
rule that many of those in public life to-day are too prolific in 
promises to make a satisfactory record of actual acecomplish- 
ments, and this applies to political parties, political factions, 
and legislative blocs. The public is entitled to a square deal; 
and the first obligation of the public official is to be frank and 
straightforward with his constituency, even though that course 
might be disappointing. We have a fair example of this over- 
promising in the present situation in regard to agriculture and 
attempted legislation for additional relief, much of which is 
simply put forward for political purposes to aid in the present 
campaign. This has come principally from the wheat sections 
of the central and far West, but the conditions there are not 
any worse than they have been many times in the cotton sec- 
tions of the South, and we had to fight it out without Govern- 
ment aid and price fixing. 

I wish to state here that Congress has not been unmindful of 
the great agricultural interests of the country. During my 
service here I have seen more legislation enacted with the 
support of Members from all sections of the country in an effort 
to aid agriculture, to bring better surroundings and more pros- 
perous conditions to the farmer and to those living in rural com- 


a 


result bas not been what was contemplated Iiven if this 
was true, it would not be the fault of the legislative branch 
of the Government, for the suecessful use of credit depends 
upon the individual Credit simply afferds an additional 
opportunity for success, and only adds to the prosperity of 
an individual or industry when used in a businesslike way 
These credit systems have afforded great relief to agriculture 
and will be a continued success because they serve a legiti 
mate need of that industry and have enabled thousands of 
farmers to prevent foreclosure on short-time loans as well as 
to make valuable and needed improvements and to acquire 
property for future development. 
COOPBRATIVE MARKETING 

The Congress has enacted every statute needed for the sue 
cess of cooperative marketing organizations, either independent 
of or in conjunction with State legislation on that subject 
Farmers’ cooperative marketing organizations have been by 
special enactment exempted from the operation of the anti-trust 
laws, so that they can not be held to account under any com 
plaint that might be made on account of their joint effort to 
hold together for better prices under a charge that they were 
combinations in restraint of trade. Some of the big interests 
have termed this class legislation, but they overlook the fact 
that it is just and proper for men to combine to receive a fair 
return for the products of their own toil and industry, and that 
it is necessary when every other business is organized that 
agriculture should be given the fullest opportunity to protect 
itself. The results obtained through cooperative marketing 
associations and farm-bureau federations operating through 
warehouse system, either State or Federal, will depend upon 
the completeness and cohesiveness of the organization, good 
business judgment, and effective management. Agriculture is 
a business, and it does not help the farmer any to tell him 
that he is the backbone of the country and its mainstay in time 
of peace or war if he simply accepts those compliments and 
fails to act to protect himself. IL know of no greater service 
that the business men and bankers of the South could render 
than to join with the farm-bureau federations and the various 
cooperative marketing associations and assist them with busi 
ness advice and local capital when needed. 

I have no sympathy with the doctrine that there should be a 
line of demarcation between agriculture and other business. 
that there should be a distinction as to community interests 
between the towns and cities and the rural sections and the 
agricultural districts. Congress ought to spend more time ad- 
vising the farmers how to cooperate with each other as weil 
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as with the business men and bankers than in picturing their 
isolated, unfortunate condition, and leading them to believe 


that the business community is out of touch and out of sympa- 

1! ith the furmer and his problems. On the other hand, the 

various business interests, banks, and industrial enterprises 

owe it to themselves to get outside their own circle and into 

touch with and behind every movement to develop agriculture. 
DIVERSIFICATION 

In discussing farming as a business, diversification comes in 


for primary consideration. 
in the South and in my own section of Louisiana. 


The cotton-boll weevil has produced a condition in which 


cotten preduction is too expensive to justify continued cultiva- 
tion of large areas as heretofore done. For instance, last year 
the South planted 38,000,000 acres to cotton and produced only 
about 10,000,000 bales. This is a losing proposition. AS a 
matter of practical business, the South must reach the point 
where it can produce annually about 12,000,000 bales of cotton 


on ©) per cent 
to other crops, 


I feel that this is particularly true | 


of this acreage and then plant surplus acreage 


| 


We should not be misled by the propagands that the world 
res ifteen to eighteen million bales of southern cotton yearly, 
and that if eoenditions in Kurope were normal we could sell | 
that amount at the present price. Even if the world needs that 
larve a production of cotton, the fact remains that it is not 
able to pay for it. and that the economic conditions of Europe 
are so disorganized that practical and experienced business 
men everywhere see po prospect of normal conditions there 


within the next 20 years. 
i take some little personal pride in the work of boll-weevil 
control, since it has heen accepted by the Lepartment of Agri- 


culture that the methods worked out at the Delta Laboratory, 
et Tallulah, La., in the fifth congressional district, are the 
most effective known. We have been able to increase the 
itions for that work at each succeeding session of 

and we look forward to the time when there will 
be an ample supply of calcium arsenate at prices much lower 
than at the present time. Cheaper fertilizer, cheaper and 
more effective methods of boll-weevil control, and intensive cul- 
tivation of a smahler acreage must be the slegan of the cotton 
farmer. In addition to this, crop diversiiication diminishes the 
necessity for outside purchases by supplyi 


yet 
appre wi 


Conpress, 


z home needs from | 


the farm, with some surplus to sell, and therefore is a neces- | 


sary part of farming operations a enterprise. 
Congress can and will assist in providing a cheaper and more 
abundant supply of fertilizer and in working out even better 
methods of boll-weevil control, but the system of cultivation 


as business 


| properly so. 


a navigable stream is in every sense more than a local mat- 
ter, and the expense of bridge construction in these cases can 
not be borne by the loeal community. Hence, regardless of 
the amount necessary for that purpose, the Federal Government 
and each State should make provision for and construct such 
bridges as rapidly as the highways are completed. 

We have established, or aided in the establishment of, three 
systems of transportation—the railroads, waterways, and 
public highways. ‘The successful operation of each is a neces- 
sary part of the whole and should in every instance be co- 
ordinated for the benefit of the public. Our public-road sys- 
tem can not be termed successful upon the ground that it is 
a public convenienee. It must be so constructed and operated 
as to make returns to the public on the basis of investment 
by reducing transportation costs. Taxes are not justified for 
the purpose of luxury and entertainment, but should always 
be considered as an investment by the public, and a properly 
coordinated road system wiil meet this requirement, while a 
halfway completed system, with unreasonable overhead charges 
for its operation and maintenance, will finally bankrupt the 
taxpayer and fail of every legitimate purpose. Our public- 
road program as presently outlined and undertaken would not 
have begun without the assistance of the Federal Government 
and can not be completed without continued assistance on a 
more umple basis, 

FLOOD CONTROL 

I am deeply gratified to bavye been of constructive and ef- 
fective service to the people of my State and congressional 
district in securing legislation to pretect that great section, 
as well as other portions of the Mississippi Valley, against de- 
structive floods. Through the assistance of the leaders in the 
House of Representatives I was placed upon the Committee on 
Flood Control when it was first created, and have devoted my 
time, energy, and what ability I possess continually to that 
work, both while Congress was in or out of session. 

With the creation of this committee we separated flood- 
control work from river and harbor legislation, and very 
The controlling of the floods of the Mississippi 
River and the protection of that great valley is the Nation's 
most needed and most important internal improvement. The 
results obtained in the way of legislation have more than justi- 
fied the course taken by Congress. President Coolidge has just 
signed the first appropriation authorizing $10,000,000 for the 


|} coming fiseal year—the greatest amount ever set aside 
in one yeur in the history of the Government for that 
work. The bill under whieh this appropriation was made 


| authorizes a like appropriation annually for five more years. 


and diversification is Something that must appeal to the busi- | F . é : 
| save this appropriation, but we have the satisfaction of know- 


ness sense of the farmer and be established by his own initia- 
tive and worked out in his own good judgment. 
PUBLIK ROADS 

Congress has adopted the policy of giving Federal aid in 
the of public highways and appropriating 
$75,000,000 annually, which is apportioned among the various 
Stutes and allotted to the various localities to be joined with 
the money of the States and the local taxpayers in the building 
of a system of publie highways through every community in 
the United States. This is legislation of special interest to the 
rural districts. It is possible to do this under the provision 
of the Constitution authorizing the Government to maintain 
rural post reads and to establish an effective rural mail serv- 
ice. We all appreciate the benefits brought to the home of 
every citizen by the rural mail service, which is gradually 
being improved from year to year. Through a system of com- 
pleted public highways there will no longer be isolated com- 
munities. When the interstate roads are completed connect- 
ing the principal cities and State capitals. and the intercounty 
rouds are tinished connecting the various county seats, there 
will still remain to be worked out the most important part 
of the system in so far as the farmer is concerned—the lateral 
connecting links to the main lines, sometimes referred to as 
the “farm to market” reads. Federal and State assistance 
with these roads which open up the way for rural communi- 
ties is, in my judgment, the most important of all. People 
everywhere contribute in taxes to the establishment of these 
systems, and it would be unfair and indefensible to fail to 
provide adequately for that portion of the citizenship who are 
not fortunate enough to be situated on the main lines. 

Another important feature has developed which I believe 
ealls for an enlargement of the Federal program: The local 
communities have previded the major portion of the funds 
for the actual road construction and must maintain them when 
completed. In all the States, and particularly im Louisiana, in 
order to make the highway system effective many bridges must 
be constructed across navigable streams. Transportation across 


construction is 


It has taken constant work and unremitting watchfulness to 
ing that the precedent is now established and the prospects are 
for an easier pathway in the future. 

The President has also recently signed a flood-control measure 
providing for a survey of 20 rivers in 10 States. This means an 
enlarged program that will bring sympathy and assistance to 
the central work on the Mississippi. These surveys will take 
into consideration the question of water storage and reservoir 
construction and every other method of dealing with stream 
flow. In connection with this and every survey for navigation 
we have legislation now pending to authorize surveys and esti- 
mates of water-power possibilities. Hydroelectric development 
seems to be the coming program for the country as a whole, 
and we should make use now of the Corps of Engineers of the 
Army, not only to determine questions of navigation and fleod 
control but to point out definitely every source of water power 
and hydroelectric development and utilization. The country 
is just waking up to the value of the utilization of hydro- 
electric power. Reputable engineers estimate that when a 
complete system is thoroughly developed it will be possible 
for practically every person in the United States to light and 
heat his home with electricity for less cost than at the present 
time, and that the cheaper power made available will reduce 
the cost of all manufactures from 5 to 10 per cent. 

IM MIGRATION 

Above and beyond material considerations and legislation 
relative to public comvenience, business, and taxes is the neces- 
sity of preserving for future generations in this country the 
American system of government and American institutions as 
worked out and established by the fathers of this Republic. 
I desire to congratulate the President upon ceming to the final 
conclusion that he should stand with the Committee on Immi- 
gration and the Congress and appreve the most effective and 
restrictive immigration law ever placed upon the statute books, 
and yet one which is as fair and humane as it is possible to 
construct from the American standpeint. Lt is difficult to 
understand why the press and many officials of this country 





eore: rr SY ** 


< 


1924 


complain because of the exclusion of Japanese and other na 
tionals ineligible for American citizenship. Practically every 
State in the Union has joined Louisiana in placing a provision 


either in the constitution of the State or in its statutes pro- | 
hibiting those ineligible for citizenship from acquiring, owning, | 


or controlling property. Then why should we pollute the 


stream of American life by having elastic provisions for the | 


admission of such nationals remain longer in our law? I have 
been on the Committee on 
gress and have assisted in framing every act restricting immi- 
gration since passed, und I am glad to say that we now have 
what may be a permanent and effective law, one 
properly administered, will meet the demands of the 
can people 


Ameri- 


TAX BEDUCTION 


rhe country has been flooded with more syndicated propa- 
ganda on the Federal income-tax legislation during the present 
session of Congress thun was ever known before in 
tion to any legislative proposition 
inaccurate and unreliable is much of the propaganda sent out 


to the American people on matters in which they are vitally | 


interested and which affect 
perity of the country, 

The program for tax reduction outlined by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, known as the Mellon plan, was given a line of 
publicity that established around it a halo of perfection. Let- 
ters, telegrams, and resolutions flooded the office of every Mem- 
ber of Congress, appealing for the passage of the Mellon plan 
without any investigation, study, or the exercise of individual 
judgment; even whether understood in its details or not, the 
appeal was to adopt it without modification. Dire calamity 
was predicted in the event of failure to line up with Mr. Mellon 
and his program. and even the President of the United States 


the business program and _ pros- 


It is true that the Mellon pian did provide for tax reduction, 
but the major portion of that reduction was for the benefit of a 
small number of taxpayers, the exceedingly rich, with incomes 
of from $100,000 to more than $5,000,000 per year. The Con- 
gress, in spite of all this propaganda and outside pressure, 
worked out a tax-reduction program, which was signed by the 
President and acquiesced in by Mr. Mellon, giving more relief 
to the smaller taxpayers There are more than 6,500,000 
income-tax payers in the United States. Under the bill passed 


by Congress more than 6,000,000 of these will receive greater | 


tax reduction than they would have received under the much- 
advertised Mellon plan. And it develops that the plan finally 
adopted by Congress, known as the Democratic plan, will pro- 


duce $22,000,000 more revenue per annum than the Mellon plan. | 


So we do have tax reduction without the Mellon plan and with 
relief to a greater number of people. 

We were also told by the same propagandists—by Secretary 
Mellon and the Wall Street Journal—that we could 


this soldiers’ relief measure was passed there would be a 
great demoralization of business, and that Liberty bonds would 
go down and Treasury certificates would have to be issued at 
a much higher rate of interest before the Government could 
borrow money from the public. 

Now, what has happened? Congress passed 
compensation act. It was vetoed by the President, but was 
passed over his veto. We have the soldiers’ adjusted compen- 
sation act and we have tax reduction, including 25 per cent on 
last year’s taxes, and still have a surplus in the Treasury. 
Liberty bonds are higher than they have ever been, and the 


Treasury is borrowing all the money it wants at 2} per cent, | 


the lowest rate since the war. It appears to be important to 
Say that public officials and propagandists ought to state the 
facts. I feel it my duty to say that I have been worried with 
very little of this propaganda from my own congressional dis- 
trict and appreciate more than I can express messages coming 
to me saying, “ You are our Representative, and we trust you 
to take care of our interests.” 

The results just referred to in relation to tax reduction and 
Government finances establish the fact that the country is on 
a sound financial basis, that the volume of currency in circula- 
tion is ample for all purposes, and that credit is easy and boun- 
tiful for all legitimate enterprises. Future progress will depend 
upon the manner in which we utilize our opportunities by 
cooperation and constructive effort. 

Mr, LEA of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 


sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the commerce bill, 

which failed yesterday. : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

pause. | 


Is there objection? [After a 


The Chair hears none 
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rela- | 
The final result shows how | 


not pass | 
an adjusted compensation act for the veterans of the World | 
War and have any tax reduction at all; and, further, that if | 


the adjusted | 
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Mr. LEA of California. Mr. Speaker, much of the eriticism 
of the pending bill is on account of of its original 
text. which Congress is now net requested to approve, and in 
lieu of which amendments largely satisfactory to both the De- 
partments of Agriculture and Commerce are substituted. The 
reasons for the principal criticisms heretofore directed against 
this bill have been eliminated. 

The importance of maintaining and expanding foreign markets 
for the disposal of our surplus products Is so great that it is 
unfortunate that any committee or departmental controversies 
should be injected into the consideration of the question by 
Congress, 

Before the World War international trade between the na- 
tions of the earth had reached a grand total of over forty bil- 
lions of dollars. The economic depression through which agri- 
culture has been passing in this country has been primarily due 
to the lack of a market for its products. For many years to 
come, if agriculture is to be prosperous, we must be able to 
dispose of large amounts of farm products in foreign markets. 
In 1923, 47 per cent of the exports and 61 per cent of the im- 
ports of our country were products of agriculture. 

Every commercial nation in the world has an organization to 


pro isions 


| promote foreign trade and perform a function similar to that of 


the foreign service division of the Department of Commerce in 
this country, No intelligent man can question the necessity or 
desirability of maintaining and promoting our foreign markets 
and exchanging our products with other nations. From the 
beginning of civilization until this hour the progressive, en- 
lightened, and richest nations of the world have 
engaged in commerce and manufacture. 

Through the Department of Commerce the United States has 
established several hundred commercial reporting agencies in 


been those 


| foreign countries, cooperating under the Department of State, 


' | te ote foreign trade. 
indicated that no other tax plan would be acceptable to him. | to promote foreign trad 


These agencies report upon present 
and prospective marketing conditions. They give information 
concerning competitive conditions. They find and report mar- 
kets for the surplus products of the factories and farms of 
America. They furnish information concerning products needed 
in America. The reports coming in from all over the world are 
summarized and given to the industries of America. In thou- 
sands of cases during any single year the Department of Com- 
merce helps to bring the American preducer in contact with 
the foreign purchaser. 

A question as to the relative position of the Department of 
Commerce and the Department of Agriculture in the promotion 
| of our foreign trade with reference to agricultural products 
has been discussed here with a rancor that has tended to over- 
shadow the important questions inyolved, 
| It has been contended that the Department of Agriculture 
should have charge of the disposal of our agricultural products 
| in foreign markets, to the exclusion of the Department of Com- 
| merce, and that it is so provided by the basie laws creating 
these departments. 
| <A reading of these basic laws leaves no room for such con 
| tention. 
| Under the act of May 15, 1862, creating the Department of 
Agriculture, its duties and functions are defined as follows: 


There shall be at the seat of government a Department of Agricul 
ture, the general design and duties of which shall be to acquire and 
to diffuse among the people of the United States useful information on 
subjects connected with agriculture in the most general and compre- 
hensive sense of that word, and to procure, propagate, and distribute 
among the people new and valuable seeds and plants. 


Under the act of February 14, 1903, creating the Depart- 
|} ment of Commerce, it is provided: 


That it shall be the province and duty of said department to foster, 
promote, and develop the foreign and domestic commerce, the mining, 
manufacturing, shipping, and fishery industries, the interests, 
and the transportation facilities of the United States. 


labor 


Manifestly the primary purpose in creating the Department 
of Agriculture, as manifested by the law and 50 years of prac- 
tice following the creation of that department, was to promote 
better agriculture production. The idea of making the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture an organization for trade promotion activ- 
ities in foreign Jands was never in the minds of the authors of 
the act creating the department. 

It is through the diplomatic agencies of the State Department 
that the commercial reporting agencies of the United States in 
| foreign countries secure a status in such countries that makes 

their work useful. For business reasons, the Nation demands 
the coordination of agencies engaged in a common purpose at 
home. Business and diplomatic reasons as well combine to 
umong our 


| 
| make it doubly important to have coordination 
foreign reporting commercial agencies. 
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The aet of 1908 made the Department of Commerce the 
agency “to foster, promote, and develop the foreign * * & 
commerce” of the United States. To contend that under the 
law the Department of Commerce should abrogate its functions 


in prométing the sale of agricultural products in 
Jepartment of Agriculture is tantamount 
Carey of is _ - 


not commerce 
not 


not 


favor of the 
to claiming that a 
: that a cargo of wheat is 
or that a cargo of any other farm product is 
Such a contention is manifestly without merit. 
Such a contention, if put In operation, would deprive the Amer- 
jean farmer of the benefit of several hundred agencies report- 
ing through the Department of Comm«e who also report for 

lines of commerce To duplicate these agencies by the 
Department of Agriculture would be as indefensible as it would 


cotton 
commerce 5 


commerce, 


ree 


other 


be absurd 





If there any man who should be for the coordinatton of 
our foreign marketing effort and for strengthening and promot- 
Ing such purpose, it is the farmer, who most of all our pro- 
ducers needs these foreign markets. The farmers in my State 
have been greatly aided by the efforts of the Foreign Commerce 
Department. The strongest farmers’ organizations we have are 
earnestly and heartily In favor of this measure. In fact, the 
farmers are the most earnest friends of this measure in Cali- 
fornia 

I recognize there are many instances in which trained rep- 
resent es of the Agricniture Department should go to 
foreign countries in search of information advantageous to 
agriculture, They should go in harmony with and in coopera- 
tion with the Department of Commerce, whose particular 
function is to gather foreign information. The trained repre- 
sentative of the Commerce Department abroad, with his ac- 
quaintance and experience that only permanent reporting 
ngenecies can have, should be consulted. Such work is semi- 
diplomatic. The ethies of the situation and the prestige of 
our country should not be jeopardized by uncoordinated ef- 
1orts | 

The status of an American investigator In a foreign country 
secking information to promote our trade, not infrequently 
seekir that information of concerns and from governments 
with whose industries we are in competition, is a mission re- 
quiring tact, experience, and knowledge of the particular 
country in which the information is sought. <A duplication 
of our efforts by different agencies in foreign countries, as 
well as lack of tact and coordination of such efforts, has led 


to humiliating and unfortunate experiences. A representative 
of a foreign concern that three times in suecession acceded to 
requests for information by separate reporting agencies of 
the United St each acting without knowledge of the 
others, finally threw up his hands and in exasperation said, 
“How m have you in America, anyway?” 
This bill establish a coordination of effert that will 
climinate such situations in the future. 

this bill does not give the Department of Commerce domi- 


ites, 


inv governments 


seeks to 


nation over the Department of Agriculture. Such a result is 
neither necessary nor desirable. ‘This bill does not seek to 
hamper or handicap the Agriculture Department in securing 


all information it deems necessary. The bill is framed in 
the hope and belief that the foreign commerce department 
will promote unity, economy, harmony, and efliciency in our 


commercial reporting agencies abroad and more respect from 
foreign nations with whom we deal. 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Rscorp on the subject of good and 
bad in Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pause,] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, recently the Literary Digest 
carried several statements of prominent people as well as of 
some notorious people giving their ideas concerning Congress. 
This publication through the mail has asked Members of Con- 
zress to comment on what has been said about Congress, so I 
have decided to make some observations about the matter here 
on the floor of Congress. Elbert H. Gary, chairman of the 
United States Steel Corporation, says, “ The worst thing we 
have is our American Congress.” He has the same idea about 
Congress that a murderer has of a rope. He.thinks it is a 
bad institution. Gary is head of the big steef industry. So 
far as 1 know most men engaged in the steel business don’t 
like law-making bodies, neither do they like laws unless they 
are laws permitting them to steal without let or hindrance. 
In the past Gary and men of his stripe have by law been 
helped to steal millions from the poor, and now that there are 
those in Congress who protest against such thievery he and 
his cohorts howl like ravening wolves. The fact Gary does not 
like Congress makes me have more faith in Congress. If like 


[After a 


Is there objection? 
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“dumb driven cattle” we were carrying ourselves and our 
friends to the slaughter for those in the “steal” business 
Gary would like us. Yes, he would like us like the butcher 
likes the dumb animal ready for the slaughter. We thank 
thee, chief of stealers, for not liking us. Thy hatred is a 
sweet morsel under our tongue, for while we chew thy ill will 
we get the sweet and glorious satisfaction which comes from 
the consciousness of striving to serve millions of the common 
people of our Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my prayer that while I am permitted to 
serve here I may by my every word and act help to prevent the 
strong from overreaching the weak, the rich from robbing the 
poor, and the corporate interests from crushing the life out of 
the common people. This I have tried to do, as God gives me 
the power to see the right, and I get some satisfaction when 
men like Gary, of the Steel Corporation, howl. “It is the hit 
dog that barks.” The great line-up is not between Democrats 
and Republicans but is between the millions of masses as 
against the millions of classes. It is a contest between labor 
and capital—between money and folks. May we legislate for 
those who toil instead of for those who spoil. 

I would rather hear “ well done” from one sturdy son of toil 
than have the plaudits of all the modern crooks of oil. Another 
individual who takes up part of his time criticizing Congress 
and the laws of the Nation is Nicholas Murray Butler, presi- 
dent of Columbia University. If he had his way many of our 
best laws would be broken at will by the lawless, and no one 
would be punished. The trouble with Butler is he has more 
book learning than he has either morals, common sense, or 
If the boys who murdered the Franks boy in 
Chicago are insane, then Butler is insane, If they are edu- 
cated and represent our highest standard of citizenship, then 
Butler does the same. The Chicago boys killed for excitement 
and money. Butler wants laws which kill or permit the 
slaughter not only of one innocent child but of millions for the 
reasons, If such alleged educators and their students 
who believe as they do were hanged or deported at once, the 
country would be much safer. 

One of our Nation’s greatest dangers is men like Butler, 
whose teachings produce boys like Leopold and Loeb, without 
any moral stamina and with every one of their baser impulses 
cultivated to the limit—with no respect for law and order and 
with their minds filled with hell’s vilest motives. If such are 
educated, then Butler is an educator. Butler considers himself 
to be a liberal. Yes; he and his kind are very liberal in their 
views of crooks, profiteers, murderers, anarchists, and traitors. 
They believe it is time for their crowd to stand together. But- 
ler is very liberal in his views when it comes to dealing with 
the crooks in big business and with the profiteers of the Nation. 

Rottenness in official life is condoned gladly by Butler pro- 
vided the rottenness is practiced by his crowd. Yes, Butler is 
liberal. He is willing that thousands of men, women, and 
children be crowded into premature graves by crooked prof- 
iteers and gamblers of finance in order that the big rich of this 
Nation may become more powerful. In fact, Butler is so liberal 
in connection with other people’s rights and properties until 
he wants laws allowing the rich to plunder the poor and would 
welcome government by a select committee designated by the 
money interests of the Nation. 

Oh, yes; he is so liberal until he has no respect for such 
things as laws and constitutions. His liberality would approve 
the sale of all the rights of our people and the lifeblood of our 
Nation for a mess of pottage for the greedy fingers of the big 
rich. He puts the jingle of a few pieces of silver ahead of the 
safety and welfare of our Nation. In olden times men with less 
traitorous designs were shot or burned at the stake. There is 
much more danger of our Nation collapsing from rottenness 
from the inside than there is danger from all the combined 
armies and navies of the world from the outside. If our Na- 
tion is to long endure we must preserve our great institutions, 
our great principles, and our great men. The children of to-day 
are the men and women of to-morrow. Those that are now 
living in a few years will deliver our Government and every 
activity of our country to those who are now babies, If we 
lose our children we lose all. God pity us all if such ideas as 
Butler and his gang are to dominate the womanhood and mapn- 
hood of the future. Fortunately the Nation in the future, as 
it has been in the past, will be saved by men and women with 
lofty, patriotic motives, from the common walks of life, even if 
they do not have so much so-called education. The truly great 
peril of our Nation and of our civilization is lack of moral 
stamina in many of the so-called institutions of higher educa- 
tion. They educate too much along the wrong line. There is 
too much height and too little foundation. Oh, for more of 


the old-fashioned, common-sense schools of the days of our 
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fathers. I belleve in giving our ! 
advantages. I do not believe in book learning being taught, 
though, while every moral, patriotic, and spiritual virtue is 
being strangled unto death. 

We need’ more and yet more of the good old schools which 
always meant so much and did so much for every move for 
rood citizenship and a better country and Nation. We need 
more of the fathers and mothers who made such schools pos- 
sible. We need more of the influences of the teachers, patrons, 
and pupils of such schools. I thank God we still have hundreds 
of such schools to-day, and while they exist the spark of life 
in our Nation will never become extinct. It is with pardonable 
pride that I point to the school which I attended as a boy 
as one of the schools of our country typifying such a noble 
tandard of citizenship. Only last week the Clinch County 
News, of Homerville, Ga., carried a most excellent historical 
sketch of this good old school at Camp Creek, written by Hon. 
J. O. Rodgers, the excellent county school superintendent of 
Clinch County, Ga., and I think it well to incorporate here the 
full article, which is as follows: 

I roRY OF CAMP CREEK SCHOOT,, CLINCH COUNTY, 1886 TO 1900 Ry 
SUPT. J. O;. RODGERS 
Camp Creek Sehool is located on a lot of land, No. 390, in the 


seventh land district of Clinch County, Ga., 13 miles west of Homer- 
ville, on the Homerville-Milltown public read. This seheol began its 
existence in the year of 1886 upon the same spot where the school- 
house now stands The schoolhouse in that day was a small log 
hut with stick-and-clay chimney almost all the way across one end 
of the house. Lt had one door and two or three windows, wooden 
shutters, and the cracks between the pine logs were unsealed. The 
desks for the scholars’ use were slabs or very rough planks with 
straight backboards, constructed in such way that one hour of dili- 
gent search for knowledge would make the best of students wish to 
practice physical-culture drills in the good old-fashioned way. 

After two or three terms had been taught in the little log house 
and the community had outgrown its capacity the good men of that 
day came together and decided to build a more commodious house, 
as there were then about 75 pupils seeking admittance. ‘The children 
walked 4 and 5 miles and some rode horses from a distance of 6 
and 8 miles to reach this famous rural school. The word “ famous” 
correctly describes it, as it was really the best country schoocol in 
south Georgia at that time. The third house now stands on the 
spot, as the second building erected there, after being used for 
about 20 years, was destroyed by fire. The same pine trees on the 
campus and the same old well next to the creek may be seen there 
that our fathers and some of our most substantial citizens saw 40 
years ago. 

This is the sehool at which the writer learned his A B C’s. This 
is the schoel where our present judge of the Alapaha judicial circuit, 
Hon, R. G. Dickerson, taught bis first term of school when quite a 
young man. It was at this school that Congressman W. C. LANKFORD 
learned to read and write, and State School Supervisor I. S. Smith 
received his. early education. Scores of other professional and busi- 
ness men, mentioned Iater in this article, first attended school at Camp 
Creek, when Rebinson's Arithmetic, Harvey’s Grammar, and the 
Bime Back Speller reigned supreme. Webster’s Dictionary and the 
penmanship period played an important part on the daily schedule. 
The grammar grades consisted. of two parts, the primer folks and the 
advanced classes, It was the pride of all boys and girls to live to 
that day when they could be put into the big geography. Head- 
marks was ene incentive to good study and the hickory stick was 
the other. 

At the time this school was organized the State paid but very 
little into the treasury for its public schools. There were no school 
districts, no trustees, nor Ro special tax set aside for the operation 
of the publie schools of the county. When a schoolbouse was built, 
it had te he done by private subscription and by the labor of the 
patrens in the community. Nevertheless, there happened to be some 
real men in that community—a part of whem are still here—who 
were interested in the education of their beys and girls. These men 
came together and agreed to let the majority rule in every case, 
henee, they set out to secure the best teachers Georgia, Plorida, Vir- 
ginia, and the Carolinas could furnish, paying the extra amount neces- 
sary for the teacher's salary in tuition on the per capita basis. This 
plan worked admirably and the best teachers the country could afford 
at that time were brought to Camp Creek. 4 

We attribute largely te the success of the young people who attended 
this old school the fact that the patrons would have none other than 
the best tenehers for their boys and girls. The teaehers so trained the 
students that they were encouraged to greater efforts to win. They 
were so admonished to prepare for a greater life of usefulness that the 
young people went out from the sehool and compieted their education 
im the best business scheols, colleges, and universities in the Seuth. 
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School now to the men and women who ve ve them and have 
become a part of the best citizenship of the ¢ est that they, 
1 do likewise 
Felow is given a list f some of the 4 . nded « hool at 
Camp Creek 25 or 30 years ago, their trades and 
professions, and the number who are now @ reed | : 4 
| M. F. Lee, Pensacola, Pla.; W. B. Lankford, Witlace Ga Moses 
l’afford, Waycross, Ga Merchar a I , §& Ga. 3 
| C. M. Lankford, Tampa, Mla.; J. A. Sh Argyle, Ga.; J 
mans, Milltown, Ga. Farmers: J. A. § h, unty 5 
Lanier County, Milltown, Ga.; All Mathis, Na wil ] , 
Douglas; Lucius Lee, Stockton; H. F. Rodgers, Lake Park; John Colly, 
Waycross; James Contne, Stockton; Frank Dickerson, Adel; J h 
Smith, Homerville;: J. 8. Dt rson, Wray Warren Cour Nas} le ; 
Perry Courson, Stockton; Walter G ss, Stockton ; Ezekfel Guess, P 
son; J. R. Sirmans, Stockton; Isaac Fender, Nashville; Winn J 7 
Valdosta; Ben Sirmans, Stockton; J. H. P. Johnson, Ray City a 
J. Levi ford, e ‘ er | l of ed ‘ ( 
ton Ado s Rk rddre 1 la i f vi 
of ¢ » CT J Sr h, Jesse I ] y , 
W. J. T linson, I I I »d \ » J I 
‘ kt co, a ¢ I Lee. 
Miscellaneous: Ocie } mech , Way re nt Sir L 
I 1 stores operat I la; William Smith, auto « I n; 
\ Tow n, I ctor, Fl la \. A. Brack, traveling 8 
man, Savanvah Harris Powell \ isman, I ida; E. L. Gri is, 
retort business, Vinegar Bend, La.; I om Grooms, president tric 
company, Key West, Vla.; W. R. Dickerson, naval stores operator and 
ex-representative, Clinch County, Homerville; Willle Anderson (insu: 
ance), Birmingham, Ala.; Billie Roberts, World War veteran, Atlanta; 
Willie Fiveash, barber, Waycross; June Sirmans, address unknown: 
J 8S Sirmans, t cher, Mayda Lioke Guess, employee Seaboard Air 
Line Railway Co., Savannah; Billie Jobnson, rural carrier, Daisy, Ga.; 
rimothy Bennett, machinist, Rocky Mountain, N. ¢ 
Pri si il and nty and tate off \ ie Bennett, Ff. D 
Nashville; Wyley Bennett, F. D., Nashvil Hiamp Joyce, minister of 
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the gospel, Ogden, Utah; Lewis 


Tomlinson, teacher, Douglas; C. O. Smith, ordinary, Cook County, 


Tomlinson, teacher, Waycross; D. O. 


’ 


Adel; Dr. H. P. Smith, Pearson; Dr. Louis Smith, Milltown; I. 8. 
Smith, State school supervisor, Reidsville, Ga.; P. R. Lee, sheriff, 
Clinch County, Homerville; T. C. Conine, surveyor, Clinch County, 
Homerville; J. O. Rodgers, superintendent hools, Clinch County, 
Homerville; J. P. Tomlinsen, superintendent schools, Wheeler County, 
Alamo, Ga.; Hon. Joe Powell, county official, Lanier County, Milltown, 
Ga : Col. J. T. Powell, Brunswick: Col. George W Lankford, State 


senator, Lyons, Ga.; Congressman W. C, Lankford, Douglas; Col. M. D 
Diekerson, ex-solicitor, Waycross judicial circuit, Douglas: Col. J. € 
Smith, Homerville; Judge W. R. Smith, Nashville; Judge R. G. 
Dickerson, Alapaha judicial circuit, Homerville. 

Deceased : Chandler Sirmans, son of the late F. B. Sirmans; Dr. Joe 
Howell, George Joyce, Bennie Tomlinson, Leon Pafford, J. P. Smith, 
jr., Ryley Fender, Tuck Sirmans, Tallie Sirmans, Bert Johnson, James 
Jobnson, Johnny Fiveash, Eddie Fiveash, Col. W. T. Dickerson, ex-State 
senator. 

Following the boys is a list of some of the girls who attended 
school at Camp Creek in the long ago, and whom they married. This 
has reference to the early period of the school and is only given from 
memory. The writer perhaps may not recall all of whom mention 
should be made, and is now making apology if any should be left off. 
Some of these girls taught school and all of them have acquitted them- 
selves just as creditably as the boys. 

Emma Smith married J. T. Dame, Lizzie Smith married Marcus 
Tomlinson, Mary Smith to Rebert Jacksen, Cassia Smith to Canton 
Sirmans, Belle Smith to Pascal Sirmans, Mary Smith te Joe Wor- 
ley, Fannie Smith to E. J. Stalvey, Sula Dickerson to Jesse Pauik, 
Rebecca Joyce to Robert Cornelius, Minnie Joyce to James Conine, 
Lena Rodgers to B. H. Joyce, Lela Rodgers to Bud Corbett, Elizabeth 
Lankford to Billie Hughes, Lucinda Lankford to Billie Rodgers, Sena 
Lankford to George Teston, Jemina Lankford to Logan Curry, Daisy 
Grooms to James R. Sirmans, Flora Grooms to Lewis Tomlinson, Ruby 
Pafford to Carlle Tomlinson, Tobitha Fiveash to Richard Register, 
Fannie Roberts to W. L. Lankford, Edna Sirmans to A. K. Sessoms, 
Nora Fiveash to John Shaw, Kate Joyce to Isaac Flutto, Martha Brown 
ing to Martin Browning, Matilda Browning to George Browning, Marian 
Browning to Humphreys Fender, Elma Roberts to Will Lee, Lucretia 
Johnson to Jasper Tomlinson, Frankie Johnson to William Brown, 
Bettie Johnson to J. R. Rowan, Nancy Jobnson to John Connell, Kate 
Johnson to Ivey Harris, Mollie Johnson to J. D. Green, Viney Smith 
to Walter Guess, Maggie Fiveash to Ed. Corbett, Agnes Joyce to Nenry 
Purvis, Abbie Joyce to Mr. Purvis, Mary Fender to L. C. Griffis, Rosa 
Fender to C. W. Pittman. 

Some of the men who made it possible to have a good school at 


f 


They attended school at the Georgia Normal College and Business Insti- | Camp Creek during the last 14 co of the nineteenth century’ are 
tute, Mercer, Emory, the University of Georgia, and the University of | éiven below. One could not do justice in mentioning the old days at 
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them and keep them in repair, to the men who made the track, 
to the men who operate the trains, to the men who mined the 
coal, and the men who made the freight hauled along those 
highways of steel for the good of humanity. There would be a 
statue in every shop, in every store, in every office, and wherever 
men labor for wife and children and loved ones. Monuments 
would beautify every home, every farm, every school yard, and 
every churehyard. 

If we would honor the truly great, we should honor the 
fathers and mothers of our land who build our homes, preserve 
our Nation, and save our civilization. 

The greatest women of all times and of every country are our 
mothers, who are willing at all times to make any sacrifice for 
their children and their homes. They and theirs have brought 
about every great reform, have filled every position of trust 
since the beginning of time, have gained every battle ever won 
for the right, have caused every joy that humanity has ever 
felt, have sweetened every smile that ever brightened human 
countenance, and have made of this earth a heaven. No wonder 
God built for them and theirs a home— 


A house not made with hands, eternal and in the heavens. 


So long as we have a citizenship a substantial majority of 
which is such people as made up Camp Creek community and 
as still makes up our country sections, this Nation is safe. 
These good fathers and mothers who earn an honest living and 
educate their boys and girls are the hope of our Nation. Such 
as they made our Nation great. They won our liberty and will 
for all time. They are the salt of the 
great men and women of our Nation are 


The future 


| now out in the country on the farms earning an honest living. 


| They 


the school without giving the names of those who were the patrons 
and those who made it possible for the younger set to get out into 
the world and do what Camp Creek's young people have done. The 
patrons whom the writer remembers are as follows 

Deceased: F. B. Sirmans, D. J. Smith, General Smith, Billie Howell, 
Henry Wells, John Browning, Shereod Fender, Jasper Tomlinson, J. J. 
rack, Abner Sirmans, William Joyce, sr., Tom Colly, sr., Mrs. Martha 
Mathis, John Powell, Moses Register, Jesse Lankford, Herschel Smith, 
Benjamin Smith, J. J. Grooms, Francis Rodgers, John Fiveash, Martin 
Fender, Crawford Guess, Tom Conine, sr., Frank Brack, Moses Smith, 
David Johnson, Jack King, P. W. Courson, Isaac Sirmans, John Everitt, 
John VPafford 

The patrons who still survive are: H. L. Lankford, sr., G. Q. Rodgers, 
Alonzo Joyce, sr., Bartow Joyce, J. P. Tomlinson, Elias Roberts, W. J. 
Lee, sr., J. P. Smith, H. H. Guess, D. V. Tomlinson, Billie Fiveash, 
Moses Pafford, Abraham Bennett, John Tomlinson. 

We could not pass from this part of the narrative without referring 
to the wives of the men enumerated above. They were our mothers, 
(0d bless them The majority of these good women now sleep, but we 
could never have come this far had they not toiled and loved us as they 
did The county school commissioner at that time was Hon. C. H. 
Smith, deceased 

Below i list of the teachers who taught at Camp Creek from 1886 
to 1900. There is no early record of the teachers in the superintendent’s 
office, these having been destroyed by fire, and are here reproduced from 
memory. They are given in the order in which they taught, as follows: | 
Marcus Patten, B. B. Chambliss, R. G. Dickerson, W. W. Williams, Pro- 
fessor Clyatt, C. J. Hardee, S. C. Townsend, Prof. Irwin J. S. Ingraham, 
W. C. Lankford, and M. F. Lee 

From 1900 to the present: C. M. Lankford, H. P. Smith, W. B. Lank- 
ford, W. J. Tomlinson, J. P. Tomlinson, M. D. Dickerson (1900), Wil 
liam Smith, James Sirmans, John Powell, J. N. Green, C. M. North, 
Arthur Register ind Martha Cornelius, Mary Dame Alma Dame, 
Blannie Davis, Lewis Tomlinson and Dewey Guess, Mary Sirmans and 
Lillie Lee, Frances Jackson, Mary Ann Cornelius, and Carrie Smith 

It has appeared to the writer that it would be fitting and proper and | 
a great thing to do to erect a monument to education on this site, 
commemorating the lives and efforts of those who so diligently worked 


to establish a school in the early days of Clinch County's 
It would indeed be a labor of love. The 
the help of his constituents, to attempt to erect 
and nll of the boys and girls who attended school 
long 


school activ- 
willing, with 
Any 


ities, writer is 


this monument. 


ago, together with teachers and friends, are invited to communi- 


for the erection 
to be erected in 
reality. 


with the 
of this monument. 
Let 


eate writer relative to beginning a 
It would be the first of its kind 


us get together and make it a 


movement 


this section. 


Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the boys and girls who attended 
Crimp Creek School, as well as in behalf of their parents and 
teachers, I wish to thank Supt. J. O. Rodgers for preparing the 
foregoing most excellent historical sketch. Thanks of all are 
also due Hon. Flem C, Dame, of Homerville, for carrying the 
item in his splendid weekly, the Clinch County News. 

My good friend Hon. Benjamin T. Allen, of the Pearson 
Tribune, who is ever alert to make his paper the very best, also 
intends to carry the Camp Creek School historical sketch in full. 
The thanks of all those interested in Camp Creek School are 
also extended to Judge Allen. 

I quote from his most excellent paper, the Pearson Tribune, 
the following: 


Prof. J. O. Rodgers, of Homerville, resolved himself into a historian 
and has written an interesting story of the Camp Creek School of Clinch 
County. There are so many Atkinson Connty citizens whose “ young 
ideas "' were taught to shoot at Camp Creek and who would be pleased 
to have a copy of the writing for preservation the Tribune has decided 
to reproduce it again next week. 


Mr. Speaker, Superintendent Rodgers is right. It would be 
a splendid thing for a monument to be erected at Camp Creek 
to the fathers and mothers who made that excellent school pos- 
sible, to the boys and girls who struggled so hard there to pre- 
pare themselves for the duties of citizenship, and to the faithful 
teachers who served so well there. Many who contributed so 
much to making that school a success have gone on to their re- 
wurd in the after life. We can not afferd to let them be so soon 
forgotten. They shall not be forgotten. Every word or deed 
worth while of those of us who are living and who were influ- 
enced by those novle people shall be an honor and a living monu- 
ment to them. 

If our Government could only build statues to all the great 
men and women, living and dead, of our Nation—statues to our 
noble, sacrificing fathers and motheis—wouid not this great 
Nation of ours be a fairyland of most excellent monuments? 
There would be a statue for every mile of every line of railroad 
to the men who drive the locomotives, to the men who builded 


at Camp Creek in the | 





'in the common walks of life. 


are attending country schools 
earned by themselves or with funds 
country parents, they will attend some 
lege. 


and later, with money 
furnished by honorable 
good high school or col- 
Many of the poor hoys of the cities will succeed, for 
despite the corrupting influence of city life, they will push 
onward and upward, The boys of wealth with higher educa- 
tion pushed on them, with their moral and spiritual natures 
dwarfed, will, as they are now doing, be the crooks and crimi- 
nals of the Nation. They may make money, but if so it will 
not be earned by honorable methods in many cases but will be 
by profiteering and financial scheming. They may be educated, 
but if so it will be of a kind which destroys the conscience, 
dwarfs and kills the soul. Such an education is worse than 
death. Of course there are exceptions to all rules, and many 
boys and girls will succeed in spite of the damning influence 
of wealth, city life, and the present so-called modern educa- 
tional methods. In the future, as it is now and as it always 
has been, the boys and girls who seemingly had little or no 
chance will make an opportunity and climb to the top and will 
be great men and women in every walk of life and those 
now of great opportunity will forfeit all their splendid chance 
and will be the failures and the burdens to the Nation. I have 
said this much to point out the great danger now existing in 
the wrong kind of education and training and call attention to 
the saving influence still existing among the common people in 
the country school and home. I am not worried much when 
Nicholas Murray Butler criticizes Congress. In fact I would 
be alarmed if he liked the men in Congress who stand for law 
and order and try to legislate for the common folks. 

The great pity is there are not more men in Congress who 
feel that the greatest, most patriotic influence in our Nation is 
They mean all to our Nation; 
and if we legislate wisely, we must legislate for them and their 
children. This country is safe as long as the poor boys and 
girls of the Nation, in spite of adversity, struggle to the top 
and run the affairs of our country. The right kind of education 
elevates and prepares one to live and to die; the wrong kind 
degrades, kills, and destroys, with no preparation for either 
life or death. The school of adversity educates one to hon- 
estly and honorably endure and accomplish. The country, 
school, church, and home life is the saving influence and power 
of our country. The city life, especially of the big rich, is the 
cancerous growth gnawing at the very vitals of our Nation. 
Let us fight and fight hard for the power that will save. Let 
us stand and legislate for the boys and girls of the farm and 
for their fathers and mothers and for all who toil and honor- 
ably earn their bread and meat, for such as these made and 
will for all time save this great country. 

Better have men with no education than men with wrong 
education. It is an awful tragedy which is being enacted in 


many so-called schools of higher learning, where the henchmen 
of Satan, acting as college professors, are dragging down the 
youth of our Nation and striving hard te undermine our 





1924 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Nation itself. So much for these two objects. Now, what 
about Congress? Congress makes bad laws, but it also makes 
good ones. The bad ones make bad men like Gary and 
Butler rejoice. The good ones make them criticize. Bad men 
do not like investigations any more than thieves prefer the 
light and like punishment. Gary and Butler are very much 
against investigation of official crookedness. They have a 
fellow feeling for the crooks. They believe in fleecing the pub- 
lic and believe officers should be allowed the same privilege, 
provided only the public is fleeced and not the profiteers or big 
interests. The investigations conducted by the Senate have 
revealed an amazing labyrinth of official rottenness. There is 
evidently much more. Let it all be uncovered and stopped. 
Every dollar stolen by officials ts paid by the public. The thief 
who is not trusted but who steals is a prince as compared to 
the crook who steals that with which he has been intrusted. 

We must have a cleaner Government, or we will soon have no 
Government and a population of slaves. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress is bad and Congress ts good. It is 
Democratic and Republican. Congress has Members represent- 
ing as best they can the laboring man and the farmer, and it 
has Members intensely loyal to the corporate interests and the 
big rich. Mr. Speaker, I have been in Congress over five years 
and I have spent more of my time fighting bad measures than 
I have helping with good ones. 1 presume this is true because 
the Republicans have been in majority all the while. We 
ought not be forced to take up nearly all our time here mind- 
ing the crooks, profiteers, and big rich off of the common people 
like the good shepherd protecis the sheep from the wolves. 
Instead, figuratively speaking, we ought to be feeding the sheep. 
We ought to be all the while passing good laws when necessary. 
When I first came to Congress a determined effort was being 
made to put a heavy tariff on potash and thus increase very 
much the price of guano, which is so essential to the farmers 
of my section. This move was finally defeated by the friends 
of the farmers here. In all tariff and tax legislation the friends 
of the farmers must ever be present and alert in the fight 
which is always waged by friends of great wealth to increase 
the burdens of the farmers and laboring folks. Sometimes the 
friends of the farmers lose; sometimes we gain. We lost in 
many particulars in the general tariff bill. We won in many 
ways in the recent tax act. A signal victory was won when we 
prevented an increase of tax on cigarettes which would have 
hurt the new tobaceo industry of my section, Repeated efforts 
have been made to destroy, either directly or indirectly, the 
yovernment farm-loan system. We have saved and improved 
the credits of the farmers. The thing we need worst of all is 
a ready market for all farm products. *We have done very lit- 
tle along this line, and I am so much disappointed in this re- 
spect. Most of the victories of the Democrats since I came here 
have been in the repelling of the attacks of those who are 
antagonistic to the farmers and the common folks. We have 
sometimes failed and sometimes we have sueceeded. It is a 
continuous warfare, and it would take volumes to tell the en- 
tire story. I will not attempt to tell it now. I believe that 
the Democrats will win this year, and then I want us to pass 
some worth-while legislation. The Republicans have failed 
and now are going to adjourn for fear some good legislation 
will be forced through in spite of them. The humorist, Will 
Rogers, the other day said that the reason for the two Houses 
of Congress was that if a good law passed one the other would 
see it was good in time to kill it. I sometimes think he is 
about right. 

The truth is the big majority of Members of Congress hon- 
estly represent their people. The trouble is there are not 
enough here representing the common people. Too many repre- 
sent the corporate interests and the big rich. We need more 
laws for homes instead of for drones and more legislation for 
those who toil rather than for those who spoil. We need less 
business In government if business in government is to be cor- 
rupt and we need more government in business if business is 
to be crooked. Business is heartless, conscienceless, and soul- 
less and ought not to be in government, which on the contrary 
should be run by honest men and women with business judg- 
ment. Business is anxious to not only get into government 
but wants to put all others out and then run the old ship for 
the profit of business. Too many in public office believe that 
while in they should make spoils of the whole country and take 
it over for them and their political henchmen. We were prom- 
ised more business in government by one who never dreamed 
his remarks would be construed into an invitation to business 
to get into government and take possession and appropriate 
to the interest of business while in. Business got into govern- 
ment and we have had an era of corruption hitherto unknown. 
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The granting of patronage to pay political indebtedness is 
corrupt and vicious. The making of bad laws to get votes is 
criminal and the act of a traitor. Oh, for some one to clean 
out the rottenness which so serely endangers our country. 
The corruption recently uncovered in official life here, like 
Banquo’s ghost, will not down and should be silenced only by 
a general clean-up. The American people are anxious for a 
general house cleaning in official circles and their wants should 
be gratified. I regret very much Congress is to adjourn with 
no real constructive legislation for the farmers. The protiteer 
should be removed from our marketing system. Farm products 
should be sold direetly from producer to consumer under gov- 
ernmental supervision, certainly until the system is fully estab- 
lished. There should be cheaper freight rates and passenger 
fares. A better rural-credit system should be provided for our 
farmers, and yet they need a market more than they need credit. 
A market for all the farmers can produce will make the 
farmers lenders instead of borrowers of money. ‘There are 
scores of things which have been done in the name of the 
farmers and many more are proposed, and yet the one great 
thing to be accomplished is to by law help the farmers get 
what they really earn instead of it being taken by those who 
do not earn it but who are profiteers. 

To my mind true legislation is legislation for little children 
and for their fathers and mothers. “A little child shall lead 
them.” If we let the children lead us we will not go wrong. 
As Members of Congress our entire service should be conse- 
crated in behalf of the children of the Nation and their fathers 
and mothers, and our every vote and act should be controlled 
and directed by the sincere desire to secure more of the good 
and essential things of life for them and to provide for them 
now and in the future a better chance, so as to raise up the 
best possible manhood and womanhood from the boys and 
girls of our country. If we do this we can not go wrong. 
There is no higher or more sacred duty of man to man enjoined 
by Holy Writ or pledged by oath of office than to visit the 
imprisoned, care for the sick, feed the hungry, clothe the 
naked, and house the homeless, and he who does these things 
either directly or by vote in legislative halls follows the in- 
structions of the greatest of all teachers, serves all humanity, 
helps save a great nation, and truly does the will of the Great 
Father of us all. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. [I understood that yesterday unanimous 
consent was obtained for all Members to extend their own re- 
marks for 10 days. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On any subject whatever? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then these requests are en- 
tirely unnecessary. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker and my col- 
leagues, I presume all who have served in this, the first ses- 
sion of the Sixty-eighth Congress—now soon to adjourn—will 
agree that it has been a hard and strenuous session. Many 
of the problems before us have been hard ones. I[ am sorry 
to have to come from the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, as its chairman, to impose one more hard im- 
migration problem upon you. I come, however, with a proper 
resolution. I have presented a detailed report, and I ask for 
a two-thirds vote for it. It is a proper, just, and humane and 
a resolution with a high Christian purpose. It is worthy of 
the United States Government at a time when we are making 
a most radical change in our immigration policies. 

All Members know that during the three years under which 
we have had a quota restriction act there have been hardships 
to the extreme. The department has struggled along as best 
it could, trying to hold all cases to the exact bounds of the 
quota law. On July 1 there goes into effect the new restrictive 
immigration act, which, in my opinion, is much more restrictive 
than many of us who voted for it realize. It sets a new and 
limited number for immigrants, and it tightens materially the 
basic 1917 immigration act and all other immigration laws. 
It even tightens the Chinese exclusion law—50 per cent, prob- 
ably. Now, I belieyve—— 

Mr. WEFALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I am sorry I can not yield. 
Now, I believe this Congress, having passed this new restrictive 
act by a very large vote, will be willing to grant the compara- 
tively small relief necessary to clear the situation to July 1. 
This situation, my friends, is made largely by these circum- 
stances: 

Sometime ago the Federal courts in New York rendered 
the decision known as the Gottlieb decision Under that 
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decision of court it was held that the wives and children 
of certain admissible classes of immigrants might follow them, 
regardless of the quota. That decision was followed by what 
is known as the Markarian decision, which was to the effect 
that an wien going out on temporary visit might return 
with his wife and children. These courts found the reasons 
for their decisions on the provision of the Burnett Act of 
1917, near the bottom of section 3, which provided for the 
admission of the wives and children of certain immigrants. 
Appeals were taken to the Supreme Court, and only a few 
days ago the Supreme Court held that the exemption of the 
wives and children ran only to those from the barred zone 
in Asia; but between the time of the New York court’s decision 


and between the time of the Supreme Court’s reversal 8,808 
persons were admitted. Now, they were not admitted under 
bond, but they were admitted under regulations of the Depart- 


ment of Labor. 

‘They were admitted under the regulations of the Depart- 
ment of Labor. They are now in the country. It is ques- 
tionable whether they could be deported. Certainly it would 
be a tremendous task to try to pick out 8,800 persons, mostly 


wives and children, from the homes where they are now 
domiciled. In addition to those $8,800 persons, there are about 
500 at Ellis Island who come in good faith under the Fed- 
eral court decisions and there are about 500 on the ships. 


Having gone that far to meet the condition that confronts us, 
we find that there are in the United States about 2,700 per- 
sons largely from what known as White Russia. They 
came in last July and August. They are here, seattered 
everywhere. A large number of them came by the. way of 
Tokyo, and just about the time they got out of that city 
it was destroyed in the greatest earthquake disaster of modern 
times. There was no way by which they could be sent back 
through Tokyo. They are here and they have been here since 


is 


July or August. I doubt if they could be picked up and 
deported—certainly not without great difficulty and great ex- 
pense. 

Now, I have stated the case to you exactly. If you will 
get the report No. 995, on this resolution, you will find 
the facts stated in detail, and also you will find a letter 
from the Assistant Secretary of Labor, explaining the ad- 
ministrative details. You will remember that we are going 
now into new and heavy quota restrictions, with detention 
on the other side. The total number now here to be relieved 


is 183,000, of whom 11,000 are already in the country through 
conditions which could not be controlled. We are not in a 
position to attempt to deport them, and you will find we 
are not asking too great an act of grace. When the United 
States into this new policy of nonasylum, with the 
certainty that these people will not be thrown on our door- 
step, it is necessary to take care of these people, a large 
number of whom are women and children who are here now. 
[| Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BOX. Mr. Speaker, the Members of this House want 
to know the facts before they vote. I am sure they do. 
They can not vote intelligently unless they do. This resolu- 
tion was held back until the rush just before the close of 
the session. Then it was rushed through the committee with 
utterly inadequate investigation and consideration. Now it is 
to be hurried through the House with debate of only 20 
minutes on a side. That is a usual manner of doing evil 
things here and this is an evil thing. 

This is the third time that this House has had presented 


goes 


to it propositions to let in groups of many thousands of 
illegally admitted immigrants under the promise that the 
law will be enforced from now on. Two House bills passed. 


This, if passed will make a third. I wonder if the chair- 
man, who always leads these propositions and is loudest in 
promising, is not embarrassed because of the continual recur- 
rence of such situations, exhibiting the failure of his prophecies 


and promises. Indeed he is creating the situation by such 
action as this. 
It has been said all over the House that this resolution 


applies only to women and children. That statement is not 
true. Read the act; read the resolution, and see if it is. 
It ineludes every class of men who left Europe after May 
24, 1924. 

Mr. VAILE. Oh, no. 

Mr. BOX. May 26, perhaps. 

Mr. VAILE. People who embarked on or before May 26. 

Mr. BOX. Yes; I should have said all of every sex and 


age who embarked before May 26. 1924. If they could get 
on a ship on the other side of the sea by May 26, then 
they are to be admitted now, law or no law. Indeed it may 
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be construed to mean all who started on their journey to the 
United States by land or sea before that date, which would 
include many more thousands. 

Many of those now here were admitted without the semblance 
of an excuse. Some were temporarily admitted under an excuse 
occasioned by illegal rulings of the courts of New York 
and elsewhere. Representatives of the department and others 
have discussed these decisions with members of the com- 
mittee for months, and so far as I have heard none of 
them believed the decisions were sound or respected them as 
probably sound. I have heard no lawyer who read _ these 
opinions express the opinion that they were sound. There 
was no foundation for them or reasonable ground for a 
competent American judge to believe that they were sound. 
There were evidently desires born of other considerations, 
the nature of which I will not undertake to state here, but 
they were unjustified. The effect is that a large number 
of people were let in illegally. The Supreme Court, as soon 
as it could review the question at the instance of the De- 
partment of Labor, unanimously, I might say indignantly, held 
that all were illegally admitted. 

The Department of Labor had let them in with the express 
understanding and stipulation that if and when the Supreme 
Court reversed these decisions they would be sent back. The 
department now backs down and asks Congress to stultify 
itself by pretending to validate the illegal action taken in ad- 
mitting them. This presents a serious peril now. The depart- 
ment has not the ability or is lacking in the nerve and willing- 
ness to enforce the law. 

The Secretary of Labor actually asked us to so frame this 
resolution as to admit every European now at foreign ports 
wanting to come to America. He guessed the number would 
not exceed 5,000. It is reasonably certain that it is many 
times greater, as the resolution may include all who had started 
from anywhere to America. 

If you continue this, you will soon not have any law. You 
have most unsatisfactory enforcement now. I have told you 
repeatedly since I have been trying to serve on this commit- 
tee that there are two serious problems involved in our great 
immigration question: One is the enactment of the law; the 
other is the enforcement of it. The manner in which this law 
has failed of enforcement is shameful. 

There were some 2,800 of these admitted when there was no 
quota. They were to be charged to a future quota—a shame- 
less violation of the law. An immigrant who has no pull, or 
whose family, prospective employer, or friends have none, who 
offers to come in here one-half minute before the quota for 
any month is open is sent back. These very gentlemen have 
so administered this law. These people, however, come in 
under peculiar influences—financial, political, congressional, or 
personal. The wrong is aided and abetted by officers who, 
being charged with the enforcement of the law, seem to think 
they have a right to disregard it. Or they are so weak that 
they are compelled to bend before seen or unseen forces too 
strong for them. Here are some 500 Russians whom General 
Wood sent in from the Philippines. Russia sent some 2,300 
others, all of whom were admitted when there was no quota, 
to be charged to a future quota, a known violation of the law. 
The department had itself so ruled many times, and many 
humble people had been compelled to bow before it. But the 
steamship companies avoided a heavy fine and other expenses 
for each one of those so admitted. The shame of it is great. 

The American Government has some dignity; at least it 
ought to have. Its laws ought to mean something. The 
American people have been concerned about the enactment of 
immigration laws. They had better be watching the depart- 
ment and Congress to see whether or not the laws are going to 
be enforced. [Applause.] 

This being the third stultifying effort to ratify illegal acts 
such as the admission of these people, Congress ought to be 
tired of it. I tell you now that you will have this kind of a 
story every six months, so long as you are willing to hear it. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOX. Yes. 

Mr. RAKER. Did not the Secretary of Labor tell us yester- 
day that the same rule can be applied to the present law by 
leaving them in temporarily? 

Mr. BOX. I so understand. A shipload somewhere wired 
the Assistant Secretary of Labor to suspend this last decision 
of the Supreme Court; and he has as much right to suspend 
the decision of the Supreme Court already rendered as he has 
to suspend the law written by Congress as he undertook to do 
in admitting these people. The Supreme Court merely declared 
what the law was. The department knew it Lefore and made a 
gesture toward protecting the country against their illegal 
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admission by advising them and providing for their deportation 
until the Supreme Court should speak, but the department is 
weakening, as it has so often done. I wish I could give you 
all the facts as fully as I know them and make you see what is 
involved, as it is. I know that the question of the integrity 
of these laws is involved. I know to my own full satisfaction 
that the only way we can get the law enforced is by saying, 
“When we, the Congress of the United States, wrote this law, 
we meant it.” The department will not be constantly getting 
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people who are not entitled to admission into the United Sta 


under the law, and it is vroposed to rrect that matte hy 
admitting them Since that time the ise has gone to thy 
Supreme Court, and the Supreme Court has held that) the 


were improperly in the United States 
Here is the proposition that appeals to me: We have been 
through this immigration fight. I have witnessed the attitude 


| of a great many of the New York Representatives on tha 


itself into trouble if it will stand behind the law as a barrier | 


and say “ Whoever atempts to break the law down will find 
the firmness and power of the United States barring the way.” 
But even the United States can not maintain its safety, dignity, 
and honor except through the service of public servants who 
ure willing to serve it therein. 

How much time have I used, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has used six 
minutes, 

Mr. BOX. I reserve the balance of my time. I wish [ had 
the time to present this matter to you more fully, gentlemen. 
[Applause ] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington 
minutes fo the gentleman from L[llinois [Mr. Hornapay] 

Mr. HOLADAY. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I suppose It 
is known to the House that I have taken about as strong a 
stand in favor of restriction of immigration as any Member of 
the House, as strong, perhaps, as the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. Box], who has just preceded me and, unless a Jap is in 
sight, probably as strong as the gentleman from California 

[I am not se much interested in this matter by reason of the 
effect it may have on any foreign nation. The humanitarian 
principles and incidents involved do not appeal to me so much, 
but I am interested from the standpoint of our Government 
and our Bureau of Immigration. I believe that in the interest 
of the orderly enforcement of our immigration laws in the 
months and years to come it is a wise policy, from the stand- 
point of our own Government, to adopt this resolution. 

As nearly as can be estimated this will affeet about 12,815 
persons. Some 9,000 of these 12,815 persons were admitted 
under decisions of the district courts of New York. The Bureau 
of Immigration was compelled by the decision of the courts 
to admit them. They came in legally, as far as the law as 
then construed by the courts was concerned, and they have 
scattered out over our Nation. The Supreme Court reversed 
those decisions and said that their entry was illegal. 

The Bureau of Immigration is now confronted with this 
proposition: They are compelled to go out over this country 
and seek out one by one those 9,000 aliens. It will be impos- 
sible to locate and to deport any great per cent out of that 
number. 

The ones who remain—and, gentlemen, I call this to your 
particular attention—are in this position: When they come to 
the hour, if that hour should ever come, when they want to 
apply for citizenship, their method of entry will become known 


Mr. Speaker, I yield three | 


| 


and they could not be admitted to citizenship; consequently | 


they will never apply, and therefore we shall have in this 
country some few thousand men who are )Darred from owning 
real estate and who are barred from citizenship. 

Persons who would be entitled to enter or remain within the 
United States under the terms of the resolution are: 


1. Aliens heretofore admitted under the Gottlieb and Markarian 


decisions, in number_.-....-- 8, 808 | 


2. Allens now applying for admission at Ellis Island, brought 
to the United States in expectation of admission under 
the Gottlieb and Markarian decisions, in number, not 
I Agi ania an tintin tial nares 500 
Aliens now en route to the United States, having em 
barked on vor before May 26, 1924, in expectation of ad- 
mission under the Gottlieb and Markarian decisions, in 
SO rer 
4. Aliens admitted under the so-called Knox decision, in 
I iil citidilis aaiipillliniat tng lepen iti eal cntliiarecniiilarsiereaiciciiisiseatacnilan arpa ham 2, 857 
5. Aliens admitted tenmrporarily under bond to relieve cases of 
extreme hardship, notwithstanding exhaustion of quotas, 
og RR a ee ee ee 200 


ww 


hoo 


Total probable admissions not to exceed.......-..-... 13, 000 


I believe it is better for our Government to legalize their 
entry and permit them to stay. [Applause. |] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
has expired. 

Mr. BOX. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. TrncHer]. 

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
as I understand, this resolution, it-is claimed, is now necessary 
by reason of the fact that certain judges in New York con- 
strued the immigration law in a way to let in over 9,000 
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proposition. I have read the names of a great many New Y 
judges, and what is the use of having an immigration act if \ 
ire going to leave it to New York judges as to who shall come 
in and then 0. K. their coming in? [Applause.] 

Mr. VAILE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TINCHER. Yes 

Mr. VAILE. Judge Mack rendered the decision 

Mr. TINCHER. Well, I do not care who he was. Gentlemen 
we should pass laws, and if the Supreme Court upholds them 
we should stand by them I voted with the administration 
with the Executive, when he wanted to extend the humane 
proposition and not be too abrupt with a certain nation which 
complains of the immigration law. But the Congress said, or a 
majority of the Congress said, “ We will settle this question 
forever, and we are going to pass a restrictive immigration 
law.” But within a week a_ resolution brought here to 
nullify that law to the extent of allowing several thousand 
men to remain in the country who are not. entitled to be here 
I think it is a serious proposition, and I think we should dete 
mine whether we are going to stand by this law or not. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TINCHER. Yes 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Can the gentleman get the 
situation? Picture brides on the Pacifie coast pouring in as 
fast as extra ships can bring them in until July 1, and on the 
Atlantic coast wives, whom hushands domiciled here went after, 
are not permitted to even remain? 

Mr. TINCHER I yielded to the gentleman for a question 


fhe SPEAKER pro tempore The time of the gentleman 


from Kansas has expired 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washinegtor Myr Speaker, I yield the 
gentleman one additional minnte, inasmuch as I used his time 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansus 
is recognized] for one additional minute 

Mr. TINCHER I do not look at this matter as being wholly 
me of picture brides or women and children, because I have 
read in the report made by the committee that a large part of 
the population we are asked to leave in here in violation of om 
law is made up of white Russians and not women and children 
at all. I think we want to be just a4 little bit careful. We were 
a little headstrong and passed a law which was not in the 
exact terms desired by the Chief Executive, and, having done 
that, let us not disturb it within a few days. Let us have a 
little stamina sabont ourselves. {LApplause. } 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington Mr. Speaker, I vield three 
minutes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UpsHaw]. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, the first speech 
I made on the floor of this House, five years ago, bristled, I 
might say, with the doctrine of a strict restrictionist. I said 
in that speech that I believed, because of America’s great mis 
sion to humanity that no disciple of Prussian autocracy and no 
exponent of a godless and flagless bolshevism ought to be al 
lowed to set foot on Americun soil for 1,000 years. I have 
not changed my convictions, but in favoring this bill [ap 
plause}] I want to say that I have surrendered not one inch or 
atom of my loyalty to the doctrine which I supported in voting 
for the recent immigration bill One consideration that forti 
fies me in my position is the fact that the Secretary of Labor 
told me to-day that he felt that every sense of mercy and hu- 
manity should allow these unfortunate people to stay in Amer 
ica; and I have great faith in the clear head and big heart of 
that God-fearing man, James J. Davis. 

It has just been brought out by the chairman of this com- 
mittee that practically every element of those who are to be 
admitted were either brought in under the idea that they had 
a right to ceme and thus locate among their families and 
friends or they are segments of unfortunates who have been 
banished from their countries under distressing conditions that 
try both body and soul. 

Mr. RAKER,. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UPSHAW. Pardon me, but I ean not in this short time 

Mr. RAKER. That is a broad statement that the gentleman 
has made. 

Mr. UPSHAW. I want to be right and the gentleman can 
correct me in his own time. 
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Mr. RAKEI 
over half of < were men and that they were admitted 
Mi CPSIAW. Mr. Speaker, do not take this out of my 
t , and J that in all good humor. But this is the thing 
I want to emphasize: It is within the province and the business 
of tl liouse to make legal the clearing of the slate before the 
trict new law shall become operative. 
Taint illing for us to begin the operation of that law with 
our ecking with harshness of spirit and hardness of 
ot to these who are now happily situated with their loved 
rie er a long and desolate separation. [Applause.] 
lami Willing for the news to go out that many of these 
people who came here under such unhappy conditions, with no- 
whic ‘ to go—with hunger and perhaps death awaiting 
m if they we deported—I am not willing, I say, that we 
hail go to these thousands of homes and tear them out with a 
spirit that would seem cruel forevermore. The great, big heart 
of America can afford to be generous before it begins to be so 
exclusive. These unfortunate people should not be held responsi- 


ble for the mistakes 
Mr. BOYI 


Mr. UPSHAW. 


of Amerigan judges. 
Will the gentleman yie 
As a strict constructionist and as a restric- 


[Applause. ] 
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tionist, but above all, wanting America to show the spirit of 
great, big-hearted humanitarianism, I favor the admission of 
these people. [Applause.] 

I yield to the gentleman from New York if my time has not 
expired 

Fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Georgia has expired. 

Mr. BOX. Mr. Speaker, I vield five minutes to the gentleman | 
from California [Mr. Rakgr]. [Applause.] 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
here is nota particle of question of sympathy in this bill. Every 


thess 


men and women was admitted illegally. 
on the tloor of the House knows that 


I'very 
when the district 


i 
one ot 
\ 

l 


mawyer 


court decided this case. and while it was on appeal, and until 
finally decided by the Supreme Court, the decision of the lower | 
court Was not to be followed by anyone, and no one could be 


admitted under that decision. 


The Commissioner of Immigra- 
day, and it had to be admitted because that is the law beyond all 
question 

They siated they admitted them and wrote out the order with 
the understanding they would be deported if the Supreme Court 
should reverse the decision of the lower court. If this was not 
the law, let me call your attention to what could be done. One 
thousand or 5,000 immigrants can land at Ellis Island to-mor- 
row, or when our new law is in effect, and the district judge 
can admit one on habeas corpus, and then his decision would be 
a law for the other 5,000 to come in without any question, 
although the next minute an appeal is taken from his decision. 

The Seeretary of Labor admitted that under the new law 
and under the act of 1917 he has the same right to admit tem- 
porarily those who come to our shores, so that if you apply this 
rule and pass this resolution, 1,000 or 5,000 or 10,000 can come 
in in July or August or September by the Secretary waiving 
the right and letting them in temporarily and then coming to 
Congress to get relief. 

Let me call your attention to another fact. For every one of 
these men who landed on the shores of America the steamship 
company could have been fined $1,000, and it was the duty of 
the department to fine them $1,000 for bringing them here, and to 
fine them for maintenance and upkeep while they were in the 
United States, and third, to fine them the cost of returning them 
to Europe. 

No one knows how 
18,000, and the 
number might be. 

With the great steamship companies on the job, with their 
many friends and solicitors, they pursuaded and secured the 


It was 
tell 


many there are. 
commissioner could not 


estimated at 
how many the 


admission temporarily of these people so that they could be 
relieved of the $1,000 fine and of the fine for maintenance 
and upkeep while these people were here and of the fine which 
would equal the cost of returning them. 

The department had to admit that every one of these men 
would have to come in under a writ of habeas corpus had they 
enforced the law. There never was a more unjust proposition 
presented to a Congress that believes in enforcement of our 
law, by deliberately and intentionally allowing these people 
to come in and then because there are a few women involved 
to say that they should all be admitted. 


I want to repeat again that the same thing would apply 
under the new law whenever there is enough influence and 
whenever they can get a circuit court or a district court to 


| 


| 








The Assistant Secretary of Labor said that | admit one under habeas corpus. They can then let them in 


by the thousand or even tens of thousands, as they have done 
in this instance. Do we want to start out with the adminis- 
tration of this law in that way? 

As to those that come from Russia, there is no evidence and 
no one knows but practically all of them were men trying to 
land in the United States contrary to the law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the 
has expired. 

Mr. BOX. I yield to the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. RAKER. Gentlemen, the Commissioner General of Im- 
migration told the Committee on Immigration yesterday that 
every steamship company, both in the United States and 
abroad, published and advertised for these people to come, 
saying that they would land them in the United States. He 
read a cablegram from the center of Italy from the Commis- 
sioner of Iminigration asking if they could bring these people 
in, and before they ever started from their homes they were 
advised they could not do it; but notwithstanding that while 


gentleman 


| the Italian Government had refused to give passports to these 


| the United 


tion admitted this before the Committee on Immigration yester- | 





people during the last year, they gave them these passports, 
and the steamship company advised them to come, their friends 
advised them to come, and told them they would see that they 
landed in the United States. They are here, and now the Con- 
gress is asked to give the steamship companies another oppor- 
tunity to break down our immigration laws, another opportu- 
nity to beat the will of the American people, another opportu- 
nity for these governments who said they were going to send 
their people here and would do it whether we allowed it or not 


| to carry out their will, and for that purpose we are asked to 


pass this kind of a resolution. 

The Supreme Court in deciding this case and reversing the 
decision of the lower edurt said it was too plain for argu- 
ment or discussion that the decision of the lower court was 
wreng:; but one judgment on a writ of habeas corpus let all 
these people in on behalf of the steamship company, and an- 
other similar writ after the act just passed goes into opera- 


| tion, with a steamship company having a thousand of these 


people, will operate in the same way, and they can all enter 
States. fApplause.] 

This bill is so broad and loosely drawn that no one ¢an tell 
what it means. It will permit all those to enter the United 
States who embarked for this country at any time prior to May 
26, 1924. This may run into many, many thousands. It could 
easily reach 500,000. The word “embarked” does not neces- 
sarily mean those who got on board of a ship before May 26, 
1924. It could and does mean any alien who started for the 
United States from any part of Europe. It means to set out, 
as in some cause or direction—make a start or beginning. 
So everyone who started or made a beginning to come to the 
United States at any time before May 26, 1924, could enter 
this country. This number is too large to even estimate. 
Again, it would admit every sailor on the high seas. There are 
about a million of these. They could all say they embarked 
or started for the United States. Again, every illegal entry is 
now made legal if this resolution should become a law. No 
more deportations for illegal entry in excess of the quota law. 
All cases pending in which final action has not been had in 
the courts would fail and the parties permitted to remain in 
the country. This resolution should never have been brought 
before the House; it should not pass. The flood gates will be 
thrown open. The only thing the alien will have to prove is 
that he started at some time prior to May 26, 1924, to go to 
the United States. 

Mr. BOX. I yield to thé gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
WATKINS]. 

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, it will indeed be a pleasant 
sensation to me if the occasion ever comes wherein Members 
of this body will speak of benefits ensuing to America instead 
of those to be conferred on aliens. 

This resolution is not rooted in good faith for as it is 
written it legalizes the unlawful and surreptitious entry of 
every alien who embarked for or even entered the United 
States prior to May 26, 1924, from quota countries; hundreds 
of thousands here now illegally can remain if this resolution 
is enacted into law. 

The suggestion was made to limit the resolution to the 13,000 
specified in the report and only to those who entered under 
the Gottlieb and Markarian decisions, bat the sponsors expect 
and want this to apply to thousands in addition to those speci- 
fied in said report. 

Furthermore, lack of good faith is evidenced by their failure 
to apply those already here under the two decisions on the 
future quota, for they desire to play politics and pander to 





1924 


———— 





the foreign blec and not relieve humanity as they would have 
you believe 

Mr. SABATH rose 

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WATKINS. No; I can not; my time is too brief. 

We will have the same condition confronting us next De- 
cember, for then vou will be asked to approve the result of 
mnother un-American decision and allow thousands of others 
to enter and to remain who will have entered with malice 
aforethought and under the same kind of criminal conspiracy. 
This is nothing more nor less than dirty politics; in fact, a de- 
sire to secure the vote of the foreign born is the prime and 
paramount reason for this piece of misleading legislation. 
[Applause.} 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I want the 
Members to hear this and IT want it to go into the Recorp. 
The intent of this bill as to the forms of relief has been written 
out in detail, and if the present text is not clear, I shall see 
that it is made so. The resolution is intended to provide for 
relief as follows: 

1. Those heretofore admitted in excess ef the quota and charged to 
the quota of later months 

fhat applies to the white Russians and a few others. 

2. Aliens heretofore admitted under construction of the act of May, 
1921, the construction required by court decision. 

Mr. BOX. What is the gentleman reading from—the law? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I am reading from my 
analysis of this matter: 


, 


3. Allens arriving in the United States after May 26 and before 


Tuly 1, who departed for the United States on or before May 26, 1924, 


lieving in good faith that they would be admitted. 
4. Those heretofore admissible admitted under bend to relieve ex- 
treme hardship. There are only 200 of those. 


Mr. Speaker, this is an act of equity, of justice, of humanity, 
of merey and Christianity. Itis fair. It is right. The people 
of the United States are a Christian people and they will 
thank you for this act of grace. [Applause.] Mr. Speaker, 
I yield two minutes to the gentleman from North Carolina 
{Mr. Pov]. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, this question is more largely a ques- 
tion of deportation than it is a question of immigration. [Ap- 
plause.] Almost all of these people are here in the United 
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States now. They came here in good faith. They came here | 


in response to a construction of the law by the courts of the 
land. No gentleman can stand on this floor and consistently 
claim that they are to blame. For my part, I can not vote to 
send these people back. I do not believe it is right; I do not 
believe this House desires to do anything of the kind. [{Ap- 
plause, ] 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker and Members of the 
House of Representatives, the bill which was introduced by 
Representative SasatH and which has been favorably reported 
by the chairman of the Committee on Immigration, the gentle- 
man from Washington [Mr. JoHNson] is a just and humani- 
tarian measure. This resolution permits to remain within the 
United States certain aliens in excess of quotas fixed under 
the immigration act of May 19, 1921. A little over 8,000 per- 
sons were admitted under certain decision of courts afterwards 
held invalid, They are now in the United States. Nearly 
3,000 were admitted under the so-called Knox decision, after- 
wards reversed. They are now in the United States. There 
are several hundred others who come in under this bill. These 
people are mostly the wives and children of persons who are 
already in the United States. 

If you do not pass this bill you must deport these people. 
Whether or not you voted for the recent immigration bill, I 
beg of you to vote for this pending measure, which has the 
support of the Department of Labor as well as of the Immigra- 
tion Committee. 

I have received a great number of telegrams from religious 
institutions and humanitarian people in reference to this bill, 
including the following from the president of the Hebrew Im- 
migration Aid Society: 


Please support Copeland-Sabath resolution which will admit wives 
and children now held United States immigration stations because 
recent Supreme Court ruling. Gottlieb case. Humanity demands these 
unfortunates not be deported, through no fault theirs. 


As I said when the last immigration bill passed, you have 
left open the borders of Mexico to unlimited immigration. 
Last year more than 212,000 persons came in. I beg of you, in 
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the interest of humanity, to pass this pending bill, for which 
I shall vote. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. BOX. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
demands the yeas and nays. All those in favor of taking the 
question by yeas and nays will stand. [After counting.] 
Thirty-five gentlemen have arisen, not a_ sufficient number. 
The question Is on suspending the rules and passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Box) there were—ayes 153, noes 54. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the ground 
that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. BOYLAN. The decision on the vote had been made be- 
fore the point of no quorum was made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point 
of order. The gentleman from California makes the point 
that there is no quorum present. The Chair will count. 
{After counting.] Two hundred and twenty-three Members 
present, a quoruin, 

So, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were 
suspended and the bill was passed. 


CLAIMS OF THE CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW NaTIONS 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read as 
follows: 

To the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with the resolution of the Senate (the House 
of Representatives concurring), I return herewith House bill 
No, 5325, entitled “An act conferring jurisdiction upon the 
Court of Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judg 
ment in any claims which the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians 
may have against the United States, and for other purposes.” 

CALVIN COOLIDGR. 

Tue Wuire Houser, June 6, 1924. 


EVENING SESSION 

Mr. LONGWORTH, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the House stand in recess from 5.30 o'clock this evening 
until 8 o'clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the House stand in recess from 5.30 o'clock this 
evening until 8 o’clock this evening. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


CLAIMS OF CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INBIANS 


Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I present the following con- 
current resolution, which I send to the desk and move its 
adoption, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Concurrent Resolution 29 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate con- 
curring), That the action of the Speaker of the House of Repre 
sentatives and of the President pro tempore of the Senate in signing 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 5325), entitled “An act conferring jurisdi 
tion upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter 
judgment in any claims the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians may 
have against the United States, and for other purposes,” be rescinded, 
and that in the reenroliment of said bill the following amendment be 
made, viz: In section 2, after the word “ Interior” in the proviso, in 
sert the following: “, with such additional reasonable and necessary 
expenses for said tribal attorneys, to be approved and paid from the 
funds of the respective tribes under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, as may be required for the proper conduct of such 
litigations.” 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this is merely a 
correction, is it? 

Mr. SNYDER. This is merely a correction of the bill as 
agreed to in the conference report. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Some one in enrolling it left 
out some language that should have been inserted? 

Mr. SNYDER. Some one inserted language that should not 
have been in, and this now is a correction and the bill will 
contain now the agreement of the conferees. That is all. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to, 
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I wit AchRos OCONT RIVER, GA. 

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. M Speaker, I ask unanfmous 
cor nt for the present consic: tion of the bill (H. R. 9612) 
ry the «x of to the State of Georgia, 
throu its hi ay department, to « truct a bridge across 
the Oconee Rive 

The Clerk read the title 

The SPEAKER. Is the al tion to t present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objectior 

The SPEAKER The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk r fhe bill as follow 

Be t rh t i is hereby granted 
to t fG i igh 1 I ‘ rtment, and ita suc- 

) ‘ uet, mainials i yperate a bridge and 

i ther | he Oconee Ri ta int near where the 
li \ Jol 1 Washingtou i touches the waters 
of t O e River on the cast ide, said brid connecting one or 
both « said counties with Wilkinson County on west side of said 
rive vd 1 located at or n rmerly known as Thomp- 
KA Ls in ct jaw with the pro the act entitled “An 
act to regulate the <« eth l navigable waters,” 
ry d March 28, 1906 

2 I ] to ume? or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressl rved 

With the following committee amendment: 

Page 1, line 7, after t word “ point insert “ snitahle to the inte 
ests of navigation.” 

The SPEAKER The question is or eeing to the commit- 
tee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to 


The bill 
third time 


as amended was ordered to be engrossed and rend a 
Was read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the 
bill CH. R, 9559) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in certain appropria for the fiscal year endmg June 30, 
124, and prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other 
purposes, in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


BILL 


SENATE 


tion 


al 


DEFICIENCY 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 9559) making ap- 
propriations to supply deficiencies in certain appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and prior fiscal years, to 
provide supplemental appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, with Senate amendments 
thereto, disagree to all of the Senate amendments, and ask for 
a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tllinois asks wnani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 
a deficiency appropriation bill, with Senate amendments 
thereto, disagree to all of the Senate amendments, and ask for 
a conference. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. MAp- 
pEN, Mr. ANTHONY, Mr. Byrns of Tennessee. 


APPROPRIATION 


PROTECTION OF WILD GAME ANIMALS AND BIRDS IN ALASKA 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass Senate Joint Resolution 127, to previde that the 
powers and duties conferred upon the Governor of Alaska 
under existing law for the protection of wild game animals 
and wild birds in Alaska be transferred to and be exereised by 
the Seeretary of Agriculture, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Senate Joint Resolution 127 


Resolved, ete., That, on and after July 1, 1924, the powers and 
duties heretofore conferred upon the Governor of Alaska by existing 
law for the protection of wild game animals and wild birds in Alaska 
are hereby conferred upon and shall be exercised by the Secretary of 
Agriculture; and all money availiable or appropriated in any act for 
the fiscal year ending June 80, 1925, for carrying into effect the act 
approved May 11, 1908, entitled “ An act for the protection of game 
in Alaska, and for other purposes,” including salaries, traveling ex- 
penses of ganre wardens, and all other necessary expenses, is hereby 
transferred to the credit of the Department of Agriculture to be 
expended by the Secretary of Agriculture for such purposes, 


"7 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Rocrers of Massachusetts). 
Is a second demanded? 


Mr. WINGO. 
Mr. HAUGEN. 


a sect id he econ 


Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. Speal I ask unanimous consent that 
sidered as ordered. 

The SPHAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPHAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa 
is entitled te 20 minutes and the gentleman from Arkansas 20 
minutes, 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, this resolution simply provides 
that the powers and duties conferred upon the Governor of 
Alaska for the protection of wild-game animals and wild 
birds in Alaska be transferred to the Secretary of Agriculture. 
The resolution has the approval of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and the funds appropriated are to be transferred to the 
Department of Agriculture—$20,000 to one department and 
$30,000 to the other—and they are to be made available for 
expenditure by one department. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, after the very lucid explanation 
made by the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, the 
distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr,. Haveen], of this 
very important measure, I have not the temerity to seriously 
oppose its passage. I think it is recognized generally that 
there is a very great deal of friendly rivalry between myself 
and the distinguished gentleman from lowa in trying to solve 
the very pressing problem of relief for the American farmer. 
With the assurance that he has just given the House that this 
is a part of the administration program for farm relief, the 
companion bill having just been messaged over from the Sen- 


cer, 


| ate, making possible, if the President signs it—and he will, as 


it is a part of his program of farm relief—the regulation and 
sale of milk and ice cream in the District of Columbia. I pre- 
sume that our Republican friends will adjourn to-morrow and 
think that the American farmer will be satisfied, 

Mr. SNYDER, Will our Democratic friends be satisfied? 

Mr. WINGO. Of course, Mr. Speaker, the chief tragedy in 
the question of the farmers’ relief is that the farmer put some 
faith in the profession of friendship of the Republican Party 
as presently controlled. The farmer is an honest man; he is 
sincere. He never makes promises he does not sincerely in- 
tend to keep and that makes him somewhat a credulous man 
both tndividnally and as a group, and the Republican Party 
has frequently imposed upon that well-known credulity based 
upon the inherent honesty of the American farmer. I wonder 
what the farmers of the Northwest will think when they see 
“psychological” Frank Mondell presiding as permanent chair- 
mun over the Cleveland convention. He justly earned the 
soubriquet of “psychological Frank” last fall when he took 
that great Hebrew banker from Wall Street, Eugene Meyer, 
out with him into the Northwest, at the direction of the 
President, and, parenthetically, I will state it was always a 
question I could not get satisfactorily answered whether Eu- 
gene Meyer took Frank Mondell to the wilds of the West or 
Frank took Eugene. 

But at any rate they were sent out by this administration 
for the purpose of finding out, first, whether or not there was 
anything the matter with the farmer, and if so, what it was, 
and Iast October they came back and the sum total) of their 
findings and recommendations that they gave the President 
was that the farmers were simply suffering psychologically, 
that they were prosperous but did not know it, and suggested 
that they be left to the operation of the natural laws—whether 
the natural law of gravitation or of supply and demand “ psy- 
chological” Frank did not state. I am not going to charge Mr. 
Meyer and Mr. Mondell with being the direct cause of the 
failore of so many hanks in the country, but since they have 
left that country out there it has become one of the chief news 
items almost every day in the papers that so many of these 
farmers’ banks had failed, and since the trip of these great 
political doctors and fimancfal advisers, Eugene Meyer and 
Frank Mondell—I hesitate before I criticize Mr. Meyer because 
IT admit he is one of the ablest bankers that Wall Street ever 
produced and I think no administration has ever had an abler 
Secretary of Agriculture than Engene Meyer, the recognized 
real agricultural adviser of this administration. 

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINGO. TI have not reached a period but a semiceton, 
However, I will yield. 

Mr. DENISON. I am enjoying the gentleman’s remarks 
very much, but I would be very glad to have the gentleman’s 
usual clear vision in reference to the measure before us, as 
to the advisability of the legislation before the House? 

Mr. WINGO. Well, I am sorry the gentleman never takes 
what I say seriously because—— 

Mr. DENISON. I do take it seriously. 
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Mr. WINGO. I told you in the first week of this Con- 
great" 

Mr. BARKLEY. What is before the House? 

Mr. WINGO. It is hard to state whether it is my distin- 
ruished friend from Illinois or whether it is myself, but either | 
is worthy of the patience of my friend from Kentucky. 

Mr. DENISON. I would like to have some infermatien with 
regard to the question ef the advisability of transferring the 
creat wild life of Alaska from the contre! of the governor to the 
Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. WINGO. It is not the wild life of Alaska that you gen- 
tlemen had better watch, it is the wild farmers who have been 
fooled, deluded, flimflammed, and bunkoed by this administra- 
tion. [Applause.] To answer the gentieman’s first statement : 
In my humble way I had the temerity to warn the American 
farmer last December that he could expect nothing from this 
administration, because it was an administration controlled 
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on] 
| 


by and operated in the interest of the New Hngland manufac- | 
turers. Everybody knows that but the farmers of the Nerth- | 
west. They have not yet heard it. And I warned the farmers | 


that while this administration might talk and advocate the 

“luction of taxes upon the high surtax of the 6,000 million- 
aires who constituted the financial backers of this administra- 
tion, they would listen in vain for recommendation from 
this administration to Congress to relieve the toiling masses of 
this Nation from the intolerable burden of tariff taxation under 
which they are staggering and under which the farmers can 
never prosper. [Applause. | 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. WINGO. Yes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Before that, will the gentleman yield 
right there? 

Mr. WINGO. Yes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I suppese the gentleman has noticed the 

ports that the administration of Mr. Mondell has been rati- 
fied and approved by his selection as permanent chairman of 
the Republican National Convention that meets at Cleveland 
next week? 

Mr. WINGO. Yes; I remarked before the gentleman came 
into the Hall that the powers that be, the powers that control 
not only the wild life of Alaska but the wild life of the West 
generally, had selected Frank Mondell to be the permanent 
chairman of the Republican National Convention. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINGO. Yes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I suggest that the gentleman incorporate 
in his remarks an editorial from the Philadelphia Record upon 
that appointment. 

Mr. WINGO. Well, I really admire Frank Mondell, because 
he is frank. He frankly admits he is a hard-boiled, bottled- 
in-bend, 100-per-cent standpatter. He told the farmers out there 
what he tells President Coolidge here, He tells them that 
there is nothing wrong with them. He gave out an interview 
while out there in the Northwest in which he said: 


You farmers have no business to be growling, now that you have a 
Republican administration. If you just sit steady until we, by this 
wonderful tariff system that we have, bring prosperity and wealth to 
the manufacturers of New England, they, out of their generosity and 
the fullness of their charitable feelings toward the unfortunate in this 
country, will pass on some aims to the farm producers of the Nation. 


Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question there? 

Mr. WINGO. Yes. 

Mr. SCHAFER. You seem on numerous oceasions to speak 
as a friend of the farmer in the remarks you make here. Have 
you carried out in any legislation that you have favored or have 
you done anything to carry out the policy that you advocate on 
behalf of the farmers? 

Mr. WINGO. Well, the gentleman does not appreciate the 
fact that instead of his question developing an intelligent de- 
sire for information it only betrays his ignorance of the history 
of this Congress in the last 11 years. You have not had a law 
on the statute beoks for the benefit ef the farmers that we on 
this side have not been obliged to jam down the throats of the 
Republican administration. By the bill for short-term credits, 
which your party passed in the last Congress, with which you 
flimflammed the farmers of the West, and by the speeches your 
people made concerning it, you managed to elect a Republican 
Congress on the plea that you did something for the agricul- 
tural West. But I want to remind you that that bill which 
you passed would have died in the last Congress if it had not 


been for myself and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Srra- 
GAI r.] When one of the Standpat he mblican conferees on 
that bill signed the conference report he said, “ I would rather 
sign it with my left foot than with my right hand.” If the 


gentiemau will read the histery of the Comeress in the last 
few years, he will find that the only intelligent, | e safe, 
sensible legislation that has been put on the statute books for 
the American farmer has been under the leadership of the 
Democratic Party and by a ae ‘mocratic Congress [Applause. ] 

Mr. SCHAPER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield again? 


Mr. WINGO. No; I can not yield. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman vield right there for a word? 

Mr. WINGO. Well, I will yield to my farmer friend from 
Tliinois { Laughter. ] 


Mr. KING I know that the gentleman is mostly fair, except 
when he discusses things from the political standpoint IL will 
ask him in all fairness if it was not in 1920, under a Democratie 
administiation, that the farmer was detlated and his prices went 
down? Was it not in De nber, 1920 Will not the nt n 


admit that 


Mr. WINGO. No; I will not admit it. In the sessions of the 
Joint Farm Commission heretofore, which I am trying to get 
to meet again and finish its labors, the Republican members of 
that commission refused to make a repert even after we got 
them an extension of time. The record will show that the real 


deflation policy wags put into effect by the orders of the Repub- 
lican leaders in this House and in the Senate and by leading 
Republican financiers, and that it really did not take place—it 
really did not take place in full force on the western farmer 


| until April or May, 1921. The statistics of the Federal reserve 


banks will show that in charts which they themselves have 
presented and which that standpat commission has deliberately 
suppressed, and concerning which they will net give us permis- 
sion to get any further information. Read the Republican plat 
form of 1920. It promised to deflate the farmer, and you did, 

Mr. DENISON. My. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
short question? 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield right 
there? 

Mr. WINGO. Yes 

Mr. SNYDER. The gentleman from Arkansas seems to 


| charge the Republican Party with failure to pass remedial 


farm legislation. Now, the MecNary-Haugen bill was looked 
upon as in the interest of the farmer, was it not? 

Mr. WINGO. Let the gentleman ask his question. 

Mr. SNYDER. Was not that considered a Republican meas- 
ure, framed in the interest of the farmer? And did not the 
Democrats beat that measure? I am asking the gentleman that 
question. 

Mr. WINGO. No; just sit down and I will tell the gentle- 
man who beat it. Cal Coolidge and the Republican leaders 
beat it, and the roll calls of the House show it. 

Mr. SNYDER. But the Democratic votes beat it. 

Mr. WINGO. Oh, no. Whenever you pass anything for the 
benefit of the farmers the progressive members of the Repub- 
lican Party have te do it in coalition with the Democrats, but 
whenever you try to put ever a flimfinm game and it is about 
to be exposed you point to some lonely, weakly, little Democrat 
and say he is bigger than the Republican majority in this 
House and blame him for your failure. 

I will tell you what killed it. You knew in the beginning 
of this Congress you were going to play the game you played. 
The other day I noticed in the press the fact, after the Marie 
Hogan bill had been killed on orders of the President and laid 
away to rest, that the perspiring leader of the farm bloe on 
the Agricultural Committee, the sage of Medicine Lodge, the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Tincuer], according to news- 
paper reports, visited the White House, and when he went 
there and took breakfast with the President it was the first 
time -the gentleman from Kansas had the temerity, through all 
the breakfasts he has had with the President during this 
winter, to suggest a plan for farm relief to the President. Why 
do I say that was the first time? Secause he stood on this 
floor the other day, notwithstanding the fact it was well known 
he frequently took breakfast with the President, and said he 
did not know how the President stood on the Marie Hogan 
farm relief bill, and.on that very day I advised him if he 
wanted to give relief to the farmers he had better go down and 
see Cal and find out what would suit him. 

The next day he went down to the White House, after tha 
Marie Hogan bill had been interred, and that was the first 
time he had the temerity to make any suggestion to the Presi- 
dent, because he had been so busy eating hot cakes with the 
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before that that he had no time to think about any 


| 


plan for relief to the farmer. But at that time he said: 

The Democrats are getting after us; they have exposed our bunco 

ime as to the farnrer nd the fact that we are putting up a job on 

nd do not intend to do anything, For God’s sake approve this 
plan. 

And what was it? A plan authorizing the same Eugene 
Mever, Wall Street banker, and the same Frank Mondell, who, | 
after an investigation in the Northwest, said there was nothing 
wrong with the farmer but a bad psychological viewpoint—a 
plan whereby that great Wall Street banker and the psycho- 
logical Frank Mondell were to have unlimited power to relieve | 
the distress of the Republican wheat growers of the North- | 

t Fhen the President said, “ Leave that on my desk and I 
will think about it,” the longest sentence he has uttered since 
he las been ip the White House. Then the next day we saw 


the psychological frank sitting in the office of the genial Repub- 
lican floor leader, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Loneworry]. 
We saw Frank there, and the newspapers said that our friend 
from Kansas [Mr. TIncHerR}] was invited into the sanctum sanec- 
torum of the leader of the Republican Party in this House. He 
went there well as several members of the steering com- 
mittee. They all got in there, and we all know how feverishly 
Hewspaper men stood on the outside of that office in order to 
find out what was to be done for the relief of the farmer. But 
finally, as the shades of evening fell over the Capitol, the gen- 
Hleman from Ohio [Mr. LonawortruH], the Republican leader, 
came out and announced to the newspaper men that the Presi- 
dent had refused to approve the plan of the sage of Medicine 
Lodge to give relief to the wheat growers of the Northwest, 
just as he had condemned the late lamented Marie Hogan, and 
that Congress was ready to adjourn, and that all on earth 
the Republican farmers of the Northwest could hope to get 
through this Congress would be the passage of a little resolu- 
tion of which the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Hocu] is the 
author, the title of which is to declare that agriculture is a basic 
industry. The announcement by the gentleman from Kansas 
of that well-known fact reminded me of what Mr. Cannon, of 
Illinois, Uncle Joe, upon one occasion said about Theodore 
Roosevelt. He said: 


as 


I remember the eestatic joy with which Teddy announced as a new 
discovery the Ten Commandments. 


{Laughter and applause.] 

So you have just passed the last of your farm-relief legisla- 
tion when you say, “ We will give the farmers an investigation 
of freight rates that will take five years and meet the pressing 
emergency situation we are told exists among the western 
farmers; and then you are going to pass this bill for the relief 
of the farmers, and you have already passed a bill to regulate 
the sule of ice cream and milk in the District of Columbia 
jlaughter], and therefore you expect the farmers of the west 
to stand pat with Cal and somebody else who may be hand 
picked and hope, hope, hope, that at the end of five years they 
may get some relief from the burden of unconscionable freight 
rates which has been preached to them during campaign time 
by the Cappers and Tinchers and the Hochs, but about which 
they never do anything except to pass mere French gestures 
and resolutions when they get down here on Capitol Hill. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. COLTON, 
the gentleman, 


We have listened to the eloquent statement of 
In his concluding remarks will he not mention 


some of the things the Democratic Party has done for the 
farmers? 
Mr. WINGO. Has not the gentleman found out? [Laughter 


and applause. | 

Mr. COLTON, 

Mr. WINGO. 
| Laughter. } 

Mr. COLTON. Neither have the farmers found out. 

Mr. WINGO. I thought that district out in Oklahoma that 
sent Manuel Herrick here was the only district that was lack- 
ing in intelligence, and I never thought that anywhere in the 
United States there could be an electorate that would select a 
man to represent them in Congress who did not know that the 
only friend of the man who toils and the only party that has done 
anything for the farmer by the passage of the agricultural credit 
acts, farm loan acts, and various acts of that kind which were 
put upon the statute books by a Democratic Party, in every 
instance were enacted by the Democrats over a solemn roll-call 
adverse vote of the stand-pat leaders of the Republican Party. 
| Applause. } 

Mr. COLTON. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield? 


No. 


And yet you were elected to Congress. 


> 
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Mr. WINGO. yield to the gentleman from North Dakota. 
Mr. BURTNESS. Will not the gentleman be kind enough 
to come out to the West and explain to the farmers out there 
why he was so brave he did not vote one way or the other 
upon the MeNary-Haugen bili? [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. WINGO. Yes; I was absent on the day of the McNary- 
Haugen funeral. I was compelled to be away, but I had a pair 
with the brains of the Republican side—Mr. Mapven. 

Mr. BURTNESS. And why the gentleman did not 
any suggestions about it. 

Mr. WINGO. I made suggestions, but the gentleman either 
was absent or was so indifferent to the welfare of the farmer 
that he did not listen. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 
has expired. 

Mr. WINGO. I gladly accept the invitation of the gentle- 
man to come out in the Northwest, even though I fear I will 
raise a sectional issue when you try to becloud the real issue 
and dodge your betrayal of the farmer by saying, “ Behold a 
despised Democrat from the solid South.” [Applause.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Green]. [Applause.] 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, after so much eloquence, 
it might be well to have a few facts. I listened to the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas with a great deal of 
interest but without much information. 

I have no disposition to minimize the unfortunate condition 
of the farmer, but unfortunate as it is, it is nothing in com- 
parison with the condition in which the Democratic Party left 
him. As a result of Democratic tariffs and Democratic laws, 
which existed nearly all through the year 1921, he got the 
lowest price that he had received for years for his product. 
{Laughter on the Democratic side.}] I said exactly what I 
mean. 

Mr. GARRETT of 
4th of March, 1921. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. We did; but the people suffered 
through that year from a Democratic tariff. 

In the year 1921 the farmer got $9,221,000,000 for his 
products. As a result of the farmers’ emergency tariff, which 
the Republicans put through and which raised the value of 
his product and as a result of the Republican tariff law which 
gave him a market in the eastern part of the country, which 
he had lost under the Democratic regimé, in the year 1922 he 
got $11,244,000,000 for his product, and in the year 1923 he 
got $12,204,000,000 for his product. 

In talking to the farmers in my district at the time of the 
last campaign 

Mr. CAREW. Why is he broke? 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Tell us why the farmer is broke. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will not interrupt 
without obtaining permission of the gentleman occupying the 
floor. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. He is broke by reason of Democratic 
laws and Democratic deflation. In talking to the farmers in 
my district at the time of the last campaign, I told them the 
first thing they needed was a home market; that one con- 
sumer in the home market was worth a dozen abroad and that 
they needed to put the business interests of the east and the 
factories of the east on a sound, substantial, working basis, 
and then a demand would be created for their products, and 
they all know it to-day in the results that have followed. 
They know it in the changed prices, they know it in the im- 
provement of their condition. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I yield to my genial friend from Texas. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Then, why could you not get by 
with the argument that if they would give you $1.50 for your 
wheat you would have mere money to buy their manufactured 
goods? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Was my friend from Texas in favor 
of the MceNary-Haugen bill? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. 
question? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Oh, the gentleman was not in favor of 
it himself. He need not ask that question. He answered it in 
part himself when he voted against the bill. 

Mr. TINCHER. The map out in the lobby shows why. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska 
with pleasure. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. The gentleman promised to give 
information, and I know he can. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Did not these figures give the gentle- 
man any information? 


make 


the 


Texas. Your party took charge on the 





Will the gentleman answer my 
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Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Not yet. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Then I despair. I give up all hope 
of my friend from Nebraska if he can not-get any information 
out of those figures. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I heard the gentleman state 
how much more prosperous.the farmer is now than he was 
upder the last administration. 

Mr. GREEN of lowa. Yes; under this administration he 
has received over two billion more than he got for his products 


under the last administration. That is a considerable sum, 


according to my opinion. 


Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Well, if the gentleman will not | 


give me any information, I will have to take what I have got. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman from Iowa inform the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska how many men were walking the streets 
looking for a job under the former administration? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Over 4,000,000 men; and in less than a 
year and a half after the Republican administration came in 
they were all employed at good wages if they wanted work, and 
were buying the farmers’ products. Now our Democratic friends 
want to take this market from them, and that is the only rem- 
edy they have to propose. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TINcHeER]. 

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Speaker, I listened to the 20 minutes’ 
speech of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Winco] with 
much interest and without any ungentlemanly interruptions. 
I think men have a right to make speeches expressing their 
opinion on matters of this kind, especially when a bill of 
this {mportance is up for consideration. 

I take it from the speeches that have been made so far 
that every one is going to vote for the bill. The gentleman 
from Arkansas wants to put in the last few days making 
the people forget that there ever was a March 4, 1921; he 
wants to make them forget the summer of 1921 when 4,000,- 
000 idle men were traveling the streets; he wants them to 
forget old Boston Common in the summer of 1921 covered 
with ex-service men seeking employment whereby they might 
make a living. I think that he thought that he would make 
the people of the West forget that when Warren G. Harding 
took the oath of office in this Capitol there was no 
market at all for the products of the farmers; he wanted 
to make the people forget that the Government’s own obliga- 
tions were selling for 85 cents on the dollar. When the time 
comes this fall we will try to remind the folks of what 
happened, and that the only prosperity the American farmer 
ever had in the United States under a Democratic adminis- 
tration was attributable directly to the war and getting a 
$30,000,000,000-bond issue on the part of the United States, 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Why, he claims the benefit of the credit act passed by the 
Sixty-seventh Congress—even elaimed credit for acts passed 
during the Sixty-sixth Congress and passed by Republicans 
over the veto of a Democratic President. All these things will 
be dug up. We will fight it out. 

I am reminded of a story, and I am going to take the time 
to tell it. Down in Tennessee a man came along with a magic 
lantern. It was a little place, but it had one little theater. 
They would not let him in. They said, “No; you can’t come 
in.” He kept hunting around and after a while he found a 
vacant store where they had moved out. He stuck candles 
around in the store, so as to have a little light. By some acci- 
dent they had left a powder keg in which there was a little 
powder left and a hole where he could stick a candle. No one 
knew about it. The show was going on and everybody having 
a good time, and when the candle burned down to the powder 
it exploded. Different ones had different experiences. One old 
fellow got up, wiped his eyes, and said, “I wonder what they 
are going to show next.” Just as he said that an old fellow 
going out of the door, covered with blood, said, “ I don’t know; 
I have seen all I want to see.” [Laughter.] 

So when you go out there and tell the American farmers that 
you voted against every measure that would help them, that 
you are now sure going to do something for them, they will 
tell you that they have seen enough and had all the experience 
they wanted. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman rise? 

= HOWARD of Nebraska. I want to strike out the last 
wo 

The SPEAKBER pro tempore. The time is tn the control of 
the gentleman from lowa. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill. 
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Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska Mr Speaker. this matter is 


of such vast importance I think we ought to have more here, 
and I make the point of no quorum. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman from Nebraska 


mikes the point of no quorum. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Nebraska have five minutes. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I do not want any time; I 
want a querum. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
makes a point of no quorum, and the Chair will count. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I am human; I 
do not know how I can stand out against these lovable fellows 
who are importuning me to withdraw my point. 1 quit. I 
withdraw. [|Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the pas- 
sage of the bill 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was 
passed. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILT 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I call up the confer- 
ence report upon the bill (H. R, 8839) making appropriations 
for the government of the District of Columbia and other 
activities chargeable in whole or in part against the revenues 
of the said District for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, 
and for other purposes, and move its consideration at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota calls up the 
conference report upon the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the conference report, as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
8839) making appropriations for the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole 
or in part against the revenues of such District for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 15, 
16, 17, 20, 23, 24, 30, 31, 35, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 57, 61, 75, $1, &2. 
$5, 93, 96, 97, 98, 99, 108, 113, 121, 131, 198, 137, 139, 147, 152, 
158, 161, and 162. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 
19, 21, 22, 25, 26, 29, 32, 38, 36, 37, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 
51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 58, 59, 60, 62, 65, 70, 71, 76, 77, 78, 79, 86, 87, 
92, 94, 95, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 109, 112, 114, 115, 122, 
125, 126, 127, 120, 130, 152, 184, 135, 136, 128, 142, 148, 145, 146, 
148, 150, 151, 153, 154, 156, 159, 160, 164, 165, and 167, and agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the Senate recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the House to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by the 
amendment of the House insert the following: “any revenue 
(not including the proportionate share of the United States in 
any revenue arising as the result of the expenditure of appro- 
priations made for the fiscal year 1924 and prior fiscal years) 
now required by law to be credited to the District of Columbia 
and the United States in the same proportion that each con- 
tributed to the activity or source from whence such revenue 
was derived shall be credited wholly to the District of Co- 
lumbia, and in addition, $9,000,000”; and the House agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the fol- 
lowing: “ ; for the purchase of two automobiles at not to ex- 
ceed $450 each for the use of the assessor’s office, $900; in all, 
$3,900”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered ‘i, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien 
of the sum proposed insert “ $605,650"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 63, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ $925,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
‘ianner provided by law”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 67, 
and agree to the same with au amendment as follows: In leu 
the sum proposed * $75,000”; and the Senate agree 
io the same 


of insert 


Amendment numbered 68: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 68, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


of the number proposed insert “ three” 


to the same, 


- and the Senate agree 


Amendinent numbered 69: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, 
und agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


of the number proposed insert “ three” 
to the same 
Amendment 
disagreement 
and ag 


; and the Senate agree 
numbered 72: That the House recede from its 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 
ree to the same with an amendment follows: 


ee 


fe. 
In lieu 


to 


as 


of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: | 


“two motor field wagons at not to exceed $650 each, the pur- 
chase of one motor field wagon at not to exceed $650, the pur- 
chase of four motor trucks at not to exceed $650 each”; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 73: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


of the sum proposed insert “ $350,000” ; 
to the same, 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and 


and the Senate agree 


agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “ $250,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered S80: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and | 


ngree to the same with an amendment 


the matter inserted by said amendment 


as follows: In lieu of 
insert the following: 


saline, 

Amendment numbered 88: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 88, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


! 
the sum proposed insert “ $35,000"; and the Senate agree to 


the same, 

Amendment numbered 91: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 91, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “ $53,580"; and the Senate agree to 
the same 

Amendment numbered 100: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 100, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $3,459,740"; and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 110, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum of $160,000 named in said amendment insert the 
sum “$100,000”: and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 111: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 111, 
und agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ $206,989”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 128, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ $45,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 144: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 144, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“manner provided by law”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 149, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“in aceordance with the revised plan as set forth in Senate 
Document No. 37, Sixty-eighth Congress, first session, $150,000, 
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of which amount $125,000 shall be available for expenditure 
below Benning Bridge and not more than $25,000 may be ex- 
pended above Benning Bridge in the acquirement of necessary 
land”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 155: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment -of the Senate numbered 155, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out amended to read as follows: “on its 
present site in Kast Potomac Park”; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 157: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 157, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ $40,000”; and the Senate agree to 
the same, 

Amendment numbered 163: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 163, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert: “ $1,500,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have not agreed on amendments 
numbered 2, 18, 28, 34, 64, 83, 84, 89, 90, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 


123, 124, 140, 141, and 166. 
LAWRENCE C. PHIPPs, 
W. L. Joneses, 
L. Hetster BAL, 


E. I. Evwarps, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

C. R. Davis, 

FrANK H. FuNK, 

MartTIN S. MADDEN, 

W. A. AYRES, 

JosrePH W. Byrns, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House, at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 88389) making appropriations for 
the government of the District of Columbia and other activities 


| chargeable in whole or in part against the revenues of such 
“the manner provided by law”; and the Senate agree to the | 


District for the fiseal year ending June 80, 1925, and for other 


| purposes, submit the following written statement in explana- 
its 


tion of the effect of the action agreed upon by the conferees and 
recommended in the accompanying conference report: 

On No. 1: Provides a lump-sum contribution by the United 
States toward the expenses of the District of Columbia of 
$9,000,000, together with the whole of such revenue arising 
subsequent to July 1, 1924, which is now credited to the United 
States and the District of Columbia in the proportion required 
by law, instead of $8,000,000 and a somewhat similar disposi- 
tion of miscellaneous revenue, as proposed by the House, and 
$14,000,000 or a 60—40 division of expenses, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

On Nos. 3 to 11, inclusive, relating to the Executive Office: 
Appropriates $17,000 for temporary employees, building in- 
spection division, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $15,000, 
as proposed by the House; fixes the allowances to inspectors 
for motor cycles and automobiles at $13 and $26 each per month, 
respectively, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $10 and $20 
each per month, respectively, as proposed by the House; and 
uppropriates $4,000 for temporary employees, plumbing inspec- 
tion division, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $3,000, as 
proposed by the House. 

On Nos. 12 and 13: Appropriates $19,320 for personal services 
in the license bureau, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$17,820, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 14: Provides an allowance at the rate of $26 per 
month to coroner for furnishing his own automobile for official 
uses, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $20 per month, as 
proposed by the House. 

On Nos, 15, 16, and 17, relating to the office of superintendent 
of weights, measures, and markets: Strikes out the appropria- 
tion proposed by the Senate for the purchase of a Ford motor 
truck, and provides for the maintenance of four motor trucks, 
as proposed by the House, instead of five, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

On No, 19: Strikes out, as proposed by the Senate, the limita- 
tion on the contingent fund of the public utilities commission 
with respect to expenditures incident to the enforcement of 
the law relating to the relief of street-car motormen. 

On No. 20: Strikes out the appropriation of $600 proposed by 
the Senate fer temporary clerk hire in the department of in- 
surance, 
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On Nos. 21 and 22: Appropriates $42,320 for personal services | 


in the surveyor’s office, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$39,920, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 23: Restores the appropriation of $1,500 proposed by 
the House for revision of the highway plan. 


On No. 24: Strikes out the appropriation of $10,000 proposed | 
by the Senate for preparation of a city plan outside of the | 


original Federal city of Washington. 

On Nos, 25 and 26: Provides for an allowance to the purchas- 
ing officer for the maintenance of his own automobile as pro- 
posed by the Senate, and fixes the automobile allowance at 
$26 per month, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $20 per 
month, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 27: Appropriates $900 for the purchase of two auto- 
mobiles for the assessor’s office, instead of $2,400 for the pur- 
chase of three automobiles, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 29: Fixes the allowance for supplying personal auto- 


mobile at $26 per month, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 


$20 per month, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 30: Strikes out the appropriation of $300,000 toward 
the construction of a building for the recorder of deeds, and 
the authorization therefor, proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 31: Requires that refunds of erroneous collections 
shall be credited to the United States and the District of Co- 
lumbia in the proportion required by law, as proposed by the 
House, instead of in the proportion that the appropriations 
were or are paid from the Treasury of the United States and 
the revenues of the District of Columbia, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

On Nos. 32 and 33: Appropriates $10,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for office equipment for the assessor and collector of 
taxes, instead of $5,000, as proposed by the House. 

On Nos. 35 to 56, inclusive, relating to street improvements: 
Restores the appropriation of $6,000, proposed by the House, 
for paving Webster Street, Seventh Street to Illinois Avenue; 
appropriates $14,800 for paving Bryant Street, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $7,400, as proposed by the House, and 
extends the improvement from Lincoln Road to Fourth Street, 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of to Third Street, as pro- 
posed by the House; provides for the paving of Thirteenth 
Street from F to Eye Streets, 80 feet wide, as proposed by the 
House, instead of a smaller width, and from F to K Streets, as 
proposed by the Senate; restores the appropriation of $15,000, 
proposed by the House, for paving Kennedy Street, Fifth 
Street to Bighth Street: restores the appropriation of $4,800, 
proposed by the House, for paving Seventeenth Street, Webster 
Street to Allison Street; restores the appropriation of $7,500, 
proposed by the House, for paving Kansas Avenue, Allison 
Street to Buchanan Street; restores the appropriation of 
$10,900, proposed by the House, for paving New Hampshire 
Avenue, Grant Circle to Allison Street; appropriates $4,600, as 


proposed by the Senate, for paving Sixteenth Street SE., | 


East Capitol Street to A Street; appropriates $6,200, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for paving Kansas Avenue, Thirteenth 
Street to Quincy Street; appropriates $2,400, as proposed by 
the Senate, for grading Fern Street, Blair Road to FBighth 
Street ; appropriates $7,000, as proposed by the Senate, for pav- 
ing Quebec Place, Tenth Street to Thirteenth Street; appro- 
priates $14,000 for paving Twenty-seventh Street, K Street to 
L Street, as proposed by the Senate; appropriates $2,800, as 
proposed by the Senate, for paving Vine Street, Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad to Maple Street; appropriates $13,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for paving Arkansas Avenue, Georgia 
Avenue to Emerson Street; appropriates $8,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, for paving Twelfth Street, C Street to D Street; 
appropriates $7,300, as proposed by the Senate, for paving 
Seventeenth Street, Irving Street to Kilbourne Street; appro- 
priates $13,900, as proposed by the Senate, for paving Thirty- 
ninth Street, Van Ness Street to Yuma Street: appropriates 
$19,000, as proposed by the Senate, for paving Twelfth Street, 
Otis Street to Michigan Avenue; appropriates $13,800, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for paving Fifth Street, T Street to 
W Street; appropriates $3,500, as proposed by the Senate, for 
paving V Street, Fourth Street to Fifth Street. 

On No, 57: Strikes out the provision propesed by the Senate 
with respect to the compensation of the assistant to the corpo- 
ration counsel. 


On Nos. 58, 59, and 60, relating to repairs of streets: Appro- 
priates for three motor trucks, as proposed by the Senate, in- 
stead of one motor truck, as proposed by the House; fixes the 
allowance for privately owned automobile at $26 per month, as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of $20 per month, as proposed 
by the House, and appropriates $600,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $550,000, as proposed by the House. 
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On Nos. 61 to 63, inclusive, relating to gasoline tax, road 


| and street fund: Restores the appropriation of $112,000 pro- 


posed by the House for paving Georgia Avenue, Military Road 
to Fern Street; appropriates $35,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for paving Seventh Street, Pennsylvania Avenue to G 
Street SW. 

On Nos. 65 and 66: Provides for an allowance of $26 per 
month for a privately owned automobile, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $20 per month, as proposed by the House, and 
provides that certain revenue shall be credited to the United 
States and the District of Columbia in the manner provided by 
law, instead of in the proportions required by law, as proposed 
by the House, and in the proportions that the appropriations 
have been or may be paid from the Treasury of the United 
States and the revenues of the District of Columbia, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

On No. 67: Appropriates $75,000, for trees and parking, in- 
stead of $55,000, as proposed by the Llouse, and $100,000, as 
proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 68 to 75, inelusive, relating to sewers: Provides for 
the purchase of eight motor vehicles, instead of four motor 
vehicles, as proposed by the House, and 10 motor vehicles, as 
proposed by the Senate; appropriates $265,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $231,000, as proposed by the House, for 
cleaning and repairing sewers and basins; provides for the 
purchase of seven motor vehicles in connection with suburban 
sewers, instead of four vehicles, as proposed by the House, and 
eight vehicles as proposed by the Senate; appropriates $350,000 
for suburban sewers, instead of $325,000, as proposed by the 
House, and $370,000, as proposed by the Senate; appropriates 
$250,000 for assessment and permit work, instead of $200,000, as 
proposed by the House, and $300,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate; and appropriates $60,000, as proposed by the House, for 
the extension of the Rock Creek main interceptor, instead of 
$30,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 76 to $1, inclusive, relating to the collection and dis- 
posal of refuse: Fixes the allowances for privately owned 
motor cycles and automobiles at $13 and $26 per month each, 
respectively, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $10 and $20 
per month each, respectively, as proposed by the House; pro- 
vides that certain revenue shall be credited to the United 
States and the District of Columbia, in the manner provided 
by law, instead of in the proportion required by law, as pro- 
posed by the House, and in the proportions as the appropria- 
tions are paid from the Treasury of the United States and the 
revenues of the District of Columbia, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate; and strikes out the appropriation of $40,000 proposed by 
the Senate for the purchase of land for a garbage transfer sta- 
tion. 


On No, 82: Restores the appropriation of $7,000 proposed by 


| the House for the purchase of a site for playground purposes. 


On Nos. 85 to 88, inclusive, relating to the electrical depart- 
ment: Appropriates $79,940 for personal services, as proposed 
by the House, instead of $81,080, as proposed by the Senate; 
fixes the allowance for privately owned automobiles at $26 
per month each, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $20 per 
month each, as proposed by the House; appropriates $525,000 
for lighting, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $500,000, 
as proposed by the House; appropriates $35,000 for illuminat- 
ing fixtures, instead of $20,000, as proposed by the House, and 
$50,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 91 to 115, inclusive, relating to publie schools: Appro- 
priates $53,580 for personal services in the superintendent's 
office, instead of $48,300, as proposed by the House, and $56,220, 
as proposed by the Senate; appropriates $13,020 for personal 
services in the secretary’s office, as proposed by the Senate, in- 
stead of $11,700, as proposed by the House; provides for 2,676 
teachers, as proposed by the House, instead of 2,690 teachers, 
as proposed by the Senate; provides for four assistant prin- 
cipals, to be deans of girls of the Business, Western, McKinley 
Manual Training, and Armstrong Manual Training High 
Schools, as proposed by the Senate; appropriates $3,459,740 
for pay of teachers, instead of $5,450,140, as proposed by the 
House, and $3,476,540 ,as proposed by the Senate; appropriates 
$30,000 in connection with vacation schools and playgrounds, 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of $20,000, as proposed by 
the House ; appropriates $660,000 for longevity pay, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $650,000, as proposed by the House; 
appropriates $60,000 for payment of annuities, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $50,000, as proposed by the House; ap- 
propriates $44,000 for allowance to principals, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $43,280, as proposed by the House; ap- 
propriates $90,000 for pay of night-school teachers, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $70,000, as proposed by the House; 
appropriates $13,330 for Americanization work, as proposed by 
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the ut stead of $0,560, as prepesed by the House; appro- 
priutes $443,076 for salaries, care of buildings and grounds, as 
proposed by the House, instead of $452,520, as proposed by the 
Senate; appropriates $235,000 for fuel, ete., as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $226,000, as proposed by the House; appre- 
priates $100,000 for furniture and equipment for the addition 
to Armstrong Manual Training Sehool, imstead of $80,000, as 
proposed by the [louse, and $160,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
and appropriates $4,588 for furniture and equipment for the 
school building on Spring Toad site, as proposed by the Senate; 
fixes the allowance for privately owned automobiles at $312 


per annum cach, us proposed by the Senate, instead ef $240 per 
annum each, as proposed by the House; appropriates $125,000 
for school supplies, as proposed by the House, 
instead of $150,000, as proposed by the Senate; appropriates 
510,000 for laboratory equipment, as proposed by the Senate, 
Instead of $8,000, as proposed by the House; and appropriates 


textbooks and 


$5.000 for preparation of plans and specifications for a new 
ol building for McKinley Manual Training School, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 121 and 122: Strikes out the appropriation of $15,000 
proposed by the Senate for the purchase of a site for a new 
school in the vicinity of South Dakota and Rhode Island 
Avenues NE.; and appropriates $5,000, as proposed by the 


Senate, for the preparation of plans, etc., in connection with 


the Junior High School near Twenty-fourth and N Streets 
NW. 
On Nos. 125 and 126: Provides for 25 policemen to be 


mounted on horses, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 20, 
as proposed by the House, and appropriates $1,745,700 for sal- 
aries, Metropolitan police, as proposed by the Senate, instead 
of $1,743,000, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 127: Appropriates $400,000 for the policemen and 
firemen’s relief fund, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$350,000, as proposed by the House. 

On Nos, 128 to 135, inelusive, relating to the fire department: 
Appropriates $45,000 for repairs to apparatus, instead of 
$35,000, aS proposed by the Hlouse, and $50,000, as proposed by 
the Senate; appropriates $30,000 for hose, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $25,000, as proposed by the House; appro- 
printes for three pumping engines, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of two, as proposed by the House, to eost $10,000 
each, aS proposed by the House, instead of $12,500 each, ag pro- 
posed by the Senate; appropriates $2,000 for an automobile, 
as proposed by the Senate; strikes out the appropriation of 
$16,000, proposed by the Senate, for a drill tewer and concrete 
smoke-test building; appropriates $62,000 for new truck-com- 
pany house, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $50,000, as 
proposed by the Heuse; and appropriates $56,000 for a new 
engine-company house, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$45,000, as proposed by the House. 

On Nos. 136, 137, and 138, relating to the health department: 
Strikes out, as propesed by the Senate, the limitation preposed 
by the House on expenditures for persenal services in connec- 
tion with the prevention of contagious diseases; strikes out 
the allewance of $10,000, proposed by the Senate, in connection 
with the prevention of diphtheria; and fixes the allowance for 
a privately owned automobile at $26 per month, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $20 per month, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 189: Strikes out the provision proposed by the Senate 
with respect to deputizing employees of the Juvenile Court to 
act in the capacity of absent employees, 

On No. 142: Appropriates $3,500 for furniture for nurses’ 
home at the Tuberculosis Hospital, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 148: Apprepriates $162,360 for personal services at 
the Gallinger Municipal Hospital, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $137,360, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 144: Provides in connection with the Industrial 
Home School for Colored Children that certain revenue shall 
be credited to the United States and the District of Columbia 
in the manner provided by law, instead of in the proportion 
required by law, as proposed by the House, and in the propor- 
tions as the appropriations for such school are paid from the 
Treasury of the United States and the revenues of the District 
of Columbia. 


On Nos. 145 to 148, inclusive, relating to the militia: Pro- 
vides for the purchase and maintenance of athletic and other 
equipment, as proposed by the Senate; appropriates $23,000 for 
expenses of camps, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$20,000, as proposed by the House; appropriates $7,000 for rent 
of armory and drill hall, as proposed by the Heuse, instead of 
$15,000, as proposed by the Senate; and appropriates $9,000 for 


pay of troops, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $7,000, as 
proposed by the Mouse. 

On No. 149: Appropriates $150,000 on aecount of Anacostia 
River and Flats, as proposed by the House, instead of $200,000, 
aS proposed by the Senate, and provides, as proposed by the 
Senate, for continuing the work in accordance with the revised 
plan as set forth in Senate Document 97, Sixty-eighth Con- 
gress, first session, and further provides, as proposed by the 
Senate, that not more than $25,000 of the appropriation may be 
expended above Benning Bridge. 

On Nos. 150 and 151: Provides for the purchase of motor 
cycles for park police, as proposed by the Senate, and appro- 
priates on account of motor cycles, $4,250, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $3,000, as proposed by the House. 

On Nos, 152 to 161, inclusive, relating to the improvement 
and care of public grounds: Strikes out the appropriation of 
$53,500 propesed by the Senate for laying cement and other 
walks and drives in various reservations; appropriates $60,000 
for improvement, care, and maintenance of various reserva- 


‘tions, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $50,000, as pro- 


posed by the House; appropriates $35,000 fer improvement and 
care of East Potomae Park, as proposed by the Senate, instead 
of $25,000, as proposed by the House; provides that the tour- 
ists’ camp shall be maintained on its present site in Last Po- 
tomae Park, as proposed by the House, instead of without des- 
ignation of its location, as proposed by the Senate; appropri- 
ates $15,000 in connection with outdoor sports in the parks, 
as propesed by the Senate, instead of $10,000, as proposed by 
the House; appropriates $40,000 for increased cost in park 
maintenance, instead of $30,000, as proposed by the House, 
and $50,000, as proposed by the Senate; appropriates $10,000 
for purification of waters of Tidal Basin, as proposed by the 
House, instead of $12,000, as proposed by the Senate; appro- 
priates $37,000 for lighting the public grounds, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $35,000, as proposed by the House; ap- 
propriates $5,000 for a survey to establish boundary line be- 
tween the District of Columbia and the State of Virginia, as 
proposed by the Senate; and strikes out the provision proposed 
by the Senate allowing the use of appropriations interchange- 
ably. 

On No. 162: Strikes out the appropriation of $762,000, pro- 
posed by the Senate, for the acquisition of the Klingle Road 
Valley Park, the Piney Branch Valley Park, and the Patterson 
tract, 

On No. 163: Appropriates $1,500,000 for increasing the water 
supply, instead of $800,000, as proposed by the House, and 
$2,500,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 164 and 165, relating to the water department: Fixes 
the allowance for privately owned motor cycles at $13 per 
month each, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $10 per month 
each, as proposed by the House; and appropriates $44,000 for 
laying water main in the vicinity of Fourth Street and Rhode 
Island Avenue Northeast, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 167: Fixes the limitation on expenditures for certain 
personal services from appropriations for water department 
work at $25,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $20,000, 
as propesed by the House. 

The committee of conference have not agreed upon the fol 
lowing amendments of the Senate: 

On No. 2, relating to the salary of the engineer commissioner, 

On No, 18, relating to the apportionment of appropriations, 
made for the use ef the municipal architect in payment for, 
services of draftsmen, ete. 

On No, 28, relating to the submission of estimates of appro- | 
priations for the fiseal year 1926, in connection with motor- 
propelled and horse-drawn vehicles. 

On No. 34, appropriating $250 te aid in support of the Na- 
tional Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws. 

On No. 64, relating to assessments and the disposition of, 
moneys derived therefrom under the gasoline-tax road and 
street fund. 

On Nos. 88 and &, relating to the purchase of playground, 
sites. 

On Nos. 89 and 90, previding for business manager in the 
publie schools. 

On Nes. 116 to 120, inclusive, relating to the acquisition of 
sites for school purposes, and the construction of a junior high 
school on one of such sites. 

On Nos. 123 and 124, relating to the School for Tubercular 
Pupils. 

On Nos. 140 and 141, providing an additional assistant proba- 
tion officer under the Supreme Court of the District of Co- 
lumbia, 
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On No. 166, limiting the expenditures for personal 
in connection with various kinds of work. 
Cc. R. Davis 
FRANK H. FUNK, 
Martin B. MApDEN 
W. A. AYRES, 
JosevH W. BYRNs, 
Vanagers on the part of the House. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I desire very brietl) 
to state the present condition of this bill. It has caused hot 


services | 


| 
| 


only your committee but, I think, the committee ef the Senate | 


considerable trouble. There are 166 Senate amendments. I 
do net care to refer to them just now. ‘The report just read, 
I think, ought to convince this House that we have done con 
siderable work over a matter of this kind. While this city is 
not as large as Chicago or New York, yet the complications 
connected with it are almost enough to drive any ordinary 
man—not your humble servant—crazy in consideration of mat- 
ters of this kind; and I assure the Members of the House 
that I worked honestly and conscientiously, as have the other 
members of the conference committee in this matter, having 
in mind not only the interests of the District of Columbia but 


the interests of the Government of the United States. We | 


have done the best that we can. [Applause.] 

The total of this bill as passed by the Senate was $29,227,519. 
The total of the bill as passed by the House was $24,652,697. 
The amount added by the Senate was $4,574,822. The Senate 
has receded from their total bill to the extent of $2,772,414. 
That is quite a concession, I think. The House recession in 
the conference committee—and the work has been 
ous—amounts to $1,380,136, and upon matters which might be 
said to be still in dispute we shall recommend recession to the 
amount of $422,272. The total House recession, therefore, 
amounts to $1,804,408, as against the Senate recession of 
2,772,414. 

I think gentlemen ought to consider that a pretty fair com- 
promise on our part. [Applause.] 

The amount of the bill as agreed to by the managers on the 
part of the House is $26,455,105. The District of Columbia 
items in the second deficiency appropriation bill—policemen 
and firemen and schools and so forth—amount to $2,625,162.21. 
With that your conferees have nothing to do, and they have 
nothing to say about it. The items in the field service under 
the classification act chargeable wholly against the District of 
Columbia amount to $196,886. The total appropriation for 
the whole thing amounts to $129,277,153.21. 

That is for the year 1925. 
States under this bill $9,000,000, and payable from the District 
revenues, including the water revenues and the gas-tax reve- 
nues, $20,277,153.21. 

These figures look large, and they are large for a city of 
this size. There is a great effort over in the Senate to still 
stick to the 60-40 proposition, and I think I deserve some com- 
pliment for helping to put through that proposition several 
years ago. Let me show you a comparison between the 60—40 
basis and the new basis, called the lump sum. The total ap- 
propriations for 1925, as I said before, amount to $29,277,153.21. 


There is payable from water rates $1,196,860 and from the | 


gas tax $925,000, making a total of $2,308,750. On the 60-40 


basis the amount that the Government would have to pay | 


would be $10,787,361.28 and the amount that the District would 
pay would be $16,181,041.93. Under the lump-sum arrange- 
ment the Government will pay $9,000,000, and the difference 
amounts to $1,787,361.28. The amount of estimated revenue 
surrendered by the United States under the lump-sum agree- 
ment is $700,000. The real difference in favor of the United 
States under the lump-sum arrangement, as contradistinguished 
from the 60—40 basis, amounts to $1,087,361.28. That is what 
your conferees have agreed upon, and that is what I shall ulti- 
mately ask this House to adopt in the conference report. I say 
to you that this is a fair and square proposition, at least as far 
as I am able to accomplish, together with my conferees. I am 
very much obliged to them for the services they have rendered. 
This has not been child’s play. It has been hard work. In my 
judgment, it is harder work than any that comes before this 
House, except possibly work from the Ways and Means on a 
taxation bill. The Army and the Navy and the Agricultural 
and the other appropriation bills deal in larger sums, but not in 


intricacies in any case comparable with what we find in this 
bill. 


I shall not want to yield very much time, because I think the 
conference report, which has been read and which will appear 


There is payable by the United | 


} years, 


uite labori- | 





in the Rrcorp, makes it very plat: 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Ar 

Mr. MADDEN Mr. Speaker, | , i ventleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], the chairmar ‘ ‘omm 
in charge of the Distriet of Columbia appropr , on the 
successful work that he has accomplished ’ ion with 
the settlement of the problems involved 
of paving the expenses of the Dist 

DAVIS of Minnesota I hope 


iy colleagues on that comn 


vield three n 
ttee 


* method 


AYR! 

Mr. MADDEN. I certainly do not, and IT extend my congratu- 
lations to them. The settlement made, I think, is about the 
We have left behind us the 
question of the 60-40 or the 50-50 proposition, and we 


S 


most equitable I have ever known 
] uve 
fixed the amount of the Government's contribution to a flat 
sum. 

And that fixed sum in this ease is about 30 per cent of the 
total instead of 40 per cent. More than that, Mr. Speaker, in 
the settlement of this problem the conferees have guarded the 
Publie Treasury by insisting that all revenue arising from ex- 
penditures made on the 60—40 basis or 50-50 basis, even though 
it comes in during the next fiscal year and ensuing years, shall 
be divided between the Government and the District in the 
proportion to which each was entitled by law during those 
These amount, perhaps, to $200,000 a year. The exact 
amount is not ascertainable now. Under the leadership of the 
gentleman from Minnesota, accompanied by my colleague [ Mr. 
FUNK] and the gentleman from Kansas | Mr. Ayres], there has 
been no day too long and no work too arduous for them to 
undertake. They have worked faithfully, they have worked 
consistently, conscientiously, and honestly for the accomplish- 
ment of a settlemrent which for all time, let us hope, will 
clarify the atmosphere and leave to the people of the District 
of Columbia an opportunity to tax themselves as much as they 
please and get as many improvements as they please at their 
own expense and to place the contribution of the people of the 
United States at a fixed sum which is fair. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question ? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. If that change which has been 
made continues, does the gentleman contemplate that the Bu 
reau of the Budget shall still function? 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, yes, indeed. I think we ought not to 
permit the District of Columbia to come out from under the 
Budget’s jurisdiction any more than we would the Bureau of 
Mines. ‘There is no reason in the world why they should. 
The District of Columbia is only a child of the United States. 
This District was established that the Government might have 
control over its own affairs, and the mere fact that people 
have come here to help function the Government ought not to 
give them privileges that will enable them to act independently 
of the Government. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I hope the gentleman will give me 


| credit for understanding that, but I was wondering, now there 
| has been a lump-sum appropriation out of the Treasury of the 


United States, if it ends the liability of the United States. 

Mr. MADDEN. No; I think now, more than ever before, we 
ought to visé and prevent from destruction the great Govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia by keeping guard over its 
activities and protecting and preserving in every way the in- 
tegrity of every dollar of the money paid into the Treasury 
by the taxpayers of the District and prevent any peculation, 
dishonesty, or waste. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. If the gentleman will allow me, 
then what is proposed in the future is that the Government 
shall pay a lump sum for the support of the District? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Beyond that the Government shall 
function as heretofore in connection with the Bureau of the 
Budget in restricting the authorities of the District in the mat- 
ter of imposing taxes to raise the revenue to make the ex- 


| penditures. 


Mr. MADDEN. Well, I think, of course there must be some 
guiding spirit somewhere, and this is the guiding spirit over 
the creature of the Government, the child of the Government, 
we might say, and the father must not send the child adrift, 
and we are not going to do it if I have anything to say about 
it. [Applause. ] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANrTon]. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, there are agreements in this 
conference report on at least a dozen different items that 
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ference report subject to a point of order. I could 


In) ‘ 

} n the point of order against it and sent the report 
back for further action, but it is too late now in the session 
to do that The departments of the Government in the Dis- 
tr nust have money on which to run and function, and, as 


ire to adjourn to-morrow evening, I did not feel ike doing 
it, but if we had had more time [ would have done it, because 


it not SO.000000 but a total of $10,000,000 that the Govern- 
ment is paying the District in this bill, when no more than 
So COOL OO hould be paid 
MI MADDEN Will the gentleman yleld right there? I 
vant to say there is not anything in the conference report 
subject to a point of order. 
ir. BLANTON. Oh, if T had time I could convince the gen- 
fiemaun In two minutes that there are many items in here sub- 
ject to the point of order agreed to in conference, but I have 
not the tine. Of course; the gentleman from Illinois—he is 
one of the hardest working men in this Congress, and, thank 
God, we have got him here—tas not had time to wade through 
it all. If we had not had him here this conference report 
would not have been completed. -[Applause.] I can tell you 
that. He is the only man in Congress who could have brought 
th conference report to an agreement, and the committee 


knows it, but he did not have time to study all these matters 
in detail like L have studied them, and I kaow some things 
were put in by agreement that were beyond the scope of the 
conferees’ nuthority and subject to the point of order, but, as 
I say, I would not make it. But by this bill we are paying 
$10,000,000 out of the Government Treasury next fiscal year 
to run the expenses of this city. 

I want to show you what the total appropriation used to be 
and how they have gradually been enlarged. In 1804, 30 years 
ago, the total appropriations made for the District of Colum- 
bia for all purposes were only $5,413,223, of which the Govern- 
ment contributed half. In 1904 they were $8,888,097; in 1914, 
only 10 years ago, the total appropriations for this great city 
were only $7,302,239, of which the Government paid half; and 
in 1917, when we entered the war, the total appropriations 
for this city were $12,842,216, of which the Government paid 
half, but in this bill we are now appropriating the enormous 
sum of $29,270,000 for the fiscal year 1925, and the Government 
is to contribute $10,000,000. That should give us pause to 
think. 

I agree with every word the gentleman from Iinois [Mr. 
MappEN] has just said. This Government is not going to turn 
Joose this District that is the Nation’s Capital. It is going to 
control it, and in reply to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Moore] I will say that if these people would have a tax rate 
of as much as $2.50 on the $100, which is less than any city 
in the United States now pays, if they would fix the tax rate 
here at $2.50 a hundred, instead of only $1.20 per $100, and let 
the Government of the United States pay $5,000,000 toward 
their expenses each year, which is as much as they ought to pay, 
they would then have more money to spend for everything 
they want in the way of improvements than they could use. 

But they do not do that. They keep their tax rate at $1.20 
per $100, and then expect the Government to pay all the balance 
of their civic expenses. I promise the Congress this: I promise 
you that when you meet next December, the District com- 
mittee will bring you a proper bill to require a proper tax rate 
to be paid here in this city, and I hope you will pass it. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

THE SO-CALLED SURPLUS OF $4,498,154.92 

Tam indebted to and thank my colleagues for permitting me 
to insert in the main part of the Recorp at this point my dis- 
cussion of the so-called surplus of $4,438,154.92, which greedy, 
selfish, citizen associations of Washington are claiming is due 
the District of Columbia by the Government of the United 
States, 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, neither during 
this Congress nor during any other Congress, has made any 
real investigation of this subject. In asking that this bill be 
passed, it is proposing to take $4,438,154.92 of the people’s 
money out of the Public Treasury and give it to the people 
who are so fortunate as to live in the District of Columbia ; 
and it is also inviting these Washingtonians to take from the 
Treasury a little later on the further sum of $819,373.85. If, 
under the provisions of law, strained or otherwise, this Gov- 
ernment were due the District of Columbia any sum, I would 
unhesitatingly vote to pay it, for I promptly pay my own debts, 
and [I want my Government to do likewise. 

tut the justice of this claim has not yet been demonstrated. 
It was hatched up in the minds of certain individuals repre- 
senting the various citizens’ associations of Washington in an 
attempt to make this Government pay as large a share as 
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possible of the local civic expenses of Washington, in order 
to continue local taxes at a nominal rate. 

COMMITTEE MADE NO INVESTIGATION WIIATEVER IN LAST CONGRESS 

Il'rom my minority report which I filed against this proposal 
in the last Congress, as then embraced in H. R. 14372, intro- 
duced by our colleague from Colorado [Mr. Harpy], I quote 
from my said report, found on page 4844 of the CoNGRESSIONAL 
IRxecorp for February 27, 1923, the following: 

The House Committee on the District of Columbia was called to 
meet at 10.30 o'clock a. m. on Wednesday, February 21, 1923. The 
committee has 21 members. The presence of 11 members is required 
to make a quorum. When the committee was called to order at 
10.40 a. m. only eight members were present, to wit: Chairman Focht, 
ZiniLMAN, Walters, Srrovut, BLanron, GiLnert, HaAmMMer, and O'Brien. 
After passing on routine matters, the committee conducted a hear- 
ing on the proposed legislation to extend the time for evicting 
alley residents, hearing the testimony of several witnesses. At 10 
minutes before noon, the business of said committee apparently hav- 
ing been concluded, as members were then circulating a culogy on 
the chairman, the writer stated that he would have to leave, in order 
to be in the House when a conference report was to be taken up. 

Concerning what transpired thereafter, the press reports that a 
motion was made to report the alley bill, but was withdrawn when a 
Member made the point of no quorum, and then, upon motion of the 
entleman from Maryland [Mr. Zi“~MAN], the few Members present 
ordered a favorable report on the Hardy bill (ff. R. 14872), to credit 
said alleged surplus to the District of Columbia. At that time there 
was no quorum present, and said committee was sitting and acting 
without authority, for the House of Representatives has never granted 
authority to said Committee on the District of Columbia to sit during 
the sessions gof the House. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Git- 
BERT] voted against reporting said bill. Such bill has never been con- 
sidered by said committee. No hearing whatever was had on same by 
said connnittee. 

None of the few mombers of said committee present had read even 
the majority report of said special select committee. None of them had 
conferred with the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Evans] concerning 
the minority report he was going te file against said alleged surplus, 
The only excuse given for reporting out said bill without hearing or 
consideration was the statement of the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. 
ZiHLMAN] that he had promised the gentieman from Colorado [{Mr. 
Marpy] to report it out. This ridiculous half-page report shows that 
an amendment in the Senate is pending to attach this $4,438,154.92 
unjust legislation upon the deficiency bill which this House to-day is 
reading under the five-minute rule. The evident intention is to pass ft 
without debate. These gentlemen do not understand that that surplus 
claim is wholly without merit, 


The foregoing shows conclusively that the Committee on the 
District of Columbia of the House of Representatives held no 
hearings and made no investigation whatever of this proposal 
in the Sixty-seventh Congress, but reported the bill when there 
was no quorum present merely to comply with a request that 
had been made by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr, Harpy]. 

COMMITTEE MADE NO REAL INVESTIGATION IN THIS CONGRESS 


When the Committee on the District of Columbia met on 
Wednesday, May 7, 1924, I then insisted that no action be 
taken on this bill until there was a hearing upon and an inves- 
tigation of it. Only after urgent insistence on my part did the 
committee authorize a hearing. And the committee required, 
when creating the subcommittee, that it should make its report 
thereon back to the full committee on the next Wednesday, May 
14, 1924. I immediately urged both the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. LAmprrT] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Beers] to begin the hearings at once, but same was not 
called until 10.30 a. m., Monday, May 12, 1924, which permitted 
only an hour and a half that day and an hour and a half on 
Tuesday, as the House met each day at noon, and the report 
had to be made back to the full committee on Wednesday, May 
14, 1924; and T realized full well that no proper hearing could 
be conducted in three hours, even if I were given the entire 
time to offer evidence against the bill. 

COMMITTER GAVE NO OPPORTUNITY TO PRESENT EVIDENCE AGAINST THE BILL 

As a preliminary to presenting evidence, I tried to show that 
the main preponent of this measure would benefit materially 
by its passage, as he owned property bere in Washington 
alleged to be worth about $200,000, but which was assessed for 
taxes at only $95,010, and at the already low rate of only $1.20 
on the $100 made his taxes on same amount to only $1,140.12, 
and that giving this $4,438,154.92 to the District would natu- 
rally cause a further reduction in his taxes. The committee 
would net allow my statement to go in the record, and further 
tried to eurtail me to just a few minutes, so I turned the sham 


hearing over to them, 
4 
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report against it in 
tating this for the record, 

mes—that the party to 
property here, owns propert) 
e of 548 feet on Twenty-nir 
residential purposes, in eonné 
residience l h irol 100 feet on Cathedral Avenue. 

Mr. Kunz. ¥ lay state that; but if you state th 
sonally interested and that he legislates because of his interest 
property that he owns in the District of Columbia, then | th 
nre wronde. 

Mr. Biantron. Mr. Chairman, the only thing I desire to state, with 
out any attempt to reflect upon anyone, is this: That the party to 
whom 1 mentioned the other day as a property owner here has property 
assessed in three different assessments im the District ef Columbia, 
nggregating a total of $95,010 

Mr. Kunz. In his own name? 

Mr. BLANTON. In his own name. 

Mr. KuNz. As shown by the records of the Distriet? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; as certified by Mr. Wiiliam P. Richards, the 
tax assessor of this District. The part embracing his residence is 
assessed at $31,010, the tax on same being $972.12 Another portion 
is assessed at $7,000, the tax on same being $84. Another portion ts 
assessed at $7,000, the tax on same being $84. ‘1 
assessment of $95,010, with a total tax of $1,140.1 

Mr. Kunz. Mr. Blanten, referring to the remark you made a few 


his makes a total 
> 


moments ago, when I raised the peint ef order, is it your contention 
that the board of assessors in setting a valuation en that property 
owered tl valne and reduced the taxes on his property because he 
~ 


is a en 


Mr. BLanton. Not at ali; no lower than any other Congressn 
or any other Senator. 


Mr. Kunz. Or any other property owner in the District; is that it? 
Or am I led to believe that Senators and Representatives have in 
fluence enough to get a reduction? 

Mr. BLANTON. No It is all assessed low. For instance, there is a 
Texas man, with large southern interests, who owns the Meridian 
Mansions, at 2400 Sixteenth Street. It is assessed at something over 
$1,400,000; less than $1,500,000. I have the statement of B. Kirby 
Smith, who owns it, that he gave $2.500.000 for it, amd that he has 
spent quite a large sum in improving that property, and that the 
improvements alone could not be placed there for $3,000,000, 
the land; and yet it is assessed at less than $1,500,000. 

Mr. Kunz. Do you not think that Congress ought to investigate 


valuation and see whether these gentlemen are doing their duty? 


jet alone 


Mr. BLAXT 


own tronta 


fiter tt 


against 


Distri 


February 5 923, after nding $20,000 [fon this 
i], the ma) , f he oi pec select commit 
filed their re ] 
etailed andit and Y 

June 80, 1911, to June 30, 1922.’” 


Mr. Kunz. You are now talking about the Senate 
that it? 

Mr. BLANTON. The joint committer In other words, the 
that they had made a detafied audit 
to 1922 I quote further: 

Whereas in said act creating said special select con 
provided that said commii(tee— 


committer 


aud examination only fro 


mittee Congress 


“*Is authorized and directed to Inquire into all matters pertaining 
to the fiseal relations between the District of Columbla and th 
United States since July 1, 1874.’” 

In other words, they skipped from July 1, 1874, to June 80, 1911. 
All that interim between Jaly 1, 1874, and June 30, 1911, was not tn- 
vestizated at all. 

Now, notice 
report: 


“In explaining why they did not comply with the ab 


and go back to 1874, instead of Itmiting their audit and examina 
to the short period between June 80, 1911, and Ju 30, 1922 
majority in their report said: 

“*It would have been necessary to ask the Congress for a yenr’s 
additional time, at least, within which to make a final report, and an 
additional appropriation of many thousand dollars.’ " 

In other words, they give as their reason for net going back of 
1911, that it would have taken another year and would have required 
the expenditure of some thousands of dollars more 

fhe majority of the committee wholly disregarded 


the following 
direction given them by Cony; 


Then | quete where Congress scted them to go back to July 1, 
iS74. 


Now, I want to show you what Mr. Bvans. our colleague from 


ka, says in bis report on page 4764, Recorn fo 


nary 
192: Phis is his mimority report that T am quoting 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


“The minority views of your committee appointed pursuant to th 


inquire int the fiscal re 
lations between the District of Columbia and the United States 


The undersigned is unable to agree with the findings and conetu- 
sions of the majority of the committee for the following r 
(1) The constraction of the act raising the committee as orade by 
the majority report ie erreneous, and the same objection lies as to the 


act of Congress approved June 29, 1922, to 


easonse 


ee 


2 OER re 
at 7 





© hd ca 
tte oe 





TIO52 


construction or effect of other acts 
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wearing upon or affecting the matter | 


investigated by the committee 
live says that their construction was erroneous Then he says 
') The investigation made by the committee has covered neither 
the period now the extent that Congres directed 
Notice what he says 
he investigation made by the committee has covered neither the | 
period nor the extent that Congress directed 
flhen he goes on 
3) The finding by the majority of a balance or surplus of $4,458, 
154.92 as due to the District of Columbia is not supported by facts 
or law.” 
That is what Mr. Evans tells you. 
Let me read you a few other excerpts: 
rhe purpose Congress had in creating the joint select committee 
was to discover and report to Congress all facts bearing on the fiscal | 


relations 
trict 


between the District of Columbia, hereinafter called the Dis 
and the United States, hereinafter called the Government, in 
that Congress might be able to determine the exact 
Such a discovery and report has not been made. 
Republican member of this the 
is talking—not a Democrat. 


order 
liscal 
That Is 


that 


state of such 


” 


relations 


your 


committee in House 


Mr. Lampert. Mr. Chairman, I want to be fair with the gentleman 


from Texas, but I do not think it is quite fair on his part to take up 
all the time this morning We have called a witness here who is a 
very busy man, to hear his story. 

Mr. BLANnvToON, Gentlemen, I will beg you to excuse me. I do not care | 
to waste any further time on such a hearing If the only man who | 
has objected to this report and asked a hearing can not have a few 
minutes, excluding all interrupting questions to introduce pertinent 
evidence showing that no such surplus exists, then I withdraw, and | 
will show it in a minority report. 

Mr. Lampert (interposing). I have not taken up a minute of the 


time of this committee this morning. 
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on the Phipps bill and the merits of the case, and respectfully peti- 
tion your committee to favorably report the Phipps bill. 

Mr. Kunz. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be reported 

Mr. Brers. Do we not want to hear from Mr. Donovan? I thought 
he came here to further report. 

Mr. Kvnz. I know. I said yesterday I was 
there more you want to question bim on? 
thing, unless you want him to repeat 

Mr. Beors. It was my impression he 
thing. We stopped him, you remember. 

Mr. Kunz. I know; but he has covered everything 
ered everything, haven't you, Mr, Donovan? 

Mr. Donovan. Yes, Mr. Kunz. I think my testimony yesterday went 
into all the worth-while phases of this hearing. 

Mr. Kunz. It covered every point that Mr. BLANTON bad attacked 

Mr. Donovan. That is right, except I would like 

Mr. Beers. Gentlemen, you have heard the motion. 

Mr. Donovan, Mr. Chairman, with your permission I would like to 


What ts 
yver every- 


-onvinced 
He has gone 
had not gone over every 


You have coyv- 





‘make one short statement for the record, to answer a statement made 


by Mr. BLANTON yesterday regarding the valuation of the Meridian 
Mansions, 2400 Sixteenth Street. 


You will recall, Mr. Chairman, one of the statements made by Mr 
BLaAnron, and if you do not object I would like to make a reply from 
our assessors’ end of it. 

Mr. Kunz, The gentleman from Texas owns that place? 


Mr. Donovan. Louisiana. 
Mr. Kunz. He said he was from Texas, did he not? 
Mr. Donovan. I understand Mr. Kirby Smith, the present owner of 


the property, is from Louisiana and not Texas. 
Mr. Kuyxz. He said he expended $2,000,000 
only paying taxes on $800,000, 
Mr. Donovan. That was not 


on the property and is 


quite the statement He made the 


| statement to this effect, that the property is assessed, in round figures, on 


the full valuation basis, at $1,500,000, and that the owner of the prop 


| erty, Mr. Kirby Smith, had told him that since he purchased the property 


Mr. Buantox, Well, I have had about five minutes, excluding ques- 
tions, | 
Mr. LAMprerT. I do not know anything about this subject. I want to 


hear something about it. 
Mr. BLANTON. I will ask 
Mr. LAMperr. All right, if you feel that way 
(Mr. Blanton thereupon retired.) 


I do know 
about it. 


you to excuse me about ft. 


SO-CALLED FARCE 


And the extent of the hearing conducted by this subcom- 
mittee consisted in putting on the stand Mr. Daniel J. Dono- 


HEARING WAS A COMPLETE 


van. who is employed by the District of Columbia as its 
auditor, who naturally made a general statement favoring 
the District's contention. Besides being an interested em 


ployee of the District of Columbia, he is an interested citizen 
and taxpayer of Washington, interested in getting everything 
out of the Government that he can for Washington. Then for 
a few minutes the subcommittee heard our colleague from 
Colorado [Mr. Harpy], who made no attempt to discuss the 
fiscal business relations of the Government and District back 
to 1874, as Congress had commanded us to do, but merely 
made general statements relating wholly to matters between 


1911 and 1922; and he was followed by a few words from 
Mr. Edward F. Colladay, who represents leading citizens 
of Washington, in getting everything he can out of the 
Government, and he presented an urgent request that 


Congress give this $4,488,154.92 to the District, signed by the 
following: 


Theodore W. Noyes, chairman executive committee of Citizens’ 
Joint Committee on District of Columbia Fiscal Relations; E. F. Col- 
laday, president board of trade; Isaac Gans, president chamber of 


commerce; Anton Stephan, president Merchants and Manufacturers’ 


Association; Charles A. Baker, president Federation of Citizens’ As 
sociations; Stanton C. Peelle, president Bar Association; Herbert 
L. Davis, president Columbia Heights Citizens’ Association; Evan 


H. Tucker, 
president Georgetown 
dent City Club; H. 


president Northeast Citizens’ Association; J. A. Oliver, 
Citizens’ Association; H. E. Stringer, presi- 
V. Haynes, president District of Columbia Bankers’ 


Association; J. C. Weedon, president the Real Estate Board; Arthur 
LD. Marks, president Rotary Club; Harry G. Kimball, president 
Kiwanis Club; James M. Proctor, president Civitan Club. 


Mr. COLLADAY. I understand that Major Donovan has dealt fully 
with the matters of accounting and technique which you might wish 
to consider and that Congressman Harpy, who is a member of the 
congressional joint committee which reported this surplus, has given 
you such information as you might naturally that com- 
mittee’s point of view. Therefore there is no necessity for any 
statement by way of relating fact or law or setting forth argument 
on the part of the citizens’ joint committee at this time. 

We content ourselves with standing upon the 
committee of Congress and wpon the action 


desire from 


report of 
taken by 


the joint 
the Senate 


he had put improvements into the building costing more than $2,000,000 

As a matter of fact the only improvements that have been made 
by Mr. Kirby Smith to the Meridian since the property came into his 
possession have cost not more than $50,000. 

Mr. Krnz. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
and that the bill be reported favorably. 

Mr. Beers. Gentlemen of the committee, you have heard the motion 
that we report the bill favorably to the general committee, All 
in favor of the motion please say “ aye.” 

(The motion was carried.) 

Mr. Kunz. Mr. Chairman, I move we adjourn. 

(Whereupon, at 11.15 o’clock, the committee adjourned.) 


the hearings be concluded 


those 


NEITHER COULD QUOTE CORRECTLY EFITHSR FIGURES OR BVIDENCSA 


You will note that, after I had left the hearing, in attempt 
ing to quote me the gentleman from LIllinois |Mr. Kunz] 
incorrectly asserted that I had stated that— 


Mr. E. Kirby Smith had expended $2,000,000 on his property and is 
only paying taxes on $800,000— 


when I did not say anything of the kind, as the following, 
quoted from the hearings, is what I said: 


Mr. Kunz. Or any other property owner in the District; is toat it? 
Or am I led to believe that Senators and Representatives have influence 
enough to get a reduction? 

Mr. Banton. No. It is all assessed low. For instance, there is a 
Texas man, with large southern interests, who owns the Meridian Man 
sions, at 2400 Sixteenth Street. It is assessed at something over 
$1,400,000—less than $1,500,000. I have the statement of FB. Kirby 
Smith, who owns it, that he gave $2,250,000 for it, and that he has 
spent quite a large sum in improving that property, and that the im- 
provements alone could not be placed there for $3,000,000, let alone the 
land, and yet it is assessed at less than $1,500,000, 


And you will also note that this expert auditor, employed by 
the District of Columbia, Mr. Daniel J. Donovan, likewise 
quoted me incorrectly when in reply to Mr. KuNz’s question he 
asserted that I said what I did not say. Read carefully: 


Mr. Donovan. I understand Mr. Kirby Smith, the present owner of 
the property, is from Louisiana and not Texas. 

Mr. KuNz. He said he expended $2,000,000 on the property and ts 
only paying taxes on $800,000, 


Mr. Donovan. That was not quite the statement. He made the state 


ment to this effect, that the property is assessed in round figures on tho 
full valuation basis at $1,500,000, and that the owner of the property, 
Mr. Kirby Smith, had told him that since he purchased the property ho 
had put improvements into the building costing more than $3,000,000. 

As a matter of fact, the only improvements that have been made by 
Mr. Kirby Smith to the Meridian since the property came into his pos- 
session have cost not more than $50,000, 
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MY STATEMPNT ABSOLUTELY CORRECT 


word of my statement about Mr. E. Kirby Smith and 
his Meridian Mansions was correct, but the trouble was th at 
neither Mr. Donovan nor Mr. Kunz could q' 1ote me correct] 
for both of their pted otations were erroneous. 


MR. E. KIRDY {ITH, 


Every 


attem qu 


HIMSELF, ADMITS ALL I SAID 
T 


i quote the follow 
n Mr. E. 


ing excerpts from a letter received by me 
Kirby Smith: 
Me 


Wash 


RIDIAN MANSIONS 
D. C., 


HOTEL, 
ington, February 1, 1924. 
esenta from Teras 
House Office Building, D. @. 

My Dear Mr, BtanTon: In the Washington Daily News of January 
28, under the head of “ Properties underassessed,” I note that you 
Meridian Mans Hotel, at 2400 Sixteenth Street, which 
erty purchased by me inuary 1 of last year. * °* ®* 

The is at thi the president of the Lo 
Washington, and for six years I was a director in th 
Bank ef Dallas. * * * 

‘nt on property 
not be repk 
Matic Fh i*Z 
0.000 * ° * 


Washington, 


list 


ons prop 


is a 
on J 
3 time 


writer uisiana Society of 


e Federal Reserve 


The usual 
This property 
dition the 
payments for $2,25 

I have quite a 
place to make it attractive. 


Very truly 


assesstr is 50 per of the valuation. 
ced for less than $3,000,000, in ad- 


was sold to me on long-time 


cent 
could 
to very 


spent fortune refurnishing and building over the 


yo 


irs, 


FE, Kiraey Smrrn. 


The tax assessor of the District of Columbia advised me that 
for last year the Meridian Mansions was assessed at $1,481,960, 
and at the $1.20 rate of taxation on the $100 paid a tax of 
only $17,783. The evidence filed before the Rent Commission 
showed that its annual receipts from rentals 
$281,532.20. 


COMMITTER’S FAVORABLE REPORT 
amusing to read the committee’s favoral 


It is short and sweet. 


Tt is certainly 
port on this bill. 
wise. Here it is: 

Mr. Berrs, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
mitted the following report to accompany S. 708: 

“The Committee the District of Columbia, 
ferred the bill (S. making an adjustment 
between the United and the District of 
sidered the same, report favorably thereon 
that it do pass,” 


ple re- 


sub- 


on 
708) 
States 


to whom 
of certain 
Columbia, 
with 


was re- 
‘ounts 
having con- 


the recommendation 


ac 


And upon that simple statement the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia expects the Congress to take out of the 
people’s Public Treasury the enormous sum of $4,438,154.92 
and make a present of it to the petted people of Washington. 

What reason is given for it? None. What facts are offered 
in support of it? None. The committee expects the Congress 
to vote for it blindly. The committee expects the Congress 
not to be of an inquisitive mind. The committee expects the 
Congress not to be interested. And most of the time when Dis- 
trict business is before the Congress it is not interested. 
that is just why these citizens’ organizations of Washington 
are able to get so many millions handed out to them from the 
Public Treasury. 

On May 26, 1924, when we had up the Dill authorizing 
$1,100,000 a year to be spent here in buying additional parks, 
every year from now to eternity, | began my argument against 
it, as follows: 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. 
ef Congress present. 

Mr. Sprout of Illinois. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. Sprovt of Illinois. 
few minutes, and I make the point of order that there is no quorum. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, do not do that; we want to occupy this time. 

Mr. Sprout of Illinois. If the gentleman will take out of the Recorp 
the statement that we bad 385 Members present and only 25 now, I will 
withdraw my objection 

Mr. BLANTON. That is a part of my argument, and IT must leave it 
in the Recorp. 

Mr. Sprort. of Illinois. I do not think {it is a very good argument, 
and I insist on the point of order. 


And after the Members were called over I said: 


Mr, BLanton. Mr. Chairman, when the distinguished gentleman from 
Illinois {Mr, Sprout] made the point of order, I had just ealled atten- 
tion to the fact that a half hour previous we had 385 Members on the 
floor to vote on the tax reduction bill, while at that particular time we 
had only 25 Members left on the floor to pass on this bill involving an 


Chairman, a few hours ago we had 385 Members 


Will the gentleman yield? 


And | 


ae 


| vestigation 
| ber of the 


|} usually happens to bill 


| clause of every bill the 


1055 


annnal appropriation of $1,100,000; and 
condition that still prevails here in the | 
to tax matters, to the detriment of the p« 
pay much of the bill. That is the r 
in the cxisting lw in that 
I mention these facts 


yme member 


ison 
respect 


sD 


{[ Mr. 
rict Committee. I quote 
Recorp for May 12, 1924, 
s from this committee, 
proper minority reports are effective: 

Mr. UNpErniIte. It has be 
the Whole House on the state 
Distrik 


Massachuss 
Dist 
CONGRESSIONAL 


from 


tts ‘ 
from | 
nis Te 


wh 


wrong, 


aggregate | 


It couldn't be other- | 





We can have 385 Members here again in a | 


d so forth. 


An 


ORIGIN OF 


This claim of a so-called surplus due th 
manner: [ 
expenses of the Distr 
50 per cent by the 
been paid 60 per 
rnment, 


As the ta 


District of Col 
ntil 1922 the fiseal arran 


ict should be 


imbia arose 


in 
the 
and 


have 


the fellowing 


gement was that 
the Di 
that time such exp« 


and 40 per 


paid 50 per cent by sirict 


Government ; 


by the 


and sine 


District 


nses 


cent cent by the 


Gove 


xes from the people of the District at their low 
assessment and low rate of taxation have been collected they 
have been placed in the Treasury to the separate credit of the 
District of Columbia. And the license 
fines, and penalties have also been credited. And because of 
the fact that in many of the supply bills for the various Ger- 
ernment departments Congress has each year made apprepria 
tions for various civie enterprises, amounting to millions on 
the water system alone, which came 100 per cent out of the 
Government, the appropriations made in the regular District 
of Columbia appropriation bills did not exhaust all the 
credits which the District of Columbia had in the Treasury, 
credited from such taxes, licenses, franchises, fines, and penal 
ties, simply because the needs and necessities of the District 
had been provided for by the Government 100 per cent out of 
its own Treasury in various of its departmental supply bills. 

And because of these facts the District of Columbia Commis 
sioners and citizens saw a fine opportunity to make a claim 
against the Government to the effect that because Congresy did 
not actually exhaust such credits of the District in the ' 
ury by appropriations in the regular District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bills that the aggregate of such credits not so ex 
hausted ought to be given to the District of Columbia. T 
commissioners and citizens of the District of Columbia specialty 
avoided taking into account the millions and millions of dollars 
the Government spent in other department: ul supply bills taken 
100 per cent out of the Government Treasury, which, if mate! 
by funds of the Distriet under the regular fiscal relation agree 
ment, would exhaust two or three times the unexpended credits 
in the Treasury claimed by the District of Columbia. 


fees, franchise fees, 


lreas- 


nese 
ec 
ea 


WHAT CONGRESS AUTHORIZED 


And when the District of Columbia made this claim the Con 
—_ required that all of these matters be taken into considera 
tion back to the year 1874. Let me quote from the act of June 
29, 1922, which created the joint select committee of Senators 
and Representatives to investigate this claim, the following: 


A joint select committee composed of three Senators to be 
by the President of the Senate and three Representatives 
pointed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
and is authorized and directed to inquire into all 
to the fiscal relations between the District of 
United States since July 1, 1874, with a 
reporting to Congress what sums have 
States and by the District of Columbia, respectively, whether for the 
of mainta upbuilding, or beautifying the said District, 
or for the purpose of conducting its government or its governmental 
activities and agencies, or for the furnishing of conveniences, comforts 
and necessities to the people of said District. 

Neither the cost of construction nor of mainten e of any building 
erected or owned by the United States for the purpose of transacting 
therein the business of the Government of the United States shall 
be considered by said committee. And in event any may 
or at any time has been by Congress or otherwise found due, either 
legally or morally, from the one to the other, account of loans, 
advancements, or improvements made, upon which interest has not 
been paid by either to the other, then such sums as 
may be found due from one to the other shall be conside 


appointed 
to b ap- 
is created, 
pertaining 
and the 
ascertaining and 
expended by the United 


matters 
Columbia 
view of 
been 


purpose ining, 


an¢ 


money be 
on 


been 
bear- 


have 


red 


or 


as 
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1s interest at the rate of & per cent per annum from the time when 





the principal should, either legally or morally, have been paid until 
tually paid And the committee shall also ascertain and report what 
inplus, “if any, the District of Columbia has to its credit on the 
venerk of the Treasury of the United States which has been acquired 
yy taxation or from licenses \nd the said committee shall report 
ndings relative to all the matters hereby referred to it to the | 
en ind House, respectively moor before the first Monday in 
Pebruary, 1923 


You will specially note that said committee was required by 
Congress to audit all of such business relationship of the Dis- 
triet of Columbian and the Government back to July 1, 1874, 
ind instrueted said committee to take inte consideration all 


sums of money which the Government during that time had 


or the purpose of maintaining. upbuilding, or beautifying the said 
[int ol wv othe furnishing of conveniences, comforts, and neces- 
bi » the people of said District 


Phat required this committee to check up all departmental 
supply bills, and to glean from the same all sums expended by 
the Government for the purposes above mentioned during all of 
the period back to July 1, 1874, and Congress intended that all 
snueh sums should offset, in the proportion that the District and 
(iovernment should pay the expenses, the various credits the 
bistriet of Columbia had in the Treasury. 

BUT COMMITTER DID NOT OBEY DIRECTIONS OF CONGRESS 

Vhe gentleman from Nebraska, Mr. Evans, who was a mem- 
her of this joint select committee, filed a most comprehensive 
minority report aguinst this so-called surplus, asserting that the 
comiittee refused to obey the directions of Congress and refused 
to make any investigation or audit of the business during the 
period between July 1, 1874, and July 1, 1911, as Congress had 
directed it to do, but that such committee confined its investiga- 


tion and audit only to the period between July 1, 1911, and July | 


1, 22. This minority report of Mr. Evans's is printed in the 
(‘ONGRESSIONAL Recorp for February 26, 1925, on pages 4763 to 
1773. inclusive. Let me quote you a few excerpts from same: 

CC ERPTS FROM MINORITY REPORT FILED BY MR. EVANS, OF NEBRASKA 

lhe undersigned is unable to agree with the findings and conclusions 
0 »> majority of the committee for the following reasons: 

t» The construction of the act raising the committee as made by the 
najority report is erroneous, and the same objection lies as to the con- 
struction or effect of other acts bearing upon or affecting the matter 
investigated by the conmittee 

Ihe investigation made by the committee has covered neither the 

riod nor the extent that Congress directed 
>> Lhe tinding by the majority of a balance or surplus of $4,438,- 
154.02 as due to the District of Columbia is not supported by facts or 


The language of the act under which the committee was created is 


‘ar and positive in its authorization and directions. There is, as to 
points upon which the majority of the committee and the writer 
differ, uo ambiguity in the language of the act 


rhe purpose Congress had in creating the joint select committee was 
ty discover and report to Congress all facts bearing on the fiscal rela- 

mns between the District of Columbia, hereinafter called the District, 
ind the United States, hereinafter called the Government, in order that 
(‘ongress might be able to determine the exact state of such fiscal rela- 
tions. Such a discovery and report has not been made. 

rhe atleged surplus reported by the majority of the committee is 
not based on such facts or information so gathered, hecause not all 
f such facts or information was gathered or searched for. In ad- 
dition it was desired to have fixed accurately and authoritatively the 
amounts contributed by the District and the Government, respectively, 
for “ maintaining, upbuilding, or beautifying said District, or for the 
purpose of cenducting its governmental activities and agencies or 
for the furnishing of conveniences, comforts, and necessities to the 
people of said District.” This direction of Congress has been ignored 
or so performed as to amount to a disregard of the congressional 
mandate 


I 


rhe construction of the act raising the committee as made by the 
majority is erroneous, and the same objection lies to the construction 
of other acts bearing upon or affecting the investigations by the com- 
mittee 

rhe act “authorizes and directs” inquiry into all matters per- 
faining to the fiscal relations between the District and the Government 

nee July 1, 1874 

lirst, there is no question but that the act is mandatery. It is 
not left to the choice or desire of the committee or a majority of the 
committee to determine whether it is best or proper or just to go into 
the subject matter presented for inquiry, and the act is equally 








specific as to the extent. It covers “all matters” pertaining to the 
fiscal relations © * * since July 1, 1874. 

What did the committee do under this authorization and direction? 
It secured the services of Haskins & Sells, accountants, and secured 
through them an audit of the District general fund from June 30, 
1911, to June 30, 1922, It secured a calculation and stating of the 
amount of interest on a portion only of the fund found due from one 
to the other. It inquired of certain persons if they knew of any 
other items unsettled in the accounts between these interests. It 
had submitted to it a report of a previous audit made by persons in no 
way responsible to it, and so far as known such report could not 
be vouched for as a complete and comprehensive audit of the period 
prior to June 30, 1911. 

Such items as its inquiries developed, it inquired into to only a 
limited extent. Outside of the audit of the District general fund for 
the time intervening between June 30, 1911, and June 30, 1922, it has 
and can produce no certified audit of any period or any account. I 
wish to emphasize this fact: It does not have an audit that covers 
fully all accounts between these interests between the dates mentioned 
in the act, June 30, 1874, and June 30, 1922. None was made. I as 
sume that the construction placed by the majority of the committee, 
hereinafter called the majority, is measured by its acts, and hence I 
feel there has been a misconception of the intent of the act. No ac 
countant or auditor, no committee or part of a committee with financtal 
reliability back of its certificate will certify to the correctness of the 
surplus reported or the completeness and thoroughness of the audit 
reported, 

The effect of the majority report boiled down is that within limits 
of the time given a thorough audit can not be made. To make such an 
audit will require more money and more time than was given to the 
committee. It has inquired of certain persons, former officials, or 
auditors of a portion of these accounts if they.or either of them knew 
of unreported items, which, if there had been items so known to such 
persons it weuld have been their duty to report, and upon receiving 
an answer denying knowledge of unreported items the majority have 
accepted as final and complete the investigation of Haskins & Sells as 
to the District general fund covering the period between June 30, 1911, 
and June 30, 1922. 


Thus it is clearly apparent that this joint select committee 
did not do what Congress had directed it to do, and that it did 
not go back to July 1, 1874, but that it merely considered the 
short period embraced between July 1, 1911, and July 1, 1922. 
jut let me quote further excerpts from Mr. Evans's minority 
report: 

It is also claimed by them that Congress has very materially re- 
duced District appropriations during the war (p. 184). This is an 
inaccurate statement, The appropriations by years since 1892 follow : 

{Norn.—Total appropriations, including water department.] 





ee: <ajiniienspeiists mitaine neni cements giana eniliagiidius iiitisidlaiiniedid cit o, 097, 125. 17 
ND ans ss dgreadinsinsdiansipi-tiiisees tua ae ucaesialen abel cipal deat dnichite- Michiana 5, 372, 737. 27 
1804 (Sitirciacan emsticinas tineniastatipr watcha tiheggilinap peated ungatnsigumviienmanataaena 5, 413, 223. 91 
cs cis tail ete tly on cians dot enacts Sates eaaelaatab antenatal atin 5, 616, 138, 57 
BE nid pmcexdnigengptpitnitig ate ahaha matlab arnahbtnitlinvnstididen 5. 761, 383, 25 
TUTE cic cgyuincnssntaietsidin naga ning tine tin atacand anaes ie 5, 900, 310. 48 
Spr okinctticslan cage esak he tater enans doaraatinth anigentnssiaeatnentatamataaion 6, 205, 015. 06 
1899- ie ani cd Serech ttle tine dn nites ao antenna atch de atebiahaia ai tbasdeaihts 6, 536, 580. OF 
FI cect ithe yatta ttptiees iene iil thi Ty ceccn hina taibiaiatiil bait dell 6, 874, 525. 77 

SUNN xcs chanics poe-chansain eit dpicttase ac salinerscialiaea halide tat 7, 577, 369. 31 
PE AD ASE OR 8, 502, 269. 94 
I iid atheist co cctbcciutis tiie ginte di elneidnn dthtiaaibdeiad aud _--. 8, 586, O89. 97 
a ae Sa ee ee ee eS &, SSS, O97. OO 
SE niiccnas speicnltnegitbicb ties bdlictaideateainiingicitbatallinvedbeinainilbebematialanal 11, 023, 440. 00 
ST icvinsicastinsisesienmntiaain ith dinsatata celia eis icssematiaeey net cine teh citable cian ae line 9, 844, 197. 62 
NE deh th ccd iden ab bidsdhintdainacdehipncte baddies 10, 346, 062. 16 
0 SS ee a ee ee ae ee 10, 442, 598. 63 
STITT isc csieeaitniaii cit i ian amills ea iminltaiaitiaaalia inne 10, 001, 888. 85 
IRE co tsnissinsaectesl ss caarcaniaidimcssuienipenntaitttsi lp sieinall dihlaasddtenieaabaheehtbiehcniaeibeleaiiaiiaatt 10, 699, 531. 49 
TEIITE  einpysenitsiniap tindlie tines tocedgtidabiannda tite inidaibpasiatsninaeadraadindiaiaeatae 10, 840, 257. 90 
BI Ii ts casio emags Saal tye ale ta Neiman el Re tales la 12, 061, 286. 50 
1913 hfe lithe Apes aati thee dllasitamactiid denen ti 10, 670, 735. 00 
ceili ee en la ll A Se 11, 392, 259. 00 
TITER inas xi ches-enesip x nianeatn dial atendnaieiinidaeaad Renna Hebd aneilintiiditaesibes 12, 272, 539. 49 
Oa iiinsssdstastis siccenthnitk thins elated anaiontiedhaieagldatedean aa toa aac adiasadia mien 11, 950, 063. 60 
) aa - un ntti atl tia sit thai oie tials elite Mie a, ake 12, 842, 216.10 
1918, including $956,003 in deficiency acts_.......--- 15, 129, 000, 85 
1919, including $830,482.80 in deficiency acts... ~~ 15, 971, 001. 46 
1920, including $12,000 in sundry civil act, $726,825.04 

in deficiency acts, $591,281.75 in special acts, and 

$15,264,421 in the District of Columbia act__.. ~~~ 16, 694, 527. 79 
1921, including $533,727.90 in deficiency act__.__.._.~- 18, 581, 949. 43 
Sette. citeasiate naapee: Aeiigiah 405 tenechsdeos chai ad lcdan ap anid ailaaaieeaenmamaamaen 21, 039, 972. 99 
RODS. (Oalaleney BOIS) once ceciiin csn nensesnmanderntgeglian 1, 566, 700. 00 
1088: ¢ Anime: OFC) 65. ceca oben deca onddwbiibond 200, 000. 00 
1922 (permanent annual and indefinite appropriations). 1, 380, 600. 00 
sched om ehitpaiosandis dees aaiinien etn linltiddiine dain aihe calthinnin eepeiinilaialintitiy 22, 459, 609. 80 
1928 (deficiency act) .............-. Sicalieieharen se apunaaapaanioae 382, 000. 00 
19Zr (SOCCER Set)... 2 cnn ne nents 10, 000. 00 


1923 (permanent annual and indefinite appropriations) 1, 624, 600. 00 
It will be seen that while there was a slight reduction in one or 
two years that there has been a gradual increase throughout ‘the 
entire period. 
The majority report also challenges attention to the fact that since 
1912 the appropriations have not been equal to the estimates, and by 
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inference, if not statements, conveys the impression that this is un- 
usual and had not been the fact prior to 1912, and the statement its 


also made that this failure to appropriate the amount estimated and 


because appropriations were so reduced the surplus accumulated The 


maiority fails to state that for some of the years covered there was 
an estimate calling for expenditure of large amounts exclusively 
from the Federal funds, but does include those amounts in the esti- 
mates copied into the report 

Schedule 1 of the Mapes report shows that the total District reve- 
nues in 1912 were $7,078,091.16, and that there was a gradual increase, 
unt in 1922 the ammount was $13,917,005.62, approximately doubling 
in 11 vears This fact and a comparison of the preceding tables 


refute the majority statements referred to so far as material to the 
consideration of the subject in hand. 
In this connection it is also urged that expenditures for publi 

















schools In the District during the war were reduced, The expendi 
tures for schools, by years, since 1914 follow: 
{Note: Total for publie schools. ] 
APPROPRIATIONS 

1915 _ 2 . $3, 382, 840. 00 | 
Deficiency ‘ saatiiaaaiili ‘ inepiensinitionagl > 13, 152, 00 
1916 ‘ . te = 3, 208, 740. 00 | 
In deficiency acts. - wie edt ediels a 12, 204, 00 
1917 homed etiicnisaectteanate sip tainntetiapaipntiiien iilieial _. 8, 090, 299. 00 
Deficiency act aicasliaiiecn Ses lad eee SS, 150. 00 
1918 eee ; 3, 568, 225. 00 
Deficiency—— eruinctnt ma — aa 103, 657. 00 
1910 pusgennthdpnneseneiiil _ es - . 8, 478, 840. 00 
Deficiency__.._- i a a ta ai il pe, OOO, OO 
1H20 — — a me : ‘ es 3, 665, 950. 00 
Deficiency —- pendidbibentt 7 ee re 175, 744. 00 
aii aainne cnciits quien Ghigietn tnpitieatnatstiibia salina _.. 5,018, 160. 00 
DeECIRCT ..nncccccecne< aenantaaaemnaias - a ais 69, 710. 56 
1922 . stand — nan sali .. 8, 871,140. 00 
19zz ideficiency) ae _— aaouu-~. 1,544, 000. 00 
Tees n <select a 7 , 800. 00 





Deticiency act 





000, 00 





1915 acevidintiian eben enrtttinat aindlbndiaien agian hitter anejulinbitanniptenliiaitaniiia 3, . 245. 00 
1916 a ants hid ntuiiatinainis ada a 700, 00 
1917 nents ‘i cabanaeaicapann . joa . 721. 00 
1918 * ia ok dienes pase - 4 180. 00 
isi sidinndtadepas —e- a siaiid teins ninth a 5 , 2d. OO 
Qo ___— ‘s ended saiideasieaiademimiai 3, 3s, BOO. OO 
121 . ‘ . - 4, 915. 00 
Supplemental = is a 620. 00 | 
1922 a —— iste 7 5. 645. 00 
1923 a ee > re _ 280. 00 


It is apparent from this table that schools have been fairly treated 
BVANS INTIMATED THAT COMMITTEE AVOIDED PROPER INVESTIGATION 


Let me quote further excerpts from this splended minority 
report filed by Mr. Evans, of Nebraska. 


Il. THE INVESTIGATION MADE BY THE COMMITTER HAS COVERED NEITHER 

THE PERIOD NOR THE EXTENT THAT CONGRESS DIRECTED 

The language of the act is very plain in two particulars, i. e., the 

period covered, June 30, 1874, to time of the act June 30 1922, 

and the matters covered; that is, all matters pertaining to the fiscal 
relations. 


There has been but one fund to which the investigation of Haskins 
& Sells has gone—the District general fund. If there have been other 
items followed or investigated, it has been because such items have 
been connected with the District general fund or the inquiry has been 
made on special request of the committee or its chairman or a member. 
The same is true of the Mayes investigation. Nothing has been done 
outside of the District general fund unless the item was connected with 
the general fund or unless there were instructions to the 
to investigate a particular item or group of items 

The remarkable thing about it all is that it is from items outside of 
the general fund that the debits against the District have nearly 
always been found. It will be found that when a complete and thor- 
ough investigation has been made that the oversights and 
will be in matters not strictly within the general fund. 
this is plain. 


accountants 


omissions 
The reason for 
It is an account with the appropriations and in touch 
by practically daily audits by both the District and the Treasury. ‘This 
is not true of the “ interest and sinking fund” handled in the Treasury 
alone, or of an account such as the Washington Market, the District 
insane, or even rentals when they go Into the District account without 
a check-back. 

It is because of these conditions that now is the time to check up all 
appropriations made wholly from Federal funds and which reach the 
District or benefit it and at the same time to search all receipts to 
their sources so as to determine whether or not the District has re- 
ceived revenues equitably belonging to the Government. 

No man at either end of the Capitol has such thorough knowledge 
of the relations between the District and the Government as Hon. 
fen Jonunson of Kentucky. Certainlf no one knows more of the 
Ilouse committee work as covered by the Mayes and Spaulding audits 
covering the period from 1878 to 1911 than he. 
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It was upon his motion that such 1 was taken Tle was 
the joint committee, and I quote a pa nm ; 
committee on those audits 8 
“They were not what you might 8 3 in 
sense of the word, They were supposed to »k x] acts 
Congress and find where Congress had mad loat i ‘ments 
to the District of Columbia, with the distinct under n tho 
that the’ District ild reimburse, the Ss 1 
those, Now, they did report as to several of 
directed what they found, and which finally becam ) 
returned to the United States But tl ‘ t I ’ a 
accounts betWeen the D ict of Colun i i is 
by either Mayes or Spaulding 
The CHAIRMAN. That could t 1 i 
“ Representative JOHNSON of Kent } 
“The CHAIRMAN, There were aud ! vit vould i 
them complete audits? 
“Representative JomNnso f Ke cy . I Ww i 
most incomplet Ilearings p. 199 
It is stated in the majority report that M He has sp ' 
‘against the me sit r or advil lity { \ her detatied 
audit” of the period betw 1 July 1, 1874, 1 June 30, 1911 
This is an erro Mr, JOHNSON stated in substance that it waa not 
necessary to audit the portion not the period—-of the yvunts audited 
by Mayes, which was the general fund, special items, rhe 
Member from Kentucky does not need assistance from the majority 
or minority either in th xpressio of his views or their interpreta 
tions, and this mention is only made that this sta ent of the m 
jority may not remain unchallenced 
On page 202 Congressman JoOMNSON, miswer ® & question y 
Senator BALL, states 
* Representative JOUNSON of Kentuck You take it for ted 
your pr mise is laid down now that a former ¢ ongressa has settled ¢t 
There I take issue with you I do not think the form: Congress 
ever settled it 
‘*“Now, Mayes and Spaulding made reports that they found that 
many advances to the District of Colum under certain congressional 
acts had been paid to the District of Columbia with the provision tha 


the United States was to be reimbursed, and then their report was a 


tlso was to the fact that no 
reimbursement had ever been made So the two naked facts of ad 
honpayment by ti 


United States of specified amount were the 


to the amounts advanced, and the report 


vancement to the District and District to the 
extent of thelr reports 


Then the Appropriations Committee just put in the appropriation 


bill clauses requiring the District of Columbia 


to aecount for and 

pay the amounts so reported, saying nothing whatever of interest 7" 
to whether it was to be calculated at some other time or whet I 
was to be remitted 

“That condition relates to the insane isylum affairs and to a 
number of other items If I had known I was coming here, I would 
have read the report.” (Hearings, p, 202.) 

When lon. BEN JouUNSON was before the ommiltee he made the 


following statement in answer to questions then asked him 


Evans. When the commitice which presented we 


1911, presented that 
was referred to th 


* Representative 
report that covered the period prior to July 1, 
report, had they covered all of the work that 

* Representative Jounson of Kentucky. Most 

* Representative Evans. What items, if 


certainly not 





i any were investiguted V 
either the Mayes or. Mr. Spaulding which were not specifical men 
tioned, and they directed to investigate, ccept the single subje if 
appropriations and disbursements under appropriations? 

“ Representative Jot IN O Kentucky. I do not be s | iw 
your meaning. 

“ Representative Evans, The Mayes, and subsequent to them Mrz 
Spaulding, were asked to check up t matter of disbursements agains 
the matter of appropriations for the period mentioned, were they not 

“ Representative Jomnson of Kentucky. I iT poses men red 
yes 


“ Representative Evans. Now, were there any other items 


gated by either the Mayes or Mr. Spaulding except 


investi 


such as were spe- 
cifically called to their attention? 
“Representative Jounson of Kentucky. If they went into the investi 


gation of anything except matters to which their attention was spe 


cifically invited by the House District Committee, I am not aware of it 
“ Representative Evans. Was that investigation 


of the District Committee? 


under the mtrol 
“ Representative Jounson of Kentucky. It was under the 
a subcommittee of the District of Columbia Committee. 
“ Representative Evans. What relation had you to the District ¢ 


‘ontro f 


om 

mittee and to that subcommittee? 
“ Representative Jounson of Kentucky. I was chairman of the House 
District Committee and I was chairman of that subcommittee | Liear- 


ings, p. 209.) 
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t the Mayes repert did not pretend to be a completed investiga- 

1 of the counts under considerttion was called to the committee's 
“4i)) 

Ia ry $1, being the Wednesday immediately preceding th: 


lay on which the majority report was filed and presented, the 





i i rn ber inquired of Mr. Hill, the representative of Haskins & 
ell the accountants employed by the committe: whether or not 
Husk & Sells would then, without an additional andit, cover with a | 

riiicate or under their ienature the accuracy of a statement of 
oa of the period preceding June 30, 1911. His reply was, “Abso 
lut ot 
OF ARMY OFFICERS DETAILED TO DISTRICT SERVICB 
1 i © rey of Haskins & Sells has not received 
1! t merit Engineer officers detailed by the Army for Dis- 
I wholly paid t the ¢ rnment 
t » detailed are men whose counterpart n similar cities 
ive No other city can secure a similar 
det If ! 1 8 1 that on river work to which they are 
e | by the Government, but the rivers are under 
the War Department It is suggested that they are assigned to ad 
vise in engineering oblems, but even in that et service rendered 
of short duration, and nothing more In this case, 
} ver ull kinds engines g worl t ts, water, auto 
icles, every branch of engineering work in the cit The salary 
t en ‘ ner might be excepted, but eve as to that 
j nt in} f the p I 
k IN DIST r ce kis 
the | kins & Sells report to which it calls spe- 
l attention; that is, fines and fees in the District Supreme Court. 
Ther er in that report to which special attention is not 
< n tl pelice court of the District, which during the 
period covered by the Haskins & Sells audit amounted te $1,536,958.73. 
It w all covered to the District's credit and should have been di 
\ 
I courts are supported from the joint appropriation, except that 
clerk and marshal of the former are paid entirely from Government 
l I opinion of the writer that beth of these should be 
led tween th District and Government on the basis of their 
‘ EVANS AS D THERE WAS NO SURPLI PUB DISTRICT 
I f t more excerpts from the concluding por- 
» of Mr. Evans's minority report: 
11 riik FINDINGS BY THD MAJORITY OF A SURPLUS OF $4,438,154.92 AS DUB 


un I CRiCT OF COLUMBIA IS NUT SUPPORTED BY FACTS OR LAW 

In order that there shall be a surplus in favor of the. District in 

United States under the law, it must appear that 

all accounts between the Digtrict and the Government from June 30, 

IS74, to June 30, 1922, have been audited and that the balance sheet 
that entire period shows such balance 


rMK MAJORITY DID NOT SO FIND THE SURPLUS THEY REPORT 


period that bas been covered by the majority audit is that 
1911, and June 30, 1922. The or 


we y account covered 
in that period is that of the 


District general fund. Other ‘funds or 








opriations not contained in the District appropriation acts have 
not been che 1 or audited except as to specific items, and as to the 
period preceding June 39, 1911, there is only the guess that it is as 
fo by tl Mayes, of whom it Its established that they only com- 
pletely checked the District general fund. 

| ri at the conclusions presented by the majority it was com- 
pelled to violate the ordi canons of construction in construing the 
acts of Co ess, and to disregard the directions of the act of June 
20, 1922, under which It was supposed to act. 

In arriving at its conclusions the majority omitted from considera. 
tien the following items for the Government: 

One-half of the 5-20 bonds 

One-half of the interest on the 5-20 bonds 


Interest on all items of advances or credits upon which Interest has 
not been paid , 
court for the Government. 
opriation to buy land for the National 
Girls, which, it seems, has been expended but no 


One-half of the fines of the police 

One-half of the $5,000 appr 
Training School for 
land boucht 

One-half of the salaries of Army officers who work only for the 
District 

The Interest item alone on known changes shows a credit to the 
United States of $1,691,889.93, as shown by the majority report. 

The 5-20 bonds show a credit of over a million for the Government, 
and interest from the dates of payment should be added. 

There are many other items not included in the foregoing which are 
known to a limited number of persons, which, when properly inquired 
into, will doubtless disclose other large sums that have gone from the 
Treasury to the benefit of the District. 
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EVANS SHOWED THAT COMMITTEE RECOGNIZED INVESTIGATION INCOMPLETH 


I quote from Congressman Evans's minority report the fol- 
lowing excerpts showing that members of this joint select com- 
mittee admitted to themselves that their work was only par- 
tially done, and were reporting only because they had already 
expended the $20,000 allowed them by Congress: 

Representative Wrienut. Mr. Chairman, I am impressed that the leg- 
islation which created this committee contemplated that the entire 
period from 1874 on up should be covered; and, if it be necessary, to 
render a report which would finally settle these mooted questions be 
tween the United States and the District of Colambia—in other words, 
when this report shall have been filed that Congress can take such 
action upon it as will finally set at rest these disputed items. I think 
that was thoroughly in contemplation when the legislation was passed. 

Now, the chairman has suggested that only 11 years of that period 
have been covered, and that that, eoupled with the formal report, might 
lear up the situation so that a comprehensive report might be sub- 
mitted by this 

It has developed that the examination of those 11 years alone has 
coéusumed practically all the time—— 

Representative Hanvy of Colorado. And all the money 

Representative Wricut (continuing). And all the money; eo that 
this comrmittee has very little time to formulate a report, and the ques- 
tion arises as to whether we have sufficient data or information now to 
render that report. 

This thought occurs to me: What would be the status of this com- 
mittee after the 29th of February, which is the date fixed as that upon 
which we should render this report? If we submit a preliminary re- 
port, would we not necessarily have to ask Congress to extend our 
time and make an additional authorization of appropriation for the 
work? 


committee, 


Senator BALL. Would you suggest a preliminary report? 

Representative Wricut. I think that would be the sensible thing to 
do I hardly see how it would be physically possible for this committee 
to thoroughly investigate all of these items, with the issues which bave 
been raised here, between now and the first Monday in February. 

Senator BALL, Personally I would rather submit no report until we 
were ready with our final report. We might make a statement in this 
preliminary report, if one were submitted, that we would find after- 
wards was not well founded, and it would be in existence and would 
be quoted in the future, probably, against our final report. 

Representative Wricnt. I would certainly want to avoid what the 
Senator suggests. If you made a preliminary report, it would not par- 
ticularly bind anybody. My idea would be to have Haskins & Sells 
submit a preliminay report. 

The CyarrMAN. A preliminary report could be in two forms, as I 


see it, one including the figures or recommendation, and another, 


which would be practically a report of progress, with an explanation 
of the situation that has develeped. 

Senator Batt. That is the kind of report I would like to see. 

The CHAIRMAN. With a recommendation for further time and, if 
necessary, that further money be allowed for the purpose. 


Yet, in the face of the above situation, the majority of said 
special select committee made its report recommending that 
Congress allow and pay to the District said alleged surplus of 
$4,438,154.92. 

RECENT SO-CALLED HEARING A SHAM AND PRETENSB 

As stated in the beginning of this report, the House Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia made no attempt whatever in 
the Sixty-seventh Congress to hold any hearing on this so-called 
surplus, and made no investigation whatever of such fiscal 
relation. And in the present Congress the only consideration 
which said House Committee on the District of Columbia gave 
to this bill was to have a subcommittee casually discuss it on 
May 12, between 10.30 a. m. and noon, and on May 13, between 
10.30 a. m. and noon, 1924, at which time I have already shown 
by quoting the hearings that such subcommittee gave me only 
about 5 or 10 minutes to present any facts against it. 

In an attempt to explain why the joint select committee did 
not obey the instructions of Congress and investigate the period 
between July 1, 1874, and July 1, 1911, Mr. Daniel J. Donovan, 
auditor for the District of Columbia, testified before the sub- 
committee on May 12, 1924, as follows: 


Mr. Donovan. To go back for a moment to a previous investiga- 
tion—because it enters into this question in view of what Mr. BLANTON 
has said—the joint select committee appointed under the act of June 
29, 1922, did not go back of any period prior to July 1, 1911, but cen- 
tinued its examination only from that point down to and including 
June 380, 1922, and the reason was this: During the time that Mr. 
Ben JoHNSON was chairman of the Committee on the District of Colun- 
bia of the House of Representatives he had got through the House a 
resolution providing for an investigation into the fiscal relations be- 
tween the United States and the District covering the period between 
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Ju 1, 1874, and Jun » oll M J INS . 1m » mployed | issue It is isily scert ’ i 
two 4 » father i 1 so! Vv I n ) Ma t m | Co I 1 has v lied ip) to pa i 
K k ind thos wo gentlemen did a l luct tl i stt- | i ging yon the rights ' ' 
gation during a period of two and ‘ ! #: and I \ »empha- | pay th kes they hav red ) 
size | fac th it took two and ! half ‘ 3 r tha l ire it th iscal relatio ‘ ' ) wm 
examination Phos wo infants 1 cond 3 fit ooth-co ed i ted States t is t 
an it ication and ex » th i 'f ti . i ; . ia stu 
Uni 1 State i Di« t of ¢ . nm 
TAS M ) VA A : M R : lue P 

rus Mr. Donovan led the House subcommittee to believe | 1% Was ! ul, Tha pecial comm 
that the investigation which Mr. JoHNson of Kentucks used . . eciic Encings “— u re , 
to be conducted while he wus the clhairmar 7 th Hot » Dis _ # . ' , . . : :, 
trict of Columbia Committee was a mplete fi tigation lumbia to the United Sta pave ’ 
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that you desire any more detatls regarding the several matters 
herein, I shall be very glad to respond to such a request from you. 
Very truly yours, 
D J. Donovan, 
Auditor District of Columbia 
PRESENT DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL 
We have one of the strangest situations imaginable here 
This is a city, according to the last census, of 437,000 people, 


| exclusive of transients and exclusive of Members of the Tlouse 


and Senators and their employees, who maintain their res 
dences in their home States. At one time this was a very 
small city. It was nothine more than a big town, and 


| people who then owned the real property remember that its 


value was a very low figure, indeed: but the Government 
of the United States has expended miilions of dollars here in 
the construction of magnificent buildings and securing and 


maintaining magnificent grounds in this Capital, and besides 


its own property has given $215,000,000 to Washington for 
civic purposes. Property values have soared upward until 
now in many instances you find lots that at one time were 


worth no more than a hundred dollars now are worth, witi 
their improvements, a million dollars. 

For instance, our colleague from New York [Mr. Btoon] 
according to the paper yesterday, indicated that he is willing to 
give this Government the stupendous sum of $8,000,000 for the 
block of land upon which stands the Patent Office. 

And what is the tax rate in this great city? One dollar and 
twenty cents on the hundred dollars, and at a very low valua- 
tion, assessed at not much over 50 per cent valuation in most 
cases, and we are continuing that in a ridiculous fiscal policy 
that yet requires the taxpayers of the United States,to pay 
49 per cent of all of the local civic expenditures here in the city 
of Washington. Until 1922 these same taxpayers paid every 
year 50 per cent of these expenses of this great city. Why is it 
that that is permitted? It must be because the membership of 
this House have not yet all found it out. It is because the mem 
bership of this Congress have not all given close investigation 
to the subject. 

The Washington Post for Sunday, May 25, 1924, said in the 
following big headlines: 





Three million four hundred and forty-nine thousand three hundred 
and twenty-two dollars is added to the District bill by the Senate 
committee—-$28,102,019 is total carried in measure, 

And this article then recites: 

Carrying appropriations amounting to $28,102,019, which is $3,449,322 
more than provided by the House, the District appropriation bill for the 
fiscal year 1925 was favorably reported to the Senate yesterday by the 
Coranmiite 

A further increase in the appropriation may be made when the bi!! is 
considered on the floor of the Senate this week, as Senator LAWRENCE C. 
Puirrs, of Celorado, in charge of the measure, has been authorized by 
the committee te offer amendments which would add $1,062,000 to the 
bill. 

If the Phipps amendments authorizing appropriations of $762,000 
fer enlarging the park system and $300,000 toward the construction 
of a $735,000 fireproof addition to the courthouse are adopted, the bill 
will go to conference carrying appropriations amounting to $29,164,019, 
the largest amount ever authorized in a Distriet supply bill. 

Senator Puuirrs is expected also to offer an amendment to the bill 
his bill, recently passed by the Semate, making the District surplus 
fund, amounting to $4,488,154, available for expenditures. With the 
adeption of this amendment the bill would carry $33,602,178, which 
is more than the commissioners and the people of Washington ever 
expected in the wildest flights of fancy. 

Thus, if the plans as indicated in the Washington Post are 


earried out in the Senate, the appropriations for the District of 
Columbia in the eoming fiseal year will aggregate $53,602,173. 


on Appropriations. 


MAKING WASHINGTON BEAUTIPUL DOES NOT MEAN EXEMPTING PEOPLE 
HERE FROM TAXES 

I want to say this to you: I am for making Washington the 
most beautiful city in the world. I am for taking every million 
dollars out of the Treasury of the United States for the Govern- 
ment to spend to do it that is justly needed, but I am not will- 
ing to continue taxing the already tax-burdened people of this 
eountry, whe have te pay their own large taxes at home, to pay 
the civie expenses. here, and then let these speciaily favored, 
petted, pampered, selfish, spoiled people in Washington pay only 
$1.20 on the hundred and enjoy all the benefits of this great city 
at the expense of our constituents back home. 

Take this magnificent $6,000,000 Congressional Library that 
would cost at least $15,000,000 now; is not it enjoyed by every 
eitizen of the District? Take the magnificent Smithsonian In- 
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stitution. the macnificent museums here, the art gallery, the 
magnificent parks, the magnificent playgrounds. Are not the 
people of the District of C sumbia getting the benefit? And yet 
they want to tax the Government of the United States more 
than $8,000,000 a year, which the Cramton amendment offers 
them, for the very property that they enjoy hourly bere in this 
Dis rict. 
THE OLD SLOGAN HAS WORN THREADBARP 

Whenever a Member of Congress seeks to change the unjust 
system of allowing the people of Washington to pay the ridicu- 
lous tax rate of only $120 on the $100, the newspapers and 


CONGRESSIONAL 


citizens’ associations immediately resort to their old battle 


cry— 

That Washington is the Nation’s Capital and must be made the 
most beautifal city in the world; that the Government should pay a 
bie part of the local city exper 


here 


ses because it owns so much property 


Washington is the Nation’s Capital and should be made 
the most beautiful city in the world, and I will go just as far 
as any other man through all legitimate and proper means to 


make it the most beautiful city in the world. Before the Gov- 
ernment built all of its fine institutions bere Washington was 
a mere village. Property here was of little value. It is be- 


cause of the fact that the United States has spent its millions | 


here that has caused some lots te jump in value from $100 to 
$100,000. Every piece of property owned by the Government in 
Washington is daily enjoyed by the people of Washington. 
The local pay roll of the Government is a bonanza to the 
merchants and business enterprises of Washington. The Gov- 
ernment pays its nearly 100,000 employees in Washington their 
wages promptly every two weeks in new money that has never 
been spent before. 
States, would gladly exempt the Government from paying all 
taxes on its property to get it to move its Capital to such city. 
Because we want to make it the most beautiful city in the 
world is no reason why the Government should pay for build- 
ing million-dollar school buildings and employing 2,500 teachers 
and buying the schoolbooks for the 70,000 school children of the 
thousands of families living in Washington who have no con- 


‘hieago, or any other big city in the United | 





nection whatever with the Government except to bleed it on all | 


oecasions and to grow rich on the Government pay rells ex- 
pended here. 

Because we want to make Washington the most beautiful city 
in the world is no reason why the Government should pay for 
the army of garbage gatherers, the army of ash gatherers, the 
army of trash gatherers, the army of street cleaners and sprin- 
klers, the army of tree pruners and sprayers, and the street-light- 
ing system for the several hundred miles of private residences 
owned by rich tax dodgers who have no connection whatever 
with the Government; nor is it any reason why the Govern- 
ment should pay for their water system, their sewer system, 
their police protection, their fire protection, for playgrounds for 
their children, for parks for their enjoyment, for their munici- 
pal golf grounds, for their numerous public tennis courts, for 
their bathing beaches, for their skating ponds, for their cricket 
grounds, for their baseball and football grounds, for their horse- 
back-riding paths, for paving the streets in front of their resi- 
dences and maintaining and keeping them in repair, for build- 
ing their million-dollar bridges, furnishing miilien-and-a-half- 
dollar market houses, their municipal trial and appellate courts, 
their jails and houses of correction, their. municipal hospitals, 
asylums for their insane, special asylum schools for their deaf 
and dumb, asylums for their orphans, a university for their 
110,000 colored people, their municipal libraries, their munici- 
pal community-center facilities, salaries of all their municipal 
officers, employees, buildings, furnishings, equipments, sanitary 
and health departments, and the hundreds of other things that 
all other cities of the United States must furnish and pay for 
themselves, but a very substantial part of which the people of 
Washington have been getting out of the Federal Treasury for 
years. 

The magnificent Capitol and its beautiful grounds are daily 
enjoyed by Washington people. The Congressional Library, 
which cost $6,032,124, in addition to the sum of $585,000 paid for 
its grounds, and for the upkeep of which Congress annually 
spends a large sum of money, is daily enjoyed by the people of 
Washington. The Government furnished and maintains the 
magnificent Botanic Garden here for the pleasure and enjoyment 
of Washington people. 

The Government furnished and maintains the wonderful 
Park, with all its interesting animals, for the instruction and 
amusement of Washington children. The Government fur- 
nished and maintaims the extensive and most beautiful Rock 
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wonderful boulevards, its incompar : ery, all for the 
pleasure of Washington people. Congress has spent millions 
of dollars reclaiming and purchasing ¢ inds now embraced 
in the Potomac Park and Speedway, y used and enjoyed 
by Washington people. The Governmen 4S Spent several 
million dollars building the various bridges spanning the Peoto- 
mac River and huge sums for the bridges spanning the Ana- 
costia River, and spent $1,000,000 building the beautiful 
“million-dollar bridge” on Connecticut A ue Che Govern- 


ment has spent millions ef dollars on the Lincoln Memorial 
grounds, and reflecting pool, the Washington Monument 
Grounds, Lincoln Park on Kast Capitol Street, and the numer- 
ous beautiful little parks scattered all over the city, all for the 
pleasure and benefit of Washington peeple. 

During the recess of Congress I wrote to the mayor of every 
city of any size in the United States and asked them to advise 
us of their local tax rates, of the charges for water, sewer, 
paving, and so forth, and what rate, in their judgment, they 
thought Washington people should pay as a minimum. I want 
to insert just a few in this report. The consensus of opinion 
was that the rate here should be at least $2.50 per $100, and 
there was a large per cent who were in favor of it being much 
higher, and the rates for taxation ranged from $2.75 to over 
$6.50, and in all these cities the people were charged more for 
water, sewer, and paving. 

Let me again quote a few excerpts from the letter sent me 
by the mayor of the city of Peoria, LU.: 


{City of Peoria, I1l1., mayor's office. Edward N. Woodruff, mayor] 
NovewsBer 1, 1923 
Hon. Thomas L. PLaAntTon, 
Representative, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: Answering your questionnaire of October 15 concerning 
relative tax rates of the cities of Washington and Peoria: 

The tax rates on each $100 taxable valuation levied against the 
real and personal property of the citizens of Peoria for the year 1922 
is itemized as follows: 


City corporate tax, including liberty, tuberculosis, gar 
bage, and police and fire pension fund wate ee 
Street and hridge...._-- nseeecenindin . eatinn think . 24 
i a iri SS 2.70 
RE a a Se saa ; ie eee . 41 
- $5. 29 
a atatialinenl inne - ih 
County - i ine tiara a oo 
County higeway ............ wanes - o és 25 
——— 1,29 
a nahin. 


Unless there is a tremendous revenue derived from sources other 
than from taxes, the rate of $1.20 for Washington is ridiculous. While 
I have never had my attention called to this disparity, | am amazed 
that the light has not been let into financial af@airs of the Capital City 
leng before this time. 

You should be supperted by every colleague in your effort to compel 
the citizens of Washington to do theirs, even as every citizen outside 
the District is doing his. 

Wishing you success, I am, 

Very truly yours, EH. N. Wooprurr, Mayor. 

The foregoing statement from the mayor of Peoria, I!1, 
fairly indicates the sentiment of the people over the United 
States. It might be enlightening to quete from a few of the 
letters received the tax rates of some of the cities over the 
United States as certified to me by the mayors of such cities. 

When I speak of the tax rate of these cities I, of course, 
mean their total tax—State, county, scheol, and municipal— 
which is the tetal tax citizens ef those respective cities have to 
pay on their property, as compared with the $1.20 on the $100 
rate Washington people have to pay in the District of 
Columbia. 

The tax rate paid by the people in Baltimore, Md., $3.27 on 


the $100; in New Orleans, La., 83.164 on the $100; in Port- 
land, Oreg., $4.52 on the $100; in my birthplace, Houston, Tex., 
$4.294- on the $100; in Ogden, Utah, $3.33 on the $100; in 
Cheyenne, Wyo., $3.75 on the $100; in Fort Smith, Ark., $3.32 
on the $100; in New Bedford, Mass., $3.13: in Burlington, 
Vt.. $3.10 on the $100; in Pittsburgh, Pa., $3.22 on the $100: 
in St. Louis, Mo., which is a distinct political subdivision of 
the State, the city tax is $2.43 on the $100; in Boston, Mass, 
$2.47 on the $100; in Rochester, N. Y., $3.56 on the $100; in 
Portland, Me., $3.40 on the $100; in Boise City, Idaho, $4.29 
on the $100; in Mobile, Ala., $3.40 on the $100; in Detroit, 
Mich., $2.75 per $100; in Duluth, Minn., $5.79 on the $100; in 
Atinnta, Ga., $3.15 on the $100; in Kansas City, Mo., $2.93 
on the $100; in Minneapolis, Minn., $6.52 on the $100; in Salt 
Lake City, Utah, $3.18 on the $100; in Oakland, Calif., $4.02 
on the $100; in Austin, the capital of Texas, $3:54 on the 


Creek Park, with its picturesque picnic grounds, its miles of ; $100; in Denver, Colo., $2.76 on the $100; in Trenton, N. J., 








T1060 








$3.22 on the $100; in Racine, Wis., $2.87 on the $100; in Nash- 
ville, Tenn., $2.80 on the $100; in Charlottesville, Va., $2.85. 
And let me illustrate as the tax rate runs generally over 
Texas: In Paris, Tex., $4.10 on the $100; in Port 
Tex., $3.54 on the $100; in Tyler, Tex., $4.61 on the $100; in 
Denison, Tex., $3.32 on the $100; in Waco, Tex., $3.63 on the 
$100; in Amarillo, Tex., $3.55 on the $100; in Temple, Tex., 
$3.15; in Wichita Falls, Tex., $5.05 on the $100; in Beaumont 
Tex., $4.04. 

Mr. Edward F. Gryant, tax collector for San Francisco, Calif., 
has sent me a statement certifying that the following is the tax 
rate paid by the citizens in the following cities: In Seattle, 
Wash., $880 on the $100; Chicago, IL, $8 on the $100; in 
Reno, Ney., $7.38 on the $100; in New York, N. Y., $5.48 on the 
$100; in Philadelphia, Pa., $6 on the $100; in Detroit, Mich., 
$4.48 on the $100; in San Francisco, Calif., $3.47 on the $100; 
in Los Angeles, Calif., $3.89 on the $100. 

What excuse have we to offer to our constituents back at 


, 
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Arthur, | 
| $1.20 pays a tax of $1,821. 


home who are paying the above tax rates for permitting by our | 


votes here the 487,000 people in Washington, D. C., to continue’ 


paving the measly little pittance of only $1.20 on the $100, 
based on a half to two-thirds valuation, when our constituents 
have to pay all the balance of the expenses of this great city? 
Numerous millionaires live in Washington, having no connec- 
tion with the Government, merely to get the benefit of the low 
taxes. You may offer all the excuses available, but we are re- 
sponsible, for we could change this system, but we do not do it. 
Some of you will claim that 
the time, if you so ordained it, and voted now to change it. 
Some of the finest people in the world live in Washington; 
they are selfish, but still they are fine people. You can 
hardly blame them; they have been sponging on the Govern- 
ment for years. They are making a strenuous fight now to con- 
tinue the GO-40 system. They must have these hand-outs from 
the Government. Lam in favor of making them pay not what 
our people pay, but $2.75 or $2.50 per $100 at least. I would 
be satisfied with $2.50. Let them pay $2.50 on the $100 like 
they used to pay, and let them pay on a full valuation instead 


out of the Federal Treasury, and I am then willing to go the 
limit with you. I want them to pay only a decent, reasonable, 
fair tax, 

We are to be called upon to build a $44,000,000 plant up here 
that some of the expert engineers of this city assure me instead 


of costing $44,000,000 will cost at least $75,000,000 or $80,000,- | 


000 before the Government can get out of it. Let me eall 
your attention to the fact that when the Army first attempted 
to build Muscle Shoals they estimated that all three dams would 
cost only $19,500,000, and then after we appropriated the 
first few million dollars for fhem they came back with the 
next estimate that the Wilson Dam, No. 2, alone would cost 
$25,000,000, and then the next estimate was the Wilson Dam, 
No. 2, would cost $35,000,000, and the latest estimate we have 
now is that the Wilson Dam, No. 2, alone will cost $45,006,000, 
while the original estimate of the War Department engineers 
was that all three dams, all told, would cost only $19,500,000, 
So you see you can not depend upon these War Department 
estimates. You are going to be called upon soon to vote for 
this $44,000,000. These newspapers here are hounding you 
about it already, with editorials and articles in the paper 
furthering that cause, and, incidentally, sticking me with pins 
and needles, pricking me because I am fighting it. 

I have secured from the Rent Commission, the offices of 
the tax assessor and tax collector, and other reliable sources 
in Washington the facts concerning the rendition of numerous 
pieces of property which prove conclusively that property in 
the District of Columbia is assessed far below its value. 

The Bradford Apartments is assessed at $229,407, and at 
$1.20 pays a tax of $2,752. The owner of this property claimed 
before the Rent Commission that its value is $450,000. 

Tudor Hall Apartments is assessed at $266,653, and at $1.20 
pays a tax of $3,199. The owner of this property claimed 
before the Rent Commission that its value is $362,576. 

The Argyle Apartments is assessed at $207,487, and at $1.20 
pays a tax of $2,489. The owner of this property claimed 
before the Rent Commission that its value is $344,000. 

The Alabama Apartments is assessed at $219,870, and at $1.20 
pays a tax of $2,638. The owner of this property claimed be- 
fore the Rent Commission that its value is $805,000, 

The Imperial Apartments is assessed at $207,500, and at $1.20 
pays a tax of $2,490. The owner of this property claimed be- 
fore the Rent Commission that its value is $350,082. 

The Pelham Courts Apartments is assessed at $192,760, and 
at $1.20 pays a tax of $2,313. The owner of this property 
claimed before the Rent Commission that its value is $250,000, 


coerce 


“this is not the time.’ But it is | 


| tion. 





JUNE 6 


The Riviera Apartments is assessed at $124,709, and at $1.20 
pays a tax of $1,496. The owner of this property claimed before 
the Rent Commission that its value is $240,000. 

The Earlington Apartments is assessed at $151,793, and at 
The owner of this property claimed 
before the Rent Commission that its value is from $225,000 to 
$240,000, 

The Savoy Apartments is assessed at $218,000, and at $1.20 
pays a tax of $2,616. The owner of this property claimed before 
the Rent Commission that its value is $250,000. 

The Lonsdale Apartments is assessed at $160,233, and at 
$1.20 pays a tax of $1,922. The owner of this property claimed 
before the Rent Commission that its value is $240,000, 

Edward B. McLean’s residence property at 1500 I Street 
NW. is assessed at $600,604, and at $1.20 pays a tax of $7,207. 
It is reliably estimated to be worth double that sum. His 
magnificent country estate, “ Friendship,” on Wisconsin Avenue 
NW., is assessed at $492,944, and at $1.20 pays a tax of $5,915, 
It is reliably estimated to be worth far in excess of double 
that sum. As owner and editor of the Washington Post, it is 
not strange that he should fight for this system of low taxa- 
And it will be remembered that Mr. McLean is the one 
who loaned to Mr. Fall, of New Mexico, the $100,000 without 
security. 

The residence of Mr. E. F. Colladay at 3734 Northampton is 
assessed at $14,356, and at $1.20 pays a tax of $172, when it 
is reliably estimated to be worth far in excess of double that 
sum. It is to be expected that through the Washington Star 
he would lead the fight for this system of low taxation in 


| the District, when the whole people of the United States pay 





| at $1.20 pays a tax of $23,666. 


the balence of the expenses. Mr. Colladay has printed many 
series of articles trying to “cabbage” the alleged surplus. 
The above reflects in no way upon the Washington Star, which 
is one of the fairest and best papers in the United States, 

The magnificent residence of Mrs. Marshall Field on Six- 
teenth Street NW. is assessed at $139,722, and pays a tax 
of $1,676. It is reliably estimated to be worth double that 


| amount. 
of half, and then take every bit of the balance of the expense | 


The magnificent Belmont residence at 1618 New Hampshire 
Avenue is assessed at $472,502, and at $1.20 pays a tax of $5,670. 
It is reliably estimated to be worth double that sum. 

The New Willard Hotel properties is assessed at $2,594,705, 
and at $1.20 pays a tax of $31,136. This is the most valuable 
location in Washington, and is reliably estimated to be worth 
nearly double that sum. 

The Raleigh Hotel properties is assessed at $1,972,200, and 
It is reliably estimated to be 
worth at least half a million dollars more than that sum. 

Hotel Washington is assessed at $1,951,605, and at $1.20 pays 
a tax of $23,419. It is reliably estimated to be worth far in 


| excess of that sum. 


The magnificent semicircular Wardman Park Hotel, covering 
quite an area of ground and housing many wealthy families, is 
assessed at $3,105,346, and at $1.20 pays a tax of only $37,264, 
and Iam reliably informed that you could not buy this property 
for much under $5,000,000. The annual receipts paid this fash- 
ionable family hotel by its patrons would astonish any Member 
of this Congress. 

The residence at 1835 Irving Street NW. is assessed at 
$10,416, and at the $1.20 rate pays a tax of only $125, while 
it could be sold at uny time for as much as $22,500, a simi- 
lar residence in the same block having recently sold for 
$25,000. 

The residence at 3100 Sixteenth Street NW., which recently 
sold for more than $40,000, is assessed at $15,181, and at $1.20 
pays a tax of $182. 

Garfinkle’s department store is assessed at $420,975 and pays 
a tax of $5,051. Woodward & Lothrop (whole block) depart- 
ment store is assessed at $3,468,833 and pays a tax of $41,626. 
You could not purchase either of these properties for double 
the amount at which they are assessed. 

The residence which I am renting at 1929 Kenyon Street 
NW. has recently sold for $11,750. It is assessed at $6,486 and 
pays a tax of $77.84. 

A distinguished southern Senator told me the other day 
that for several years he has been trying to sell his residence 
in his home town for $7,000, and that he pays more taxes on 
it in his home State than he pays on his residence in Wash- 
ington, which under any conditions is worth $22,500, but 
which could be sold for $25,000. 

And the District gets several extra millions annually from 
the United States Treasury where the whole people pay the 
full 100 per cent. The Washington Times for Thursday, Jan- 
uary 10, 1924, on page 2, in an article headed “ District given 
$1,647,700,” mentioned the several local institutions here in the 














<hr ealt la ae 


ead 


te ARS EE ee 


ie 


ok aa eciap e i 

































































1924 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 11061 


District which are given the enm of §1.647.700 direct out of shall retura and pay t e tax imposeil by thi ‘tion upon all s 
the Treasury, concerning which there is no diviston ‘of 60—40, | °° held t y them as in the case of in@ividuals 
birt all is paid by the whole people, for safd items are in the 11. Netionatbank stock is exempt from taxation under section S219 
Interior Department approprintion bill now before the House, | ©f the United Strtes Statutes. ‘Suet stock is taxed in the cit " 
all of which-comes ont of the people’s Treasury. where the bank is located, and not elsewher 
rhis system has prevailed here simply ‘because the 437,000) 132 Dive -exersption provided by wees 2 ang < runs ‘to th 
people in Washineton sre organized with citizens’ associations, | So¢U, suidecc to motice of with rename mae no . . ; : : | 
who will attempt to ruin any Congressman who fights the | {!@t amount, the « be taxable. As to sede sald by vi 
situation, and bheeanse the people of the United States don’t boiiding ass sia tions, the saine raling ah< ae ‘ aol ower PI 
know about the situation. Whenever ‘the people find it out | te Stock held in local bunks, etc., 1. @, that such stock Is exe nm 
they are going to have it stopped. taxation, whatever the amount held 
What particular halo is there about the head of the rich 13. An individual ‘residing elsewhere but ‘baving a bank de : 
; District of Colwnbin—as a matter of convenie ~———Y l ne 


. . . . he 
tax dedgers living in Washington thet they should be permitted | ™ 
te pay a total tax rate of only $1.20 on the $100, assessed at | *°™ te in : 

' : 14. Proceeds frem war-risk insurance 


this jurisdiction 


ahout half ‘valration, while the people of every other city in 
the United States have ‘to pay all the way from $2.75 to $6.50, The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Te 
and the balance of the local expenses of the people of Wash- | has expired 
ington has to be borne by the whole people? Why should tt Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I yield five m 
be continneii? Why should Washington people be more favored | utes to the gentleman ‘from Michigan [Mr. Craton] o1 ) 
than all of the balance of the people In the cities of this | much thereof as he desires 
Nution? The SPPAKER. The gentieman from Michigan is re 
THER TIME HAS COME TO STOP IT nize for five minutes 

We mnst disaHow this so-called surplus. We must not let Mr. ORAMTON. — ae on item a oo a 

this bill pass. It would be a crime against the people of the headed by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Pavers}, hive 


brouczht back a splendid report; splendid both from the st: 


United States. And we must require the people of the Distric ; : . : 
a : l we - the peop of the Dis ' point of the District and the standpoint of the Nation. It is f) 


of Columbia to pay a reasonable, fair, just rate of taxation, 


: Aaron ; hy “ver passed for e District. It gives then 
and then let the Government pay its part. largest b i t tt ever ‘passed 1 the Distri ives them 
; everything that the Senate added for schools and street im 

TAX EXEMPTIONS provements that are so greatly needed On the other hand, 


Fach taxpayer in the District of Columbia is allow@d an | ft provides for the payment by the District under the limp-sum 
exemption from taxes on $1,000 household furniture. And plan of a million dollars less than otherwise would hive been 
then, too, certnin tangible property is exempt. The tax rate | ‘the case, and every deficiency bill that will come in next yeur 
on intangible property is only one-half of 1 per cent in the Dis- | will ‘be exclusively their own This $9,000,000 represents the 
trict of Columbia. ‘To show the facts as they exist here, I | whole charge upon the Federal Treasury for 1925. The bil 
quote the following written statement issued by the District | which I intredueed proposing this plan a year ago fixed the 


of Columbia, to wit: amount at $8,000,000, on the assumption that the Federal share 
INTANGIBLE PROPERTY of ‘refunds ‘which would hereafter go to the District would be 

: s ° 4 ) ‘ metinegs » hy wiitor ‘ Va “r) *o\ TY 

Intangible property, which includes moneys and credits, including | $1,000,000 as estimated by Auditor Donovan. We learn ‘from 


cotmint on diene toerw ths ; ere w + exree or 
moneys loaned and invested, bonds, and shares of stock—except the | the District auditor to-day epee that share will not exceed, per 
; . . . . . : 71 . - aq t » eres » orante, hea 
stock of banks and other corporations within the District of Columbia, | D4&ps, 4400,000 or dv W),UUU, hat the tne ise granted by t 
the taxation ef which banks and corporations is herein provided for conference report over the liouse proposit m the other day is 


of any person, firm, association, or corporation resident er engaged in only sbout $500,000 or S760,000 


business within said District shall be scheduled and eppraised in ‘the We have, then, ina markably short period accomplished 
manner provided by law. | this change to this new and desirable basis In our fisen! re 
i Jations. The gentleman from Minnesota |Mr. Davis], and the 

EXBMPTIONS ON EN'TANGIBUE PROPERTY , : : a , 
: gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ayres], and the gentleman from 
1. Savyines deposits of Mdividuals in a*stm not in excess of $500 Illinois (Mr. Funk]. as well as M MAppEN and Mr. Ryens 


deposited in banks, trust companies, or building associations subject to 
notice of ‘withtrawal‘and not:snbfect to check. 

® hares of stock of the local banks, including savings banks, the | 
telephone amd electric light companies, the gas companies, and street 
railway companies; the bonding and title insnrance companies and 
building associations of the District of Colmmbia ‘and any other cor 
‘poration ‘paying a tax npon ‘its gross receipts, earnings, premiums, ete. 

3. Shares of stock of any business company incorporated in the Ts- 
triet of Columbia and receiving no sperial franchise or privilege in ad- 
dttion ‘to incorporation, whose property, real and personal, or capital | 
stock, is subject to taxation here. 

4. Shares of stock of business corporations which are incorporated 
in other jurisdictions, but chiefly fer the purpose of doing business in 
the District of Columbia, and receive no other special franehise or 
privilege here, and whose property, real and personal, or capital stock, 
is subject to taxation here and which are engaged in business here. To offset the injury they may ‘be dotag to the National Capital in 

5. United States bonds, State and munieipal bonds, District of Co- | their attitude, these Congressmen expert to go into their districts and 
lumbia bonds, Philippine and Porto Rican bonds, and such other bonds | §¢t up the cry that wealthy people of ‘the District are tax dodgers; 
as are specifically exempted by Congress from taxation, are not subject | that they are paying smaller taxes than anywhere ‘else In the United 
to taxation under the intangible personal property act of the District | 8t#tes. They know that there will be nobody on ‘hand to answer ‘them 


of Tennessee, are entitled to a great deal of credit for the 
result which has heen achieved 

There are men in the District who have a large share of 
responsibility for the condition of hostility and friction that 
has existed heretofore 

The statements and editorials which the newspapers of the 
city of Washington have sometimes carried, especially such 
things as the Washington Times has been running here concern 
ing Members of this House, are a disgrace to journalism. Here 
| is an editorial from the Washington Times ef last evening, en- 
| titled “The House’s injustice to the District of Columbia,” 
and what the paper says about the gentleman from Minnesota 
particularly is contemptible and in total disregard for the 
truth. It says: 


of Columbia. er to explain what taxes or assessments are levied on the people of 
6. Deposits in banks and trust companies of corporations and ‘indl- | this city. 
viduals neither resident ner doing business in the District of Columbia. Then it continues, referring to the gentleman from Minne- 


7. Bank notes or notes discounted or negotiated by any bank or | 
banking institution, saving institution, or trust company. | 
8. Savings institutions having no capital stoek, building associations, 
firemen’s relief associations, secret and benéficial societies, Jabor 
unions, and labor-union relief associations; beneficial organizations The gentleman from Minnesota has performed his duty. For 
paying sick or death benefits, either or both, from funds received from | more ‘than 2 quarter of a century in his serviee ‘here he has 
yoluntary contributions or assessments upon members of such associa- | been adamant agaimst all the blandishments and flattery and 


sota.: 


It Is abont the only thing that may put Congressman Davis back 
into the Ilouse 





tions, sotlefies, or unions. other inducements that surreumd one in Washington. All 
9. Life or ‘fire Insurance companies having no capital stock. henor to the gentleman from Minnesota! I say that Members 
1, Corporations, limited partnerships, and joint-stock associations | are bound to resent such editorials as that. [Applause.] 

within said District, liable to tax under the law of the said District But let us not permit any personal feeling, such as would 


on catnings or capital stock, shall net be required to make any report | naturally be raised by irresponsible newspaper articles ef that 
or pay any further tax under this section on the mortgages, bonds, | kind, to influence our judgment er our action 

andl other securities owned by them in. their own right, but such cor- The arrangement on this bill is fair to the Distriet and 
porations, partuerships, and aesociations holding such securities as epens the way ‘to the proper development of ‘this growing city, 
trustees, executors, administrators, ‘guardians, or in any other manner, and the committee are to be highly congratulated, 
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Mr. STEVENSON, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRAMTON. Yes; just briefly. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I hope the gentleman will not overlook 
of Mr. Frank Hogan in the address he made be- 
that the people keep their wise men back 
und send their fools to Congress, and that the people of 
Washington eonsider ¢ to be representatives of a 
lower sort of life, 
Mr. CRAMTON, 
to judge ol 


the fement 
ore the realtors 
home 
meressmen 
[ Laug 
The realtors have now had an opportunity 
Hlogan’s irresponsibility as we have had heretofore. 
Il want to I 


hter.] 


iswer question propounded by the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Moors] a little while ago. I say the fact 
that the mouey we are appropriating is limited to a lump sum 


far as the Federal Treasury 


is concerned is no reason why 
We hould say 


‘You can be as extravagant as you want with the 
taxpayers of the District.” 
» make this permanent law, will not have to consider, 

District authorities come before them, what is the 
the Federal Treasury. They can set down $9,000,000, 
the further consideration which they give to the subject 
will be with a view to ascertaining whether the proposed ex- 
penditures are deserving and wise and whether they can be 
provided under a reasonable tax rate 
the time to make the investigation necessary for the accomplish- 
ineut of that purpose, but the trained officials of the Budget 


money of the 


when the 
fax on 


and 


are the best investigators we can get. 
Mr. MOOR of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 


Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia, Aside from the discussion of the 
editorial and the statement of Mr. Hogan, I want to ask the 
gentleman this question: What percentage of the total ex- 
penditure carried in the bill will the luinp-sum contribution 
represent ? 

Mr. CRAMTON, Under 
substantially 30 per cent. 
000 to $1,000,000 of deficiences during the year, but the bill as 
it stands is a 70-30 bill. 

Mr. BLANTON, Will 

Mr. CRAMTON, Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON, Would it not be advisable for the people 


the bill as it stands, it 


the gentleman yield? 


r Washington to understand that abuse of Congressme , 
of ishington to de 1m a se Oo ongressinen from | these, although all of these ways have a certein attraction for our 
| million dollars. 


the various newspapers here is not going to get them anywhere? 
Mr. CRAMTON, I have passed by many things with refer- 


ence to myself, but I could not pass by this contemptible article | 


{[Mr. Davis]. | nificent hills where nature has given us an ideal setting for happiness 


about the deserving gentleman from Minnesota 
[| Applause, ] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous 
question on the conference report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
ference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 


agreeing to the con- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
Ry unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Tucker, for an indefinite period, on account of death in family. 


WHAT I WILL DO WITH THE MILLION DOLLARS IN WEST VIRGINIA 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Rrecorp concerning an address made 
some time ago about my State of West Virginia. 

The SPEAKLR. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from West Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp, I include a speech delivered at the ban- 
quest of the West Virginia Society of the District of Columbia, 
as follows: 


Mr. ‘Toastmaster and fellow mountaineers, it is beyond ordinary 
pleasure to be counted one of such a patriotic and happy assembly 
as this, an assembly of people from a great State, met to 
the fact that from that State and to show 
in it. 

To demonstrate how I would spend a million dollars in West Virginia 
is no ordinary after-dinner thought, and no doubt you are anxious and 
very speculative as to just how, when, and where I would use so vast 
a sum of money among our beloved hills. After second thought you will 
find the idea far more serious than frivolous, and one that is worthy of 
your best consideration, 

The fundamental basis to which this inspiration is applicable is that 
part of our Nation which is the most northern of the Southern States, 
the most southern of the Northern States, the most eastern of the West- 
ern States, the most western of the Eastern States, the larger of the 


celebrate 


they are their pride 





The Congress has not | 


will be | 
Of course, there will be from $500,- | 
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smaller States, the smaller of the larger States, and the dearest of 
all the States. 

To take a million dollars and judiciously put it into operation so that 
it will benefit humanity morally, intellectually, and physically, so that 
it will lessen the burdens and diminish the evils of the State, will be an 
undertaking without a sellish motive. 

It is beyond question that every human being owes a debt of grati- 
tude to some other human being, community, State, or 
path can not be so smooth but that we may 
can a that rest will not 
that needed, nor can 


nation. Our 
stumble some time, nor 

day be so short 
clouds are not 


be needed, a sky so clear 
humanity be so perfect as to 


|} reject assistance. 


In making the choice of how to spend the million dollars there are 
many things about our State which must be taken into consideration. 
For instance, there are men of honor and prominence, true and loyal 
Virginians, whose patriotism and public service to State and 
Nation bid triumphantly for a monument in order that their name and 
fame may be carried on for all time. 

Again, you all know of places that are patiently waiting for some 
philanthropic person to appear and start a great industry there, in 
order that the community might be benefited and wealth produced. 

Many opportunities present themselyes to create school advantages, 
so that the day may come when the State would be proud of its in- 
telligence and its superior educational institutions. 

Numerous are the places that are sending forth appeals for some 
one to come and help turn nature’s resources into beauty and com 
fort and to make of our “ Little Switzerland” the most ideal play- 
ground in America, 

Then there is the alluring temptation to dispossess the mind of its 
power and carry it to some mountain crest and lodge it in a castle 
of beauty and luxury where the rays of the morning light bring 
many pleasures, and the sinking of the sun brings quiet and rest. 

Still there is another alternative that we may use; our State is 
not so extensive after all but that we might seek other hills and see 
other people. Our surroundings are small and our knowledge of the 
world must be broadened. It would certainly be helpful to know the 
way people live, think, and act elsewhere. To go to the palatial 
resorts of the North during the summer months, where the air is cool- 
ing and healing, and as the temperature begins to drop, to turn south- 
ward to the lands of sunshine would for many persons be a desirable 
mode of life. 

But there is in my mind a more persuasive thought than any of 


Let us travel back to our green fields and beautiful 
valleys and stop on a broad plateau on the top of one of our mag- 
and peace of mind. There, with the million dollars we will build a 
and endurable mansion with many rooms and with every com- 
fort and convenience; a great hospital, to be cirected and operated 
with supreme skill, where the sick may be made well, the discased 
and afflicted cured, the unfortunate and weak made strong, the sor- 
rowing made happy, the poor welcomed, the rich accepted; where the 
body may be cleansed and the soul made pure. 

1 do not at present have the million dollars, but I do have faith 
and hope, and with these powerful influences I trust that I shall be 
able to aecomplish this one desire before my strength shall fail me; 
build this great hospital where all shall be cared for without prejudice, 
discrimination, or favor. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp upon the appro- 
priation bill just under consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, the Capital of the United States Government is located 
in the city of Washington, D. C. The Government has in its 
employ 56,000 employees who reside in the city of Washington 
all or a major portion of each year. They receive an average 
salary of approximately $2,000 a year, or a total of $112,000,000. 

A careful investigation discloses that approximately 200,000 
people visit Washington each year, spending on an average of 
$40 each while here, the sum total of which amounts to ap- 
proximately $8,000,000 annually. The location of the Capital 
in the city of Washington brings to the city and its business 
interests $112,000,000 per year. The incidental expenditures of 
guests is almost $8,000,000 Annually, making a total of $120,- 
000,000 expended in Washington as a result of the location of 
the Capital in the city. 

In addition to the United States Government bringing, 
through the location of its Capital in the city, the sum of 
$120,000,000 annually, it has been spending millions of dollars 
in the past in the purchasing and maintaining of parks, the 
erection of public-school buildings for the city, the extension of 
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reets and public highways, and it has also been payi ig 

per cent of the general expenses of the city. The result is th: r 
taxes in the city of Washington are only from one-third to 
one-half of what the taxes are in the various other cities in - e 


si 


United States. Now, in order to maintain in the city oO oe 
ington a low, unusual tax rate, it is proposed that aa 

States Government continue to pay 40 per cent of the el 
governmental expenses of the city of Washington and appro- 


priate therefor annually $29,000,000 or $30,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, there is not a leading city in 
the United States which would not pay the whole of its general 
governmental expenses and give the property of the Govern- 
ment all the police protection which is afforded the Government 
property in the city of Washington. To appropriate $8,000,000 
or any other sum out of the National Treasury to help defray 
the general expenses necessary in the government of the city of 
Washington is unwarranted and unjust to the taxpayers of the 
United States. I am therefore opposed to appropriating out of 
the National Treasury $8,000,000 or any other sum of money 
for the general expenses of the city of Washington. 

DUTY TO FULFILL PREELECTION PROMISES AND PLATFORM 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of general 
legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman already has that privilege. 

Mr. RAKER. I want this consent in addition to that privi- 
lege. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, permission was 
given me to extend my remarks in the Recorp on legislation 
generally and my work as a Member of Congress since my first 
appearance in 1910, Sixty-second Congress. 

On July 15, 1912, by permission of the House, I then extended 
my remarks, and I can do no better than insert them here. I 
have complied with those promises, and all of them have been 
carried to final and proper determination. The last one was the 
exclusion by law of the Japanese. This law is now on the 
statute books. That insertion of July 15, 1912, is as follows: 

Mr. RAKER said: 

Mr. Speaker, I believe it is but proper and right for me at this time 
to say a few words upon the important question of the duty of those 
who seek to represent the peopie of this great Nation or any branch of 
it, as well as one of the sovereign States, to fully carry out the 


‘ir pre- 
election promises and platform 


The promises made by a man when 
seeking to obtain the suffrage of the people for any office within their 
gift should not be lightly made, and when made should not be broken. 
He should be at all times ready and willing to let the public know, as 
near as he can, his position upon public questions and matters of public 
concern. When thus made they should be considered as a moral and 
legal pledge between the pubiic and himself, binding upen him and to 
be truly and fully executed. 

I have heretofore acted upon and tried to fulfill such promises and 
shall continue to do so in the future. One who violates his preelection 
promises and platform is not entitled to the support of any constitu- 
ency. He is a poor and faithless public servant. He has obtained a 
high position by fraud and deception if he takes any other course. Hs 
title to the office would be obtained and held by committing an offense, 
while not punishable by any known law yet enacted, though grossly 
guilty under the moral code. Though his conviction is not always had, 
it most generally follows when he next appears before the people for 
their judgment. While not so certain of condemnation in the past, in 
the future it will be, because the people are taking a closer inventory 
of their public servants and are now more fully appreciating their 
rights and the means with which they can execute them. 

There can be no moral or legal excuse for a want of fulfillment of 
preelection pledges 

I made promises to the people of the first—-now second—congres- 
sional district two years ago. Those promises have been observed and 
executed by me to the fullest extent of my knowledge, power, 
ability. 

The promises and platform upon which I was elected to this Con- 
gress are made a part of this statement; likewise some of the things in 
which I have participated as a Member of this House and my future 
promises and pledges to the California people, in particular those of 
the second congressional district. 


and 


“IMPORTANT QUESTIONS — PLATFORM OF PRINCIPLES — POSITION 
TAKEN BY JOHN BE. RAKER ON IMPORTANT QUESTIONS INVOLVED IN 
THE ISSUB BEFORE THE PEOPLE ON BEHALF OF BETTER GOVERNMENT 
“When a candidate for Congress in 1910 I prepared a statement 

explaining my position on the important questions facing the voters 

at that election to be held in November of that year. That state- 
ment is as follows; 
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This Government should not eSS as t of th r 
secking corporations It must t! s G rnment ne 
administered in li department ‘ gs to t Ji 1 
maxim, *‘ Equal rights to all, special 4 ley to m ; 

‘* The people must rule’ is the li ie W pres s elf 
in all public questions now under dise n 

rh such is the pr iry I s 1 ° 
The course f national legislation in the | ) a 
ab » of power by the * nrachine has emphasized tl fact t he 
pe do not rule Thi i wrong ih is usurp n [ ver 
It is a control of the Government by the corporatio: and 
instead of a control of the corpora ns nd trus the G 
ment: and so long as this exists just so lon Ww the p : 
deprived of their rights 

“Tam therefor in favor of 

“1. A progressive, honest, and econom l Government, 
‘2. An end of all official graft 

“3. An honest revision of the tariff? downward 

#4. A fair and equitable banking and curren law i 1 
great central bank controlled by Wall Street. 

5. Conservation ef our natural national and State resources 
and a progressive, upbuilding policy, honestly and economically 
enforced; that we control our natural resources and use them 


now, in the present, but still control them so the future use of 
them will be saved for the people of this Nation 


the hands of the few 


keep them from 


‘6. Controlling the trusts and preventing monopoly. 


“7. Reciprocity for a progressive purpose and not for retalla- 
tion. 

‘S. A genuine eontrol of railroads, freight and passage rates 
“9% A just and genuine control of 


tween cities and towns 


railway discrimination be- 


‘10. Controlling overeapitalization of stocks and bonds of rail- 
roads and of industrial monopolies. 

‘11. Physical valuation of railways 
and fares. 


as a basis of fair rates 


‘12. A parcel post and a genuine postal savings bank act, and 
that it be constituted so as to keep the deposited 
community where it is established 


money in the 


“15. Proper control of the gigantic gambling in stocks and 
bonds and in agricultural products, 


‘14. A progressive inheritance tax on large and gigantic estates 
and an Income tax. 

‘15. Permanent system of development of our national water 
ways and of national good roads 

“16. A national law for publication of campaign funds before 
all elections and a sound corrupt practices act 

“17. Election of United States Senators by direct 
people and an amendment of the Constitution 
for such purpose, 


vote of the 
of the United States 


“18. Congress providing ite own rules, and that the Speaker 
should not be the ruler of the House, but that the 
should rule, to the end that honest, just, and 
may be enacted, 


House itself 
proper legislation 
‘19. Honest, fair, just. and proper legislation on behalf. of 
labor. Labor must be dealt with in a spirit of fairness. 

20. An exclusion law excluding from the United States 
Territories all Asiatics except certified merchants, 
travelers. 


and 
students, and 


“There are many questions presented in the above. I have 
thus stated them so there can be no misunderstanding as to my 


position on the important questions now confronting the people of 


this Nation. 
“It is true that those now demanding the principal 


of our people are: Corporation control of our elections, 
of our necessaries of life, domination 


attention 
monopoly 
by special-privilege cor- 
porations of our legislation, and conservation of 
resources. 


our national 


“T believe in individual and national succes 


and prosperity. 
Merit should be rewarded I have no 


quarrel with corporations, 
They are necessary and should be encouraged for the 


purposes for 
which they are formed 


Corporations being formed for the pu 
of serving the general welfare should not partake of the 
man’s political richts It is no part of their business to 
the Government or to attempt to run it: 


rpose 
free 
run 
and when they do they 
functions and should be 


are stepping 
stopped. 


beyond their legitimate 


“The Aldrich-Payne tariff law is a violation of the first prin- 
ciples of this Government. It is so arranged that 
the already wealthy and takes from the needy It should be 
revised, and revised downward. The beneficiaries of the tariff 
should not be given this task. 

“ Progressive 


it gives to 


constructive legislaticn should be had at all 


times, and I am unalterably opposed to ‘ obstructive’ or ‘ de- 
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structice’ legislation, jast because it is ‘obstructive’ or ‘ de- 


“T? elected T would deem it my duty to do the best within me 
the entire Nation. When I could be of special service to this 
State or to my district, it would be one of my pleasures, if within 
my power so to do, if not in conflict with duties to the Nation. 
No task would be too burdensome to thus perform for this district 
or the State or any part of the State 

“The rivers and harbors of this district and State need ma- 
terial improvement and special care and attention, and the Na 
tional Government should be prompt and liberal for such common 
good 

“We have no desert lands in this State when water is applied. 
With an abundance of water going to waste and not restrained, 

an pire of land lying idle, every effort should be made to put 

« water on the land and utilize ft. This can and should be 
No man is doing his Whole duty unless he bends his energy 
to that end. 

‘Y am opposed to the system of which Cannon or Cannonism 
is but a representative, a symbol. No man who holds the views of 
parliamentary procedure or national policy of Cannon should be 
Speaker of the Flouse of Representatives. 

“And 1 would consider that I held a commission from the people 
of this district to vote nensinst any man of such views, and if 
elected would vote for a Bpeaker who its in favor of the House 
and methods of procedure, which should 
be free from domination by its Speaker. 

“The will of the people would be my gid This is a Gov- 
ernment of the people, for the people, and by the people. The 
people cen be trusted, 

“IT have no special claim opon the people of this district for 
their suffrage I have no ‘ax’ to grind, HMaving an abiding faith 
in our institutions and form of government and holding the views 
1 do, I would consider it a hieh privilege and right to participate 
in its affairs, believing that I would not abuse the confidence of 
this people Having been a resident of this district for 30 years, 
]1 feel | know their wants and needs, 

“The aatters and things here presented are for the purpose 
of making my position clear to the public, with a firm belief in the 
same and with a free and full promise to carry the same into cffect 
as far as it may be in my power and ability so to do. 

* JoHN E. RAKER, 


providing its own rules 


“ALTURAS, CALIF., August 31, 1910.” 


My work os your Representative in Congress, and the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, will show that I have labored earnestiy and hard to carry 
out these principles. I have accordingly worked and voted for the 
legislation thet had for its objects and purposes the fulfilment of my 
pledge to the people and the enactment of the same into law. 

1. Much progressive legislation has passed the Ilouse for which I 
worked and voted Such legislation bas been efficient, along economic 
lines, progressive, and constructive. 


2 The rules of the House of Representatives have been revised 560 | 


as to give the Representatives of the American people freedom of 
epeech and of action in introducing, proposing, and defending pro- 
gressive and romedial legislation, 

8. ills have been passed for the relief of the people and the de- 
velopment of the country. 

4. There has been an honest effort to revise the tariff taxes down- 
ward in faver of the masses and thus to reduce the high cost of Nving. 

5. There has been propesed an amendment to the Federal Oonstitu 
tien providing for the election of the United States Senators by direct 
vote of the people. 

6. Arizona and New Mexico have been admitted into the Union as 
sovereign States. 

7. A law has been passed requiring the publicity of campaign ex- 
ponses both before and after election and fixing a limit on campaign 
expenses of the United States Senators and Representatives. 

8. A bill to prevent the abuse of the use of the writ of injunction 
has been passed. 

9, A law establishing an eight-hour day for workmen on all national 
public works has been secured. 

10. A resolution which forced the President to take immediate steps 
to abrogate the Russian treaty was passed. 

11. The great supply bills passed by the Heuse lessened the waste 
and extravagance and reduced the amount of expenses of the Govern- 
ment by many millions of dollars. 

12. The three-year homestead law was passed and is now a law. 

13. Laws were passed giving relief to desert-land claimants and to 
homestead claimants under the Government reclamation projects. 

14. A law creating and establishing a Children’s Bureau was secured. 

15. The phosphate bill was passed. 

16. The law establishing the Bureau of Mines was amended and 
passed, to the end that this bureau might have ample and sufficient 
power to extend Its operations, particularly in metalliferous mining. 
This affects the great Rocky Mountain and Pacific coast mining States. 
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17. The Panama Canal bill passed the Mouse exempting from tolls all 
American ships engaged in coastwise trade passing throuch the Panama 
Canal and prohibiting the use of the Panama Canal by ships owned or 
controlled by railroad carriers engaged in transportation competition 
with the canal. 

18. The excise tax bill has passed the Mouse. 

19. The bill providing for national post (good) roads, the publication 
of the names of all owners of all newspapers, together with their stock- 
holders, and indications in said papers as to the authors of all news- 
paper articles, and a partial parcel post was passed, 

20. A bill granting home rule to the Terrftory of Alaska. 

21. A pension bill has passed the House and is now a law which is a 
better recognition of the soldier than before given. 

22. Trial by jury in contempt cases, when alleged to be committed 
without the view of the court, is now pending and will pass the House. 

23. Bills suppressing the pernicious practice of gambling in agricul- 
tural products are now pending before the House and will be passed. 

24. The various planks of that splendid progressive platform adopted 
at Baltimore on June 29, 1912, will be carried out and enacted into 
lawe. For the enactment into laws of those progressive policies I will 
earnestly and diligently labor, 

25. A bill providing for workmen's compensation is before Congress 
and will pass. / 

There are many important measures now pending in Congress 
which are intended to give the people of the Nation more progres- 
sive and better laws. In fact, every principle enumerated has re- 
ceived much earnest and careful attention and consideration by ‘the 
House. Many of them have become laws of the land, others have 
passed both the House and the Senate and have been vetoed by the 
President, Many others are before the committees of the House, and 
those that relieve the American citizens of the unjust burdens of tax- 
ation, reduce the high cost of living, control the trusts, and prevent 
monopoly, and being just and wise measures, will receive the con- 
sideration and sanction of the House. 

In this great constructive work of the House I have endeavored to 
do my part, and have voted according to my best conscience to carry 
out what I promised I would do, if elected, and have striven to ad- 
vance the cause of justice and right. 

I am in favor of more liberal laws, rules, and regulations for 
miners; have given this most vital and fmportant subject personal 
consideration. Miners and the mining interests desire the right to 


ebtain and must get jast and fair treatment. 


I am for conservation of our National and State resources. What I 
said two years ago in my statement is hereby reaffirmed. I am against 
the destruction of these resources. Since my election two years ago I 
have, in and out of Congress, worked for progressive and true con- 
servation. 

The proper handling of our public lands and coal and of] lands, hore 
and in Alaska, and the proper use, control, and development of our 
water, water rights, and pewer sites have been given and will con- 
tinue to be given every consideration, 

Under my statement of two years ago—No. 20—that I was in favor 
of an exclusion law, excluding from the United States or its Terri- 
tories all Asiatics except certified merchants, students, doctors, and 
travelers, I have introduced a bdill—H. R. 13500—which fully carries 
out this pledge. This bil is comprehensive and just and contains 
proper restrictions, etc. I bave given and shall continue to give this bill 
my best efforts and feel that eventually it will receive the approval 
of Congress. This is a big and important question, and of necessity 
takes much care, labor, and time. This I will unswervingly continue 
to give. 

I realize that it fs quite hard to do much until after one bas had 
some little experience; but notwithstanding this fact I have been 
“on the job” and voted and answered roll calls at all times, which 
will be borne out by the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcoRD. 

I have given personal attention to the work before fhe various com- 
mittees and have succeeded in assisting and securing much legislation 
that was necessary, With more experience I know I could do better, 

There is much progressive legislation needed. I would like to assist 
in this work, and, if I have been reasonably faithful in the past, with 
what experience I have had as your present Representative, with your 
approval I can and do unhesitatingly say that my work in the feature 
will be to better carry out the statement of principles and work for the 
enactment of Jaws that will keep and run this great Government for 
its 95,000,000 of people and not for a favored few—the interests or the 
trusts. My sympathies are with the people. I am one of them, a 
humble worker in the ranks. I stand for advancement all along the line. 
The people should be permitted to bave a full voice and say in this 
Government cf theirs. I stand for pregressive legislation, both State 
and National, to that end. 

You generally know whether or not I have given proper care and 
attention to the interests of the people of the district. No letter has 
been left nnanswered and no Inquiry passed by unnoticed and without 
care and attention, 





5 te Site ta, ss <tc 


be neta « 


Net ha Ad Dn aces 


= OR tk 


ne pe et slr 


a 











1924 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 11065 








My attention has been given, maybe not always properly and wisely, | products and livestock and help in the orderly , 
but anyway the best that could be given and done. I have endeavored | sgme. This act has been amended and extended 

to do as your Representative what I promised I would do when seeking | Farm-loan-bank deposits: This bill authorizes and directs 
this responsible and honorable position at your hands. How well I | the Secretary of the Treasury to deposit, from time to time as 
have done this you must be the judge. My conscience knows that I | the needs of the farm-loan banks may require, $25,000,000 to 
have faithfully and truly striven to accomplish it. This will be my | he ysed by said banks in making farm loans during the time 
promise for the future. Many needs and wants of this district and | gales of farm-loan bonds are taking place Said 

State have been impressed upon me by personal contact and knowledge posited to be returned to the Treasury as soon 
and by individuals as well as by the newspapers. Some of the many | honds is effected. This law is working with excellent results 
requirements are set out in this statement, and these and all other | [Jynder its operation the Treasury has suffered no loss 


marketing of 


money so de 


¢ ’ ° 
as the Shle oO 


and the 

just and progressive principles will receive my best efforts. loan operations of the farm-loun banks have been greatly 
If my past course, work,-and conduct have been such that you can | helped. Since originally passed the bill has had some valuable 

reasonably approve them, considering the inexperience, the principles | and important amendments made to it which 

that I have and do stand for and those that have been carried out and | workable. 

enacted into laws, then I most respectfully request that you give me 


make it more 


| Veterans’ hospitals: The Langley bill provides for the con- 
an opportunity to use this experience for more and better work and struction and purchase immediately of additional hospitals for 
better results sick and disabled veterans of the World War and appropriates 
Since that time, as a Member of the House of Representatives, $17,000,000 for said purpose. Proper amendments for hospitals 
I have voted for, advocated, and championed the following and hospitalization have been made from time to time. (March 
legislation : 31, 1922, p. 5313, CONGRESSION Al Recorp. ) 
United States Shipping Board: To establish and encourage Good roads machinery - A bill requiring tle Secretary of 
and develop a merchant marine so that American commerce, in- War to turn over to the secretary of Agriculture, for distribu 
cluding our heavy tonnage of exported agricultural products, | ion in the several States through the State highway commis 
will not have to depend on foreign ships for ocean transporta- | Siens, all surplus Army trucks and other suitable tools and 
tion. (May 20, 1916, p. 8874, ConGressionaL Reconp.) machinery for use in read building. This has put to good use 
Good roads law: This bill provides a system of cooperation | much surplus war material which otherwise would have had to 
between the Federal and State Governments in the building of | have been seld at great loss. (November 6, 1919, p. 8049, Con- 
hard-surfaced highways. Liberal appropriations have been | GkESStONAL Record.) : 
made by Congress under it, and as a consequence more im- | Postal salary bill: A bill to inerease salaries of postal em 
proved highways have been built than during any other similar | Ployees and put their compensation on a more equitable basis. 
period in American history. (January 25, 1916, pp. 1536, 1537, Farm organization bill: This bill, usually referred to as the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) Capper-Volstead bill, makes broad and liberal provisions for 
Immigration restriction: To regulate entry of aliens into the | the organization of farmers in the following language: 
United States and provide certain restrictions against their en- 
try. This law was amended in 1921 and 1922 to still further 
restrict the number of admissible aliens, and I voted for these 
amendments in both cases. Also supported legislation to de- 
port undesirable aliens, such as Emma Goldman and Alexander 
Berkman. As a member of the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, I have assisted in formulating and passing all 
immigration laws since 1912. 
Farm loan act: Established system of 12 farm-loan banks. 


Persons engaged in the production of agricultural products, as farm 
ers, planters, ranchmen, dairymen, nut or fruit growers, may act to 
gether In associations, corporate or otherwise, with or without capital 
stock, in collectively processing, preparing for market, handling, and 
marketing in interstate and foreign commerce such products of per 
sons so engaged 

Such associations and their members may make the necessary con 
tracts and agreements to effect such purpose 


System affords farmers opportunity to borrow money, to be used If there ever was the slightest doubt about the complete au- 
in purchasing or improving homes, at low rate of interest and | thority of the farmers to organize and bargain collectively, 


long terms of payment. (May 15, 1916, p. 8017, CongressionaL 


that doubt has now been entirely removed. (February 11, 
RECORD. ) 


1922, p. 2739, CoNGRESSIONAL Recorb.) 

War revenue act: To provide money for defraying the ex- Have taken a firm stand and worked— 
penses of the war, levying high surtaxes on large incomes, and For coordination of Government bureaus: Authorizing the 
excess-profits tax on corporations making large profits during | President to consolidate and coordinate functions of executive 
the war. (May 23, 1917, pp. 2818, 2819, CoNneresstonax | bureaus more efficiently to conduct the public business to avoid 


RECORD. ) waste and duplication of work. 

Food control: To prohibit hoarding of foodstuffs, insure am-| For the Budget system: To secure more effective economy in 
ple supply, and to prevent profiteering in foodstuffs. (June 23, | Government expenditures by requiring the estimates from the 
1917, p. 4190, ConGRESSIONAL REcorD.) several departments to be carefully examined and revised by 


Farm-loan bonds: Authorized the Secretary of the Treasury the Director of the Budget and all objectionable items eliml- 
to purchase farm-loan bonds during the time when the bond | nated before submission to Congress. 


market was being absorbed in the sale of Liberty bonds. Under | Child labor law: Affording protection to the youth of the 
the law the Secretary purchased $195,175,000 farm-loan bonds, | land. 
which money was in turn loaned by the farm-loan banks to the Extension of Children’s Bureau: To investigate matters per- 


farmers of the United States. (January 4, 1918, p. 615, Con-| taining to welfare of children. 

GRESSIONAL RECORD.) . Vocational education act: Provided for the promotion of 
Wheat guaranty: Provided for fulfillment of Government | practical education; to cooperate with States and provide for 

promise of guaranteed price of wheat raised by the producers. | training of teachers in vocational subjects. 

(February 22, 1919, pp. 4051, 4052, ConGresstonaL Recorp.) Safety of railway employees: Requiring installation of im- 
Amend and liberalize war risk insurance act: This bill, | proved safety appliances, affording better protection of railway 

usually known as the Sweet bill, amended the war risk insur- | employees. 





ance act so as to provide a larger amount of compensation to Exempting labor organizations from prosecutions under the 
the wounded and disabled veterans of the World War. The! Sherman antitrust law. 
act applies in equal degree to officers and privates. This act Employees’ compensation: Providing compensation for Gov- 
has been amended to meet up with new conditions and to cor- | ernment employees who are injured while in performance of 
rect imperfections not realized when the first act was passed. their duties. - 

Veterans’ Bureau: Creates an independent bureau under the Corrupt practices act: Providing against the unlawful use of 


President known as the Veterans’ Bureau and coordinates under money in elections; to prevent vote buying; to prevent corrupt 
one head hospitalization, vocational training, war-risk insur- | election methods, so elections will be clean, honest, open, and 
ance, and compensation payments of veterans of the World War. | free from crooked dealing. 

This saves much duplication of work and if properly admin- Good roads: Providing Federal ass'stance in improvement of 
istered should enable ex-service men to secure more prompt con- | highways. 

sideration of their claims. There have been important amend- The distribution among the States of Army trucks and other 
ments to this law since its enactment which are intended to | machinery for road construction. 

make the act more workable and just. 


Increasing the pay of soldiers, sailors, and marines. 


War Finance Corporation: A bill to enlarge and extend the Taxing the incomes of those able to pay to prosecute the war. 
facilities of the War Finance Corporation and enable it to The Government provid ng educational advantages and em- 


make advances to banks, cooperative organizations of farmers, | ployment for disabled and wounded soldiers, sailors, and 
and other financing institutions to assist in production of farm | marines, 
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The eighteenth amendment: Prohibiting the manufacture, 
le, or portation of intoxicating liquors, and so forth, 

The acts to enforee the eighteenth amendment, known as the 
Volstead Act and Willis-Campbell Act. 

The rule creating Committee on Woman Suffrage: Was the 
author of this rule and the first chairman. This committee 
reported out the woman suffrage amendment, which passed 
the House and lacked one vote in the Senate of passing Sixty- 
sixth Congress. 

The nineteenth amendment to the United States Constitution 
In the Sixty-seventh Congress the resolution was the first piece 
of legislation to puss in the House, and then passed the Senate. 
i was the ranking minority member of the committee at this 
time reporting this amendment. 

Flood coutrol and improving of rivers and harbors. 

Amendments to the Federal reserve aet: Reducing the normal 
rate of interest for Ciscounting and giving a fair deal to State 
banks. 

‘Lhe readjustment of excess profits and income tax. 

The readjustment of salaries of post-oflice employees. 

Icvery measure looking to the best interest and advancement 
of the cause of education. ; 

The declarution that the labor of a human being is not a 
commodity. 

Legislation giving proper protection and relief to labor. 

Against all measures that seek to foist upon America any 
plan or system that smacks of military despotism, 

SIXTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION 

I supported, worked, and voted for— 

Amending the rules of the House: This gave the House an 
opportunity to consider bills buried in committee. (January 
18, 1924, p. 1143, ConGressioNaAL Recorp.) 

Muscle Shoals: To develop this great national resource and 
produce fertilizer for the American farmers. (March 10, 1924, 
pp. 3925-3928, ConGressTONAL REcorD. ) 

law enforcement, increasing coast guards (prohibition). 
(March 13, 1924, p. 4091, ConGresstonart REcoRD.) 

Adjusted compensation to veterans of World War (bonus). 
(March 17, 1924, p. 4444, Coneressionat Recorp.) Voted to 
override the President’s veto. (May 17, 1924.) 

Postal employees: To adjust and increase compensation. 

Tax bill: This had for its purpose adjustment of the income 
{axes, Surtax and normal and inheritance taxes. Voted against 
the “Mellon tax plan” and for the “ Garner plan,” and then 
for the conference report with the “Simmons plan” substi- 
tuted. 

Irrigation relief bill: This had for its purpose relief of the 
farmers on Federal irrigation projects. (April 7 and 30, 1924, 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. ) 

Immigration act ef 1924: This bill puts on the statute books 
a veal restrictive immigration bill with humane provisions and 
effective. It includes the exclusion of aliens ineligible to citi- 
zenship. This excludes the Japanese. As a member of this 
committee for many years gave a great deal of care and con- 
sideration to this legislation and procured many effective and 
important amendments adopted by the committee and approved 
by the House. (April 5, 12, 19, and May 15, 1924, Coneres- 
SIONAL Recorp. ) 

Iowell-Barkley bill: Providing for adjustment of difficulties 
between labor and the railroads to the interest and protection 
of the general public. 

Agricultural relief legislation: This legislation for agricul- 
ture of all kinds was defeated. 

tjoulder Canyon Dam, Colorado River: This is to develop 
the Colorado River, prevent the floods in Imperial and other 
valleys in California, and the Yuma Valley in Arizona, pro- 
vide water for irrigation and domestic use, and power for the 
great Southwest by the Government. (Hearings before House 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation.) 

Child labor: Proposing constitutional amendment to the 
United States Constitution to protect child labor. (April 26, 
1924, p. 7295, CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

Hawatian Bill of Rights: Extending the provisions of Fed- 
eral road acts and other Federal aid acts to the Territory of 
Hawaii. 

As a member of the Committee on Public Lands and Irri- 
gation and Reclamation of the House, have participated in all 
publie land and irrigation legislation for the past 13 years. 
This has included Alaska’s coal and oil fields, about which so 
much was said before the Sixty-second Congress; the three- 
year homestead law; desert and mineral laws; stock-raising 
homestead law; relief land legislation for soldiers, sailors, and 
marines who were serving and served in the World War; pref- 
erence right of entry to ex-service men; the coal, oil, and gas 
leasing bill; creation of national parks; the National Park 
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Service law; exchange bills; Federal water power act; and 
many other bills, all of which became laws, and assisted greatly 
in building up the Western, Rocky Mountain, and Pacific Coast 
States of the Union. This was conservation legislation. 

Never failed when possible to help any constituent. 

Have been and remained “on the job.” 

I do not fail to fully appreciate the eonstitnency sending me 
here for these past years. Have striven to meet up with the 
confidence given me by repaying in giving all my time, atten- 
tion, and the ability I may possess to Government work— 
district, State, and Nation. 

The longer you do congressional work the better one becomes 
equipped to do more and better work and thereby accomplish 
things. No one knew this from experience and practice better 
than Speaker Champ Clark when in the House of Representa- 
tives on March 16, 1916, speaking to the subject “ The Making 
of a Congressman,” he said: 


No man should be elected to the House simply to gratify his ambi- 
tion. All Members should be elected for the good of the country. 
* a + 

A man bas to learn to be a Representative just as he must learn to 
be a blacksmith, a carpenter, a farmer, an engineer, a lawyer, or a 
dector. * * ® 

Useful and influential Congressmen are made largely by experience 
and practice. * * * 

A new Congressman must begin at the foot of the class and spell 
up. 7 - . 

Former Speaker Cannon is serving his fortieth year. 

I am serving my twenty-second year; Minority Leader Mann is serv- 
ing his twentieth year; Mr. Kitchin, chairman of Ways and Means, 
his sixteenth, * * * Messrs. GILLETT and Coorgn, who are serving 
their twenty-fourth year, are the ranking Republicans on Appropria- 
tions and Foreign Affairs. * * ® 

Go through the whole list and you will find, with few exceptions, 
that the men of long service have the high places. * * * 

The best rule, it seems to me, is for a district to select a man with 
at least fair capacity, industrious, honest, energetic, sober, and coura- 
geous, and keep him there as long as he discharges his duties faithfully 
and well. Such a man will gradually rise to high position and influ- 
ence in the House. His wide acquaintance with Members helps him 
amazingly in doing things. 


I no doubt may and from certain quarters am sure to get 
quite severe criticism for this seeming fulsome résumé of “ gen- 
eral legislation.” That may be expected. It is the result of 
publie serviee. To be sure, it refers to the author of this 
extension. The matters referred to relate to facts and what 
actually occurred and was done. This is my only way of 
informing the public as to the conduct of their public servant. 

Have always voted on every measure either yea or nay and 
do not answer “ present,” but vote. 

Have conceived it my duty to act and therefore have not 
“paired,” because I was always “on the job” to vote. I was 
net sent to Congress te remain away from the House or the 
committees to which I have been elected. 

It all is germane to questions on general legislation. Have 
therefore taken this method in discussing them. 

NORTHAMPTON COUNTY (PA.) MEDICAT, ASSOCIATION 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kent] may 
have permission to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the 
subject of Federal ‘legislation as it affects the public health. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KENT. Mr. Speaker, in the city of Bethlehem on June 
5, 1924, in the ballroom of the beautiful new Hotel Bethlehem, 
was held the seventy-fifth anniversary of the Northampton 
County (Pa.) Medical Association. This organization is one of 
the oldest of its kind in the United States. It has not, and does 
not, confine its activities to the medical world but is a leader in 
all social, moral, political, scientific, and industrial activities. 

It was my great pleasure and privilege to speak upon that 
occasion to one of the finest audiences I have ever addressed. 
My speech was the last set speech upon the program, and as the 
audience had listened attentively to all preceding speeches, be- 
ginning approximately at 8 o'clock in the evening, I very much 
feared when I began my address at about 11.45 p. m. that the 
audience would be restive. But I found one of the most intent 
and responsive audiences that I have addressed in a period of 
over 20 years. 

I am going to say here a few of the things that I said at that 
time, because I feel that there is no more important service in 
our Federal Government than that affecting the public health. 

I felt very much at home and intensely interested at this 


anniversary meeting. It was a pleasure to know that 75 years 
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before the meeting Dr. Robert F. James presided over the first 
meeting of the association. He was a first cousin of my grand- 
futher. For many years he was a leading medical practitioner 
in Pennsylvania, and even to-day in and around the village of 
Stone Chureh, Northampton County, Pa, where he lived and 
wrought, are many traditions of his superior skill, of his kind- 
ness of heart, and of his progressiveness as a citizen. He was a 
great physician, and my grandfather, as his cousin, was his 
hostler. But although his hostler performed honest and efficient 
service, and although the service might have been considered 
menial, this big-hearted man, Dr. Robert E. James, during all 
the time my grandfather worked for him, extending over a 
period of a few years, endeavored to persuade his hostler to 
enter upon the study of medicine, and offered to pay all of the 
expenses in order that his own employee might become skilled 
in the medical arts and sciences. It was a matter of regret on 
the part of my grandfather to his dying day that he did not 
accept the kind offer of his employer. 

We owe much, from the standpoint of health and education, 
to those early pioneer physicians who had the courage, the pa- 
triotism, and the love of humanity in establishing themselves 
to practice one of the greatest of professions in far-away places, 
secluded from the busy world of industry and away from means 
of transportation. There is no more interesting figure in our 
history than the early physician, who braved the wind, the 
rain, the snow, and the elements generally, fighting cold, heat, 
dust, and mud through the hills and valleys in our early settle- 
ments and pioneer days, alleviating pain and curing bodily ills. 
He was then, as his successors are, one of the necessary pro- 
gressive elements in the civilization of that day and the pres- 
ent. Without the physician civilization would have perished. 

You have all heard the story of the little island of Torcetlo, 
in the Adriatic, outside of Venice. In ancient days this was a 
flourishing and important center. Palaces, temples, marts of 
trade, and bustling thoroughfares marked the prosperity of its 
inhabitants. No doubt the business men of the tenth century 
in Torcello considered their prosperity as indestructible as the 
Rock of Gibraltar. But to-day there is hardly a trace of the 
ancient grandeur of this little world. The monuments of great- 
ness and palaces of luxury have melted away, the marble-lined 
canals have become sluggish and weedy mudholes, all the 
beauty has perished, and hardly a ruin is left to mark the place 
of ancient glory. 

Why did Torcello perish? Was she overwhelmed by war, by 
earthquake, or by tidal wave? Torcello was overthrown by the 
mosquito and the ravages of malaria carried by these little 
pests. Torcello died and is almost forgotten, because she failed 
to keep disease outside her borders. 

And so, our-ancient pioneer physician and those of to-day 
stand as the vanguard against the greatest enemy that can 
threaten or overcome any civilization, the dreaded scourge 
and germ of disease. 

We are living in the most wonderful age in the history of 
mankind. Democratic and republican citizenship is impressing 
itself upon all peoples everywhere and, too, we are living in a 
commercial age. We require almost a social and political rev- 
olution to cause the minds of our people to dwell upen the needs 
of future generations: We became wasteful and extravagant 
in the control of our resources. We are inclined to ignore the 
great cry of humanity which comes from the mills, the farms, 
the mines, the factories, the counting houses, and the schools. 
The cry is for moral and social advancement. The empire 
builder in America has thought principally of great commercial 
achievement. What a blessing it has heen to civilization that 
the physician follows in the wake of this great advancement 
and becomes the forerunner in practically all of our battles for 
social legislation affecting the social and moral welfare of our 
people. 

To the physicians of America may be credited in large meas- 
ure most of our legislation in the several States affecting child 
health, child life and care, child-labor legislation, restricted 
hours of labor for men and women in dangerous and burden- 
some industries, workmen's compensation legislation, and prac- 
tically all legislation affecting public health. 

But there fs a line of demarcation between the duties as- 
sumned by the physicfan of half a century ago and those im- 
posed upon the physician of to-day. The old-time doctor spent 
his energies “ curing” people, the doctor of the future will? pre- 
vent disease. His every energy will be devoted to heading off 
disease. Preventive medicine will be his chief concern, 

We have just passed through the greatest war in history. In 
its trail in our country it has left many boys with their eyes 
blinded by the deadly fires of the enemy, their lungs stopped in 
their functions by poisonous gases, and with their maimed and 
broken bodies confronting us constantly. In Europe we find 
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hunger, disease, undernourishment of children, social unrest 
interrupted education, mentality spent, and broken lives. It 
will be largely the duty of the physician of to-day and of the 
future to meet the great problems of health thrust upon us by 
the great World War. We must reestablish health, vigor, and 
happiness, which are the natural outcome of peace and indus- 
trial activity and freedom. 

There are two distinct lines of health service in our country— 
that maintained by the States and that maintained by the 
Federal Government. By harmonizing these two lines of serv- 
ice, by constructive cooperation between them, results can be 
accomplished far beyond the dreams of our forefathers. If 
the present exodus from the farms of our country shall con- 
tinue, it will not be many years before the greater part of our 
population will be found in the congested centers. The greater 
the congestion becomes in those centers, the greater will become 
the need of public-health service. In 1922, 1,000,000 people left 
the farms of our country and moved into towns and cities. 
They were followed in 1923 by 1,000,000 more from the agrarian 
population. It has become the duty of the health service in the 
cities to preserve efliciently the purity of our food and water 
supply generally and to prevent rather than cure disease. 
Broadly speaking, the duties of the Federal bealth service are 
to prevent disease from entering the country, either brought 
through immigration and commerce and from spreading from 
one State to another, to suppress epidemics, Investigate dis« 
and disseminate health information. 

The most important of these tasks is the prevention of dis- 
ease from entering the country and from spreading through it. 
Exclusion of disease through foreign quarantine was once 
entirely in the hands of the States but has gradually been sur- 
rendered by them to the Federal authorities, who, in the nature 
of things, are much better equipped to manage it. 

Prevention of the spread of disease through domestic quaran 
tine is now efficiently handled by State health boards. ‘The 
Public Health Service has charge of the State-to-State spread 
of disease, and the States have charge of the spread within 
their respective borders. In practice, however, the Federal and 
State officers cooperate freely whenever there is danger of an 
epidemic becoming serious, 

In this connection, may I sound a warning against the pres- 
ent prevalent tendency to centralize the pewers of government, 
affecting the public health, in the Federal authorities at Wash- 
ington? The wisdom of the founders of our Republic is exempli- 
fied with peculiar foree when we deal with the public health. 
No power affecting the public health of the people of the States 
should be considered as lodged in the Federal Government 
where those powers can just as well be exercised by the States 
and the people in local communities. Congress should always 
have power to control, prevent, and even cure disease as the 
same may be spread by entrance into the country through immi- 
gration and foreign commerce and as the same may be spread 
throughout the Nation in interstate commeree. 

Maternity legislation and that affecting the most vital and 
delicate concerns in our family life should not be permitted 
to be exercised by the Federal Government, because it was 
never intended by the founders, and it is not intended now, 
that the strong arm of the Federal Government should reach 
out from its home in a clearly defined district, passing the 
borders of State after State, to touch upon the most delicate 
concerns of family life in local communities. The States, the 
cities, the towns and townships can properly, with the assist- 
ance of local public-spirited physicians, exercise sovereignty 
and jurisdiction over their people. Federal legislation upon 
this stbject, above all others, should be strictly confined to 
Federal activities authorized under the Constitution and 
should be extended to the States largely through departments 
of research and dissemination of information. Cooperation be- 
tween the State and Federal departments, each working in 
its own sphere of activity, should bring about the very best 
results. 

Peace and prosperity will follow a healthy people only, and 
efficiency in the bodies and minds of future generations can be 
attained only by properly safeguarding the lives and health 
of the peoples of the present generation. War and famine fear 
a people which is happy, healthy, contented, and militant In 
the protection of their rights. 

I am proud of this association of Northampton County’s 
medical men and wish fit Godspeed in the great work and ac- 
complishment# of its members, 

It is my pleasure to recite a little of the history of this asso- 
ciation. 

In 1847 the American Medical Assoctation was organized 

In April, 1848, the Pennsylvania State Medical Society was 
organized. 
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in July tO. 1849, at 8 o'clock in the afternoon, after due 
ven through the daily press, there met in the 
Kaston, Pa., 22 members of the regular medical pro- 
sion and- organized the Northampton County Medical 
Soe] Ty 

(here were present at the meeting and enrolled as members 
of the society the following list of physicians: Drs. Traill Green, 
Griffith Sholl, R. KE. James, Samuel Sandt, Edward Swift, 
Cridland ©. Field, Abram Stout, Samuel Zulick, Evan Slough, 
Frank Hollinshead, Q. C. Mulhballon, Zachariah Drake, George 
Klinefetter, Lewis D. Gray, 8. EK. Cook, H. H. Abernethy, 
Charles Innes, W. E. Barnes, David Lachenour, John Deich- 
man, A. IF. Probst, and Amos Seip. 

Dor. Robert EK 
president, and he was reelected annually for eight consecutive 
terns 

Dv. S. I. Cook was elected vice president and Dr. Traill 
(ireen was made secretary. 

lhe society had regular meetings and was active for a few 
years. Dr. Amos Seip, one of the founders, notes in his his- 
torical sketch given at the fiftieth anniversary: 


notice had been g 
armory al 
fo 


In October, 1857, the society met in Easton. It transacted little 
business, there being barely a quorum present. For six years after 
thi late 


there is no record upon the minutes 
Jor. Seip states further: 
\t inst the society existed only on paper, In 1862 the State 
society's transactions sets forth that the Northampton County Medical 


woeclet had ceased to have an organization 


You may be interested to know, however, that more than 100 

“irs before this time what may properly be called the first 
county medical society in the United States was organized in 
the section which is now Northampton County. 

Allow me to give a little preliminary medical history which 
lends up to this statement of which I wish you to make especial 
note: 

John Adolph Meyer was the first resident physician in North- 
ampton County, He came over with the Moravian colony of 54 
on the Catherine. He was located in Bethlehem from 1742 to 
1744. le was a botanist and apothecary as well as a physician, 
Ile organized his little stock of drugs and herbs into a primitive 
apothecary shop, which was located in a room of the Gemein- 
mus (clergy house) of the little Moravian settlement. This 
little shop was kept up, enlarged from time to time, and in 1752 
au regular laboratory was established and was the beginning of 
the pharmucy which exists to-day as Simon Rau & Co., Main 
Street, Bethlehem. 

Dr. John Frederick Otto was the second physician of the 
county. He was also a Moravian. He was a regular graduate 
in medicine, (There is some doubt that John Adolph Meyer 
was «a regular graduate.) He was a pupil of the celebrated 
Hoffman of the University of Halle. 

John Frederick Otto arrived in this country in 1743. His 
much more celebrated brother, John.Mathew Otto, came over 
in 1750 

In 1744 Bishop Spangenberg, with proper authority from 
Hernhut, came to Bethlehem and immediately began the organ- 
ization of the Bethlehem colony upon a comprehensive com- 
munity scale, 

In this organization was a collegium medicum, having an 
infirmary as an adjunct. While this college was not composed 
wholly of physicians, it may very properly be named the first 
medical school in the United States. There is a historical refer- 
ence to a meeting of the members of this college at which there 
were 22 persons in attendance and medical and sanitary matters 
were discussed. After this followed regular monthly meetings. 

Bishop Levering states that this “college” was a combina- 
tion of hospital staff and board of health, 

We may justly claim, therefore, that the first county medical 
society in the United States met in Bethlehem, November 5, 
1745. Though Northampton County had not yet been consti- 
tuted, it belonged to the region which is now Northampton 
Cpunty. 

Unfortunately the present society can not be traced back 
to this original organization. The spirit of collective study and 
organized effort was thus early indicated and much of the 
subsequent scientific and community achievement of our coun- 
try may be attributed to the influence of those educated and 
farsighted colonists. ‘ 

our physicians stand out as the medical pioneers tn the his- 
tory of Easton, 

Dr. Andrew Ledlie was the first resident physician in Easton. 
The records of his life are a Hittle uncertain, but it seems he 
was the only resident physician ia Easton from 1763 to 1708, 
He probably lived until 1796, 
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| 





JUNE 6 


Then followed John Cooper, 1794-1851. 
a rival of Doctor Ledlie. 

Followed then Dr. Amos Seip and Dr. Traill Green, whose 
history is well known. 

Doctor McIntire in his brochure “ Contribution to the history 
of medicine in Northampton County,” written for our jubilee 
meeting in 1899, states, “ Andrew Ledlie, John Cooper, Amose 
Seip, three generations of physicians, compass the history of 
medicine in Easton.” 

May 9, 1863, the Northampton Medical Society was reor- 
ganized. Dr. H. L. Huebner was elected president. At this 
meeting the death of Dr. R. E. James, the first president, was 
reported. 

This was the Civil War time and though the society was 
reorganized there was scant attendance and little interest in 
the meetings. After the war the society took on new life and 
has been active ever since. 

Of the founders, Traill Green and Amos Seip lived for many 
years in active work in the society. 

‘Traill Green was of national reputation and was for many 
years the scientific man and nestor of the physicians of the 
Lehigh Valley. 

Another outstanding member who for 22 years—1876 to 
1898—consecutively served as the most painstaking, active, 
and faithful secretary was Charles McIntire. 

To these two men—Trail Green, its founder, and Charles 
McIntire, its medimedixzval enthusiastic secretary—the society 
owes most for its present existence and prosperity. 

Dr. Irving Jordan—Alumni Register of University of Penn- 
Sylvania, January, 1900—states that “ the Philadelphia Medical 
Society was instituted February 4, 1765, thus antedating the 
State Medical Society of New Jersey, which was organized 
in 1768.” (It must be noted, however, that other authorities 
give the date of this organization of the Medical Society of 
New Jersey as 1766.) 

The Massachusetts Medical Society was organized in 1781. 

The Philadelphia College of Physicians was founded in 1787. 

The Lancaster County Medical Society antedated the organiza- 
tion of the State Medical Society something like two years. 

The Bucks County Medical Society was organized in 1848. 

The Northampton County Medical Society was the fourth 


He was for a time 


| county medical society in the State, if the information the 


realtor has is correct. 

Three score and fifteen years is a long period of time when 
measured in terms of medical organization in the United 
States, 

For many years dissension within the profession on account 
of the branches newly organized—homeopaths, and so forth— 
retarded the fraternal spirit and behavior of medical men in 
our country and, of necessity, hindered the growth of the 
Northampton County Medical Society. Nevertheless the society 
has grown from 22 to 141 active members in the 75 years. 

The past presidents of the Northampton County Medical 
Society number some of the leading citizens of the United 
States in their several generations. They are as follows: 


PAST PRESIDENTS 


Robert E. James, 1850-51-52-53-54-55-56 ; A. L. Huebner, 1863-64 ; 
Edward Swift, 1867-68; Traill Green, 1869-70; P. B. Brenig, 1871; 
John Sandt, 1872; J. M. Junkin, 1873; A. K. Seem, 1874; Amos 
Seip, 1875; Samuel Sandt, 1876; Traill Green, 1877; A. A. Seem, 
1878; G. T. Fox, 1879; David Englemen, 1880; Abraham Steut, 1881; 
J. Buzzard, 1882; Isaac Ott, 1883; William L. Estes, sr., 1884; Tobias 
M. Uhler, 1885; Samuel S. Apple, 1886; C. H. Ott, 1887; J. H. Wilson, 
1888; S. J. Weaver, 1889; J. W. Moore, 1890; Joseph S. Hunt, 18091; 
David Angleman, 1892; Ed. Moore Green, 1893; Ed. D. Schnabel, 
1894; Francis Hl. Erwin, 1895; William H. Dudley, 1896; Evan W. 
Evans, 1897; Abraham L. Kotz, 1898; Charles McIntire, 1899; Doctor 
Wilhelm, 1900; David H. Keller, 1901; W. H. MclIllhaney, 1902; 
Henry D. Michler, 1903; Jacob C. Keller, 1904; George N. Swartz, 
1905; Arthur D. Reagan, 1906; Sterl. A. Shimer, 1907; Tyrus A. 
Swan, 1908; William Pomp Walker, 1909; Charles B. Beck, 1910; 
B. Rush Field, 1911; Walter D. Chase, 1912; James J. Quiney, 1913; 
Noah Reichard, 1914; Thomas L. Zulick, 1915; C. C. McCormick, 
1916; Carl F. Weldon, 1917; W. P. O. Thomason, 1918; Charles Coll- 
mar, 1919; Vic. S. Messinger, 1920; Milton W. Phillips, 1921; Delbert 
K. Santee, 1922; Paul Correll, 1923. 


The present officers of the organization are as follows: 
OFFICERS 
Dr. E. S. Rosenberry, president; Dr. W. L. Estes, jr., first vice 
president ; Dr. J. E. Condran, second vice president; Dr. A. B. Hamil- 
ton, secretary-treasurer ; Dr. 8. G. Beck, 60 West Market, corresponding 
secretary ; Dr. F. J. Hahn, reporter; Dr. W. P. O. Thomason, district 


censor; Dr. W. P. Walker, county censor; Dr, J. C. Keller, county 
censor; Dr. C, E, Royce, county censor. 
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ary committee for the seventy-fifth anni 
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ANNIVERSARY COMMITTEE 
I R I l, chairman; W. L. Ester, jr., vice chairman; C. H, 
Stofflett: F. C. Roberts; E. D. Scl bel, treasurer 


This seventy-fifth anniversary meeting was presided over by 
Dr. E. S. Rosenberry, of Stone Church, Pa. 
medicine upon practically the same 
by the first president of the association, 


utilized 
James. 


that 
Robert FE. 


location as 
Dr. 


Doctor Rosenberry is a skilled physician, and stands out 
prominently as one of the leaders of his profession in east- 
ern Pennsylvania. The toastmaster was Dr. W. L. Estes, sr., 


ef Bethlehem. Pa.. who is renowned throughout the United 
States as a physician and surgeon. His writings upon medical 
subjects are considered as authority throughout the world. 
Robert E. James, jr., district attorney of Nerthampton 
County, Pa., is a grandson of the first president of the asso- 
ciatien, and made a splendid speech upon the subject “ Our 
Forefathers.” Dr. Edward Martin, former commissioner of 
health of Pennsylvania, upon the subject “* Werds for 
the Future.” Hon. Russell C. Stewart, president judge of 
the courts of Nerthampton County, made a constructive ad- 
dress upon the subject “ What Words Mean to the 
Doctor.” Judge Stewart had addressed this society at its 
fiftieth anniversary, 25 years before, June 5, 1924. Dr. Judson 
Daland, of the Jefferson Medical College of Philadelphia, Pa., 
spoke on “ Medical Musings.” Dr. Anthony Meyers, of Blooming 
Glen, Pa., secretary of the Bucks County (Pa.) Medieal Soeiety, 
conveyed the greetings of his county association, and Dr. W. A. 
Hausman, jr., of Allentown, Pa., conveyed the greetings of the 
Lehigh County, Pa., physicians. Dr. Albert Rau, dean of the 
Moravian Bethlehem, Pa., made a very interesting 
impromptu address, which was much appreciated by the audi- 
ence. Altegether the was a warked and 
I am highly henored at the privilege this congress has accorded 
me in addressing its members concerning what I regard as 
one of the most important meetings from a medical standpoint 
ever held in the State of Pennsylvania. 


spoke 


College, 


oecasion SUCCESS, 


ENROLLED BILES SIGNED 


Mr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
i les, When the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 2821. An act authorizing the erection of a sanitary, fire- 
proof hospital at the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers at Santa Monica, Calif. ; 

H. R. 3104. An act granting 160 acres of land to the Western 
State College of Color 1do, at Gunnison, Colo., for the use of the 
Rocky Mountain biological station of said college; 

H. R, 82 An act making appropriations for the Executive 
Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, board 
missions, and oftices for the fiseal year ending June 30, 19 
for other purposes; 

H. R. 8237. An act 


: o7 ; 
ol the totlowing til 
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for the relief of Bruusgaard Kiosteruds 


He now practices | 
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Dampskibs Aktieselskab,. a Norwegian corporation of Drammen, | 


Norway: 

H. ht. 4442. An act to extend the iImsurance and collect-on- 
delivery service to third-class mail, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 4092. An act to reimburse William H. Flagg and others 
for property destroyed by mail airplane No. 73, operated by 
the Post Office Department ; 

H. R. 2647. An aet for the relief of Lena Garagnon Owens: 

H. R. 2123. An act for the relief of the Thompson-Vache 
Boat Co., of Bonnots Mill, Mo.: 

H. R. 1438. An act for the relief of D. H. MacAdam; 

H. R. 192. An act to provide for a girls’ dormitory at the Port 
Lapwai Sanatorium, Lapwai, Idaho; 

H. R. 5541. An act for the relief of Hubert Reynolds: 

8.966. An aet for the continuance of construction work on 
the San Carlos Federal irrigation project in Arizona, and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 2726. An act for the relief of C. C. Carson; and 

H. R. 4526. An aet to mcorporate the United States Blind 
Veterans of the World War. 

RESIGNATION 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the Heuse the fel- 
lowing communication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The SrBaAkKe=rR, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: Having been Informed that I have been elected a mem- 
ber of the Naval Affairs Committee, will yeu please accept my resig- 
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nation as a member of Claims Committ a ERI) e on A 
Liqu - Trafile 

kK pt fully submit l. 

( Rr wN 

The SPEAKER. Without obje tion, ti esiz on will be 
accepted. 

There was uo objection. 

POSTWAR CONDITIONS—-A PERIOD OF UX r 

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani ; consent te 
ext {my remarks in the Recorp on the prese! e 
in the country. 

Mr. LONGWORTEL The gentiem: 3 owT t irks, I pre 
sume? 

Mr. LOWREY. Yes. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection t the equest of the 
gentleman from Mississippi? 

There was no obhfe ion. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I take it for ; nted that 
when a gentleman makes that request the are his own r 
marks. 

The SPPAKER 
standing 

Mr. LOWREY Mr. Speaker, Bill Nye, 
1 ania gan 


were the great humorist 


the unique, said: 
o noble men but Roma and Ohio men.” FP 
he might concede 


sibly, alive to-day, 
some decree of respectability to Massachusetts However, I 
thinking just now of a son of Ohio who once left his impression, 
or de} ression, on the section of ft » country in w ich | was 
born and reared, a seemingly rather ungeutie gentleman by the 
name of William Tecumseh Sherman. I can not saythe hear 
of our people were among the things he took by sterm, yet the 
South extended him a warm reception My ither, being him 
elf a military man, was away from home attending the recey 
tion when I discovered America. Si e Older members of the 
family teil me. For myself I do not definitely remember 

In those days this bold Ohio man le » acl 
native State to Vicksburg and back ag I was befor 
our roads were all macadamized, and he er 1 the muddy) 
“bottom” of a Mi sippi stream he is said to have given utte: 
ance to an epithet coneerning war which seemingly has added 
something to his fame. It fis needle to ¢ We all read 


reeall the words. 
But the intrepid son of Ohio was never beld enough, In so far 


as is reeorded, to undertake a characterizatior the ar 
whieh follow a great war. If he had don », he a « 
would have added something to |! ! 

Anyway, I am sure we all realize that a period med 
following a great war is abnormal morally, economically, and 


politically. I would 1 
their effort to get back to normalcy. Yet I wish that tl! 


little mor 


not have our people abate 


might with a patience realize that the abnormal 
conditions which are now trying ws rely sare fust it 
we should normally expect at such a time. All history 
teaches. 

War is a time of bloodshed and hate, and hence a time 
that greatly stimulates the spirit of “kil.” Small wonder if 
it should be followed by a period of discord, personal, political, 


national, and international, or even by a peried of murders 
and bloody erimes. 

War is a time of great waste and ext 
when men see and take purt in the eollection a! 
of large sums of “easy money.” Small 
be followed by a peried of extravagant 
speculation. 

War is a time for the exciting and the unusual, a time when 
men go from home and see and experience mang things pre- 
viously unknown to them. Small wonder if if should be 
followed by a period when men do not readily settle down to 
the usual and the commonplace. 

War is a time when multiplied thousands of people, soldiers, 
and civilians tive on Government pay with little concern about 
making a living. Small wonder if it shonld be followed by a 
period when many people are grasping for something from 
the Public Treasury. 

In the exigencies of war the Nation looms up 
the Federal Government assumes authority and 


over many activities that in times of peace are local matters 


and a time 
ad expenditure 

wonder if it 
demands and reckk 


ivagance ; 


should 


large amd 





super) 


and should be locally administered. Small wonder if in the 
years immediately following war people expect paternalism 
and seem to demand that the Gevernment provide everything 


and take eare of everybody. 
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And so we might go on almost indefinitely discussing the 
things that are different in a post-war period and that make 
it a time of discontent and unrest 

but to the often-asked question “ What is the matter with 
the country?” T should simply answer: We are in a post-war 
period. Things will finally come back to normaley. They come 


slowly and may at times even seem to be going the other way. 

tut we must be patient. “ Learn to labor and to wait,” and 

learn to do that without freiting. We must be patient with 
1 


ourselves, with conditions, wil 


h private citizens, and with pub- 
lic officials, 


The yy ople need, it seems to me, to learn two things especially, 
First, legislation and governinent can not work miracles. Many 
things that are seriously needed are beyond the reach of gov- 
ernment, and to demand them of the Government is to work 
perversion Second, public officials, like private citizens, are 
in this confusing whirl. Like private citizens, they differ hon- 
estly on political questions and may be honestly wrong. But it 
is a mistake to blindly discredit and abuse the Congress or the 
administration at a time like this because hard conditions are 
not immediately corrected, 


All public officials are selected by the people and from among 
the people, and, like the people who select them, they are just 
folks, neither wholly bad nor wholly good. Bill Arp quotes a 
southern negro just out of the penitentiary 


You see, boys, in de penitentiary it’s des like it is ever'whar else 
Dey's some good folks, and dey’s some bad folks I'se seed some jest 
‘bout as mean folks in de penitentiary as I ever seed anywhar in my 
life 


I may say here that I find the American Congress much like 
the penitentiary in that respect. We are not saints nor devils; 
just plain folks. Yet it would be a sad reflection on the people 
to say that the public officials whom they select are as a lot 
weak and dishonest. I resent such a charge against the intel- 
ligence and the integrity of the American people. My three 
years of constant and close association with our national legis- 
lators and other Federal officials has convinced me that, regard- 
less of party, they measure up to a high level of honesty and 
ubility, 

Frank Mondell, after serving for 26 yeurs in this House and 
attaining the leadership of his party, said: 


| 


I can not close a service of more than a quarter of a century in 
this House without an expression of my bigh appreciation of the honor 
and dignity of service here and of the splendid character of the men | 
whom American constituencies have sent to represent them on this | 
floor s s s | 

In expressing my view of the men with whom I have served in this 
body I am not honoring them more than the people who sent them here. 
If they were not honest, conscientious, and faithful public servants, de- 
voted to the interests of their constituents, what a sad, sorry reflection | 
on their constituencies. When I express my faith and my confidence 
in the American House of Representatives I but express faith and con- 
fidence in the people. * * * 


My respect and my affection for the membership has grown with 
the passing years. My confidence in this Chamber, in the hands of 
whose membership rest the destinies of the Republic, bas grown firmer 
with the passing of time. 


At the close of this present session we have two distinguished 
Members retiring to accept high judicial positions—the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. GraHAM] and the gentleman from North 
Dakota [Mr. Young]. Both have taken occasion to express | 
similar estimates of the integrity of their associates here. 

If this be the cool judgment of large men who have served 
long in the American Congress, there must yet be honor in the 
State and safety for our country. We, the Representatives of 
the people, are to return home soon to mix with our constitu- 
encies. Again I am reminded, as I was two years ago, that a 
campaign year is a time of serious responsibility to men in 
public life. While we should not cover up the evils and abuses 
that exist, yet we should not magnify these evils to the exclu- 
sion of hope and confidence. We have yet in America the best 
government known to history and the best conditions that now 
obtain anywhere on the face of the earth. Millions of people 
in war-stricken and famine-stricken lands are turning longing 
eyes toward our happy shores and would risk their lives for 
but half the liberty, peace, and plenty we enjoy. 

Let us go to our fellow citizens of this good land which God 
has given us, not with expressions of despondency and bitter- 
ness, but with messages of cheer and good will 


THE SILVER BILL OF 1924 


Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, in addition to the general 
privilege to extend remarks in the Recorp, [I ask unanimous 
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consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the so-called 
silver bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Nevada? 

There was no objection 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, the bill known as S. 2917 
carries with it the undivided attention and interest of the 
silver-producing section of our country. It is not due to the 
degree of prosperity it might add to those sections should i 
become a law that brings this interest. Naturally any man 
Who possesses # commodity desires the highest possible price 
obtainable, The silver-mine owners would rather receive $1 an 
ounce than 65 cents, and yet with the purchase of 14,500,000 
ounces of silver at $1 per ounce it will not stimulate silver min- 
ing to any appreciable degree. The interest that comes to this 


| legislation is the fact that the executive officers of our Govern- 


ment have failed to carry out a mandatory provision of the 
so-called Pittman Act, to the great detriment of the silver in- 
terests of the country. This is strange in a sense, because 
silver is a precious metal, and although it retains the status of u 


| commodity only, it forms a part of our monetary system along 


with gold, that carries a fixed value by law. There exists 
an antagonism toward silver as a money. That fact spells all 
the trouble. The supply ef gold, constituting our money value 
fixed by law, and the control of it in quantity permits of manipu- 
lation that might not so easily exist were the price of silver fixed 


| and its coinage permitted to any extent. This finds the silver 


producer as a class without any sympathy from those whose in- 
terest is best served with the smaller quantity of money for 
world use, 

I am forced to quote the language of our President used by 
him on last Memorial Day at Arlington; the sentiment therein 


contained was apropos of the occasion, because it was voiced 
! 


over the breathless bodies of those who had played the part of 
real Americans. As I read the paragraph I am about to quote 
I was struck forcibly with the idea of how much better and 
with greater realization could it be applied to the living. None 
honor the fallen soldier more than I. None appreciate the 
cause for which he fell more than I, but his service has been 
rendered and his life’s cycle has reached a finish. Care and 
worry are his no longer. We are willing to pause and give him 
eredit for all he is entitled to, but our present concern is with 


| the living. Listen to the words of President Coolidge on the oc- 


easion referred to: 


Our prime allegiance must be to the whole country. A sentiment 
of sectionalism is not harmless because it i9 unarmed, Resistance 
to the righteous authority of Federal law is not innocent because it is 
not accompanied by secession. We need a more definite realization 
that all of our country must stand or fall together, and that it is the 
duty of the Government to promote the welfare of each part and the 


duty of the citizen to remember that be must be first of all an 
American, 


If it were possible for us to take this admonition to heart 
which is all that is necessary to make it practical, we would 
find more contentment in government and less complication in 
our institutions. The selfish side of man is always evident. 
It seems to be a trait of human character that he is unwilling 
to divest himself of. Civilization has partially worked to that 
end. The fact remains that it is ever present and untii we 
reach that degree of perfection where we legislate with a 
brotherly feeling toward all our country and all our people, the 
sentiment expressed by President Coolidge has been lost. This 
is a serious situation, and it is time that its realization was 
upon us. In my feeble way, I sound a word of caution, I 
sound a word of warning. Coming from beneath a Nevada 
sagebrush it will not have the force that it would if echoed from 
the portals of a palatial Fifth Avenue residence, it wiil not 
have the foree if broadcasted from the skyscrapers of Wall 
Street, it will not have the force it would have if they had 
come from the financial centers of our country; but they are 
timely nevertheless, and I hope you heed the idea that the 
sooner we adopt the golden-rule principle in legislation the 
sooner we will reach the Utopia. That is what the words of 
President Coolidge mean. They fall upon deaf ears and par- 
ticularly within his own party. Why not all for each and 
each for all? Why not silver of definite staple money with a 
fixed value? That was the intention in the beginning, but it 
has been juggled out of its rightful place, 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House heretofore 
made, the House will stand in recess until 8 o'clock this eve- 
ning. 

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House 
stood in recess, 
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1924 CONGRESSIONAL 


EVENING SESSION 
The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 
8 o'clock p. m. by the Speaker. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate. by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
9429) making appropriations for the legislative branch of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. PAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I call up the items 
in disagreement on the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

the SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment 
in disagreement. 


Amendment No. 2: Page 2, line 7, after the figures * $40,500,” insert 


“plus so much as may be necessary to make salary of Engineer Com 


missioner $7,500." 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. 
and concur. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment 
In disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Speaker, I move to recede 


Amendment No. 18: Page 6, after line 19, insert “All apportion 
ments of appropriations made for the use of the municipal architect 
in payment for the services of draftsmen, assistant engineers, clerks, 
copyists, and inspectors, employed on construction work provided for 
by said appropriations, shall be based on an amount hot exceeding 
23 per cent of the amount of the appropriation made for each project.” 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
and concur, 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Is the gentleman yielding be- 
cause he believes it is right to yield or because he believes it 
is expedient? . 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We proposed this to the House 
and it was stricken out on a point of order. It is limiting 
the compensation to these architects and making it 2) per 
cent instead of giving them, as heretofore, 4 or 5 per cent. 
This is a limitation upon the amount that can be expended for 
this kind of work. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. 
or less righteous? 

Mr. MADDEN. It is altogether right. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Absolutely; there is no question 
about that. 

The SPEAKER. 
and concur. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next item in 
disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, I move to recede 


The Chair believes it is more 


The question is on the motion to recede 


Amerdment No. 28: Page 12, after line 4, insert: “ All estimates | 
of appropriations for the fiscal year 1926 on account of the purchase, | 
exchange, maintenance, repair, and operation of horse-drawn and 
motor propelled vehicles, and for allowances to employees for supplying Mr. 
their own vehicles, shall be submitted in three paragraphs under the 
head of ‘Contingent and miscellaneous expenses.’ One paragraph 
shall apply to motor-propelled vehicles, one to horse-drawn vehicles, 
and one to privately owned vehicles, and each shall be accompanied by 
detailed information showing numbers and distribution by types, and 
comparative actual and estimated cost figures for the fiscal years 1924, 

1925, and 1926 and file reports of same with the Clerk of the House | 
| 


of Representatives and the Secretary of the Senate. 


of the District of Columbia.” 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
concur with an amendment. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves to 
recede and concur with an amendment, which the Clerk will 


report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Davis of Minnesota moves that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendment No. 28 and agree to the same 


with an amendment as follows: 
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This requirement 
shall not apply to the police and fire departments, or to the activities 
provided for herein which are not administered by the Commissioners | 1™5e't: 


Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and 
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| 
‘Strike out of the matter inserted by said amendment the followi: 


‘And file reports of same with the Clerk of the House of Represent 


tives and the Secretary of the Senate. 


| The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the a 
tleman from Minnesota to recede and Concur with an amend- 
ment 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Clerk will report the next amendment 
in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 34 Page 17, after line 19, insert: “To aid in 


support of the national conference of commissioners on uniform State 


laws, $250." 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota Mr. 
and concur. 

The motion was agreed to 
| The SPEAKER. 
| in disagreement, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Speaker I move to recede 
The Clerk will report the next amendment 


Amendment No. 64: On page 28, after line 22, insert ‘ Provided 
further, That assessments in accordance with existing law shall be 
| made for paving and repaving roadways where such roadways are 
paved or repaved with funds derived from the collection of the tax on 

1otor-vehicle fuels; and hereafter all moneys derived from assessments 
for paving and repaving roadways under provisions of existing law 
arising from the expenditure of the fund created by the tax on motor 
vehicle fuels, shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States 
credited to and constitute a part of said fund and shall there 


and be 
fter be available for appropriation in the same manner as the proceeds 
of the tax on motor-vehicle fuels 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
coneur. 

rhe motion was agreed to 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment 
in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and 


Amendment No. 83: On page 35, after line 18, insert: “ For the pur 
chase of three playground sites, $14,300.” 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and 
concur. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment 
in disagreement 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment’ No. 84: Page 35, after the word “ playgrounds” in line 
25, insert: “$158,570, of which $144,270 shall be paid wholly out of 
the revenues of the District of Columbia, and $14,300, or so much 
thereof as may be expended, for the purchase of land for playground 
purposes, shall be paid 40 per cent out of the Treasury of the United 
States, and 60 per cent out of the revenues of the District of Co 
lumbia.” 


' 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede 
and concur with an amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves to 
recede and concur with an amendment, which the Clerk will 
report, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


DAVIS of Minnesota moves that the House recede from its dis 
agreement to the Senate amendment No. 84 and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: 
* $165,570.” 


In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend 
ment insert 


The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment 
in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 89: Page 38, in line 19, after the word * each,” 
*‘ Business manager, to be in charge of the business administra- 
tion of the public-school system, and to be appointed by and responsible 
to the Board of Education of the District of Columbia, $3,750.” 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
concur. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the next amendment 
in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and 


Amendment No. 90: On page 39, line 1, strike out 
insert in lieu thereof ‘* $55,650.” 


‘ $51,900” and 
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Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and 


coneur, 

‘| notion was agreed to. 

The SPHAKER, The Clerk will report the next amendment 
in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 116: Page 51, after line 3, insert: “For the pur- 
chase of a site in the northeast somewhere within a distance of ap- 
proximately a half mile of the Taylor 5 hool, located in square 891, 

! for construction of a junior high school on said site in accordance 
with the plans and «specifications used in the construction of the 
Langley and Muacfarland Junior Lligh Schools, $600,000.”" 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede 
and coneur with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves to 
recede and concur with an amendment which the Clerk will 
report 

fhe Clerk read as follows: 

M Davis of Minnesota moves that the THlouse recede from fts dix 
agreement te the Senate amendment No, 116 and agree to the same 


with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: *‘ For the purchase of a site in the 
northeast somewhere within a distance of approximately a half mile 
ef the Taylor School, lecated in square 891, $150,000." 


The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate amendment No. 117: Page 51, line 10, “for the purchase of 
a site for a new school in the vicinity of First and Rittenhouse 
St ts, northwest, $20,000." 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede 
and coneur in the Senate amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No, 118: Page 61, after line’11, insert, “ purchase of 
site Burrville, $7,500." 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede 
and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. OTCONNELL of New York. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Minnesota a question. Has the 
Ilouse receded on every single amendment? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. No. Out of 167 we only receded 
on about half of them. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. I have heard nothing but 
recede and concur, and 1 thought we must have receded on all 
of them. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. If the gentleman had been here 
enrlier he would have heard a list as long as his arm that they 
receded on. They receded on millions of dollars in amend- 
ments and we only receded on a small amount. 

The SPEAKER. The Olerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 119: Page 51, line 13, “ Purchase of site in the 
vicinity of Fifth and Buchanan Streets NW., $50,900.” 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede 
and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No, 1260: Page 51, after line 14, insert “For athletic 
field for the Western High School, $125,000.” 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede 
and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment No. 1283: Page 51, after line 22, insert “ The Commis- 
sioners ef the District of Celambia are hereby authorized and directed 
to erect the school building for the care of tubercular children on such 
part of the site now occupied by the Tuberculosis Hospital as in their 
judgment may be best suited for such purpose, the said site being de- 
scribed on the tax records of the District of Columbia as parcels 
84-134, 84-146, and 84-147, and the said building having been appro- 
priated for in the act entitled ‘An act making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies In appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1921, 
and prior fiscal years, and for other purposes,’ approved June 16, 1921.” 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and 
concur in the Senate amendment, 
The motion was agreed to. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment No, 124: Strike out the figures “ $880,000" and insert 
* $1,707,500.” 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and 
concur in the amendment with an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Davis of Minnesota moves to concur in Senate amendment No. 
124 with an amendment as follows: “In lieu of the sum ‘ $1,707,500’ 
insert the sum ‘ $1,242,500’.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate amendment No, 140: Page 69, line 6, strike out “Assistant 
probation officer $1,400” and insert “ two assistant probation officers 
at $1,400 each.” 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota, Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate amendment No. 141: VPage 69, line 10, strike out “ $20 per 
month, $240 in all, $5,137" and insert “$26 per month, $312, in all 
$6,537." 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate amendment No. 166, page 100, line 3, strike out the figures 
“$100,000 " and insert “ $175,000.” 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and 
concur with an amendment. 


The Clerk read the amendment as follows: 


Mr. Davis of Minnesota moves to recede and concur with the fol- 
lowing amendment: In lieu of the sum appropriated insert “ $125,000," 


The motion was agreed to. 
LOGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, i call up the con- 
ference report on (H. R. 9429) the legislative appropriation 
bill. 

The Clerk read the conference report. 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (HB. R. 
9429) making appropriation for the legislative branch of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 8, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 
14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 28, and 26, and agree te the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “$150,000”; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

The committee of conference have not agreed on amendments 
numbered 18, 24, and 25. 

L. J. DIcKINSON, 

Wa. S. Vare, 

C. D. CARTER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

F. B. Warren, 

REED Smoot, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House, at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9429) making appropriations for 
the legislative branch of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, submit the fol- 
lowing written statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon by the conferees and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report: 

On Nos. 1 and 2, relating to the Office of the Vice President: 
Rearranges appropriation for compensation of assistant clerk, 
as provided by the Senate. 
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On Nos. 838 and 4: Appropriates $2,100 for pay on annual basis 
of second assistant in document room of Senate, as proposed by 
Senate. 


clerk, Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Sen- 
ate, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $1,840, as proposed 
by the House. 

On Nos. 7 and 8: Appropriates $3,600 for the pay of a Deputy 
Sergeant at Arms and storekeeper of the Senate, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $2,740 for the pay of a storekeeper, as 
proposed by the Liouse. 

On Nos. 9 and 10: Appropriates $2,400 for pay of superintend 
ent of folding room of the Senate, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $1,940, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 11: Appropriates $3,500 on account of the Vice Presi- 
dent’s automobile, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $3,000, 
as proposed by the House. 

On No. 12: Appropriates $125,000 for miscellaneous items of 
the Senate, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $100,000, as | 
proposed by the House. 

On No. 13: Appropriates $150,000 for expenses of inquiries 
and investigations ordered by the Senate, instead of $100,000, as 
proposed by the House, and $200,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 14: Appropriates $35,000 on account of the Senate 
kitchens and restaurunts, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$30,000, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 15, relating to the office of the Doorkeeper of the 
House: Corrects the text, 

On Nos, 16 and 17, relating to furniture, ete., for House Office 
Building: Restates the appropriation as proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 19, 20, and 21, relating to the office of legislative 
counsel: Substitutes, as proposed by the Senate, the designation 
of “ Office of Legislative Counsel” for “ Legislative Drafting 
Service,” to conform with the revenue act of 1924. 

On No. 22: Appropriates $81,368 for maintenance expenses, 
Senate Office Building, as proposed by the Senate, instead : 


$72,368, as proposed by the House. 

On No, 23: Appropriates $250,000 for printing and binding, 
Library of Congress, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$225,000, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 26: Excludes from the restriction on the use of money 
carried by the bill on account of private vehicles the storage of 
such vehicles, as proposed by the Senate. 

The committee of conference have not agreed upon the follow- 
ing amendments of the Senate: 

No. 18: Providing for an assistant clerk and stenographer for | 
the Joint Committee on Printing. 

No. 24: Relating to expenses incident to inspection of print- 
ing and binding equipment, etc., under the Publie Printer. 

No. 25: Relating to the closing of Jackson Alley on account 
of the Government Printing Office. 


L. J. DicKINSON, 

Wa. S. VARE, 

Cc. D. Carter, 
Vanagers on the part of the House. 


Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the conference re- 
port on this bill has merely to do with various Senate items | 
that were inserted by the Senate. It has to do with adjust- | 
ment of certain Senate salaries and the rewording of the amend- | 
ment of $7,500 that was put in for bookcases and other office | 
furniture in the House Office Building. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. You have retained that amend- 
ment, so far as the substance is concerned? 

Mr. DICKINSON of lowa. Absolutely. It is siniply a corree- 
tion as to the meaning of the amendment. There are no items 
in dispute. The bill includes about $100,000 more than when it 
passed the House. Twenty-five thousand dollars is for inei- | 
dental expenses in the Senate; $50,000 is to pay for inquiries | 
and investigations. We put through the same amount usually 
earried, of $100,000, and the Senate increased it to $200,000, but 
we split the difference by making it $150,000. They have enough 
accrued bills on hand to consume a great deal of the excess at 
the present time. We also increased the item of $25,000 for 
printing and binding in the Library. That amount is on account 
of the expectation that new stacks will be built in another year, 
end that they ought to bind up various volumes that are now | 
on hand that they can not bind under the present appropriation. 

I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Texas | Mr. BLAn- 
TON ]. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, we have given the United 
States Senate already $225,000 for their contingent fund, which 
they have spent in investigations, and the country ought to 
know that, because we are putting our John Hancocks to this 
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bill when it passes, and in it we are now giving them an addi- 
tional $100,000 likewise to be spent in investigutions 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. The $100,000 is the usual amount 
carried for these items and $50,000 is for extras. 

Mr. BLANTON, Yes; but it is $150,000, after all, carried for 
them in this bill. 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. And we have already given them $225,000 
for their contingent fund, which they have spent, and the 
$225,000 and the $150,000 make $375,000 of the taxpayers’ 
money that they have spent and are to spend elsewhere in this 
Capitol on investigations, and the people of the country ought 
to know something about it. 

Mr. DICKINSON of lowa. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. DICKINSON of lowa. I want to suggest that the 
$225,000 is for this year, but that this is for the next year. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; but it becomes available July 1, 1924, 
und how many new bills will they ask us to pay in addition to 
this $150,000? 

Mr. DICKINSON of lowa. Nobody knews. 

Mr. BLANTON. Nobody knows and there is no way of 
stopping it. If there were, | would vote to stop it. 

Mr. (CONNELL of New York. Is part of that for the 
Teapot Dome investigation? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. If it is, it is a good in- 
vestment. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Is the gentleman going to leave his 
remarks in the Recorp just as he made them? 

Mr. BLANTON. I am going to correct that “John Han- 
cock ” reference, which the gentleman has in his mind. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the con- 
ference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment 
in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment numbered 18: Page 20, line 25, strike out the words 
and figures “ stenographer, $1,740 and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “assistant clerk and stenographer, $2,100.” 


Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, | offer the follow- 
ing motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. DIcKINSON of Lowa moves to recede and concur with an amend- 
ment as follows: On page 20 of the bill, line 25, strike out * $9,830" 
and insert in lieu thereof “ $10,190." 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, that is for the pur- 
pose of correcting the footing. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from lowa to recede and concur with an amend- 
ment, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment 
in disagreement. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 24: Page 32 of the bill, line 7, after the word 
“printer” insert: “ For expenses authorized in writing by the Joint 
Committee on Printing for the inspection of printing and binding equip- 
ment, material, and supplies, and Government printing plants in the 
District of Columbia or elsewhere (not exceeding $1,000).” 


Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede 
and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment 
in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 25: Page 36, after line 21, insert: “The Public 
Printer is hereby authorized to close Jackson Alley in square 624 
between G and H Streets NW., in the District of Columbia to the extent 
that said alley is abutted on both sides by the property of the Goy- 
ernment Printing Office, and upon the closing thereof the land so em- 
braced shall be transferred to the Public Printer for the use of the 
Government Printing Office.” 


Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede 
and concur in the Senate amendment. 
The motion was agreed to, 


i 
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i I. RELAVIONS BETWEEN 


DISTRICT 


THE UNITED 
OF COLUMBIA 


STATES AND THE 


Vir. CRAMTON 
the bill 


Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
(S. TOR) 


‘ making an adjustment of the fiseal 
relutions between the United States and the District of Colum- 
| is umended, which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Michigan moves to 
Suspend the rules and pass the bill, which the Clerk will re- 
yet 

rhe Clerk proceeded to report the bill. 

‘ir. BLANTON (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, 
it \ tentatively understood that there were not going to be 
any quorum calls here to-night prier to 11 o'clock, so that non- 
controversial bills could be passed. If the gentleman wants 
that understanding carried out, he ought not to call up a bill 


cuuse there going to be a quorum eall just as sure 
up, and will be before it 
ought up a mernsure like 
nuvelves several million dollars, and there is not a 


just. I hope the gentleman will with- 


illed there some more 


ntroversial 


is 
| ile 
ftlri- vhieh 
of t 


not to eall 


is 


that 


Mir. CRAMTON, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 


that the debate stage is not yet reached, 
Mir. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman ought not to 
( ipa bill like that under the circumstances 
SPRAKER. The gentleman from Texas is out of order. 
BLANTON, Then let us have a quorum to start this. | 
Mr. Speaker, | make the point of order that there is no quorum 
] i 
Phe SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas makes the point 
of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will count. 
M "RAM TON Mr. Speaker 
Mr. BLANTON, IT withdraw my point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for three minutes, 
| SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 


meus consent to pr 
| After 


Mi 


oceed for three minutes. 
a pause.| The Chair hears none 

CRAMTON \ir. Speaker, I have offered this bill in 
cooperation with the chairman of my committee [Mr. MAppen]. 
We have in the Distriet bill to-day adopted an absolutely new 
plan with reference to contributions to District expenses, a fixed 
sum of 38.000,000. Now, in order for that to be of its full 
benetit and efficiency, it is necessary that it be not merely on 


Is there object ion? 


one annual appropriation bill but also permanent law, so that 
the Budget next fall in making up the District estimates may 
have authority to make them up on the new basis. Unless we 
put this new arrangement in permanent legislation it will be 
ho wuthority to the Budget to proceed any differently than be- 
fore, and we are in a mess—— 

Mr. FUNK. And the tax levy. 

Mr. CRAMTON. And the tax levy and everything else is at 
seu. Now, the bill 1 am offering is a consolidation. It takes 


the surplus bill, because that has already passed the Senate. 
It has been favorably reported in the District Committee of the 
Hiouse with only the objection of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. GARRNTT of Tennessee. If this is to be a part of the 
lump-sum plan, why did not the gentleman from Miehigan 
nilvise us of that at the time that he offered the amendment? 

Mr. CRAMTON, It is part of the plan so far as the District 
appropriation bill goes 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. But the gentleman says now 
it is necessary to pass it as part of the plan. 

Mr. CRAMTON, In order to seeure a plan, not in this 
annual contentious way on an appropriation bill but as per- 
manent law, we are seeking to put it on as a rider on the 
surplus bill. Personally I am not in favor of the surplus bill 
a piece of legislation. I am frank to say it appears to me 
the surplus bill is legislation that sooner or later is going to 
pass and I am only trying to use it as a useful vehicle to put 
the $0,000,000 business in permanent law. Now, my action in 
offering it to-night is at the request of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and in order that the House may 
express itself. If, when it comes up, two-thirds do not sup- 
port it, of course it can not pass. Now, because of the requests 
which have been made, more or less urgent, I have consented, 
after consultation with Mr. Maporx, to withdraw the bill to- 
night with the understanding it is to be brought up te-morrow 
very soon after the opening of the session. Mr, Speaker, I 
withdraw the motion, 


us 


| appropriated by 





| eredits 


Mr. O'CONNELL of New York, Under suspension of the 
rules? 

Mr. CRAMTON. That is the only way to bring it up. Under 
leave to extend my remarks I insert the following text of the 
bill in its proposed amended form: 


An act (S. 703) making an adjustment of the fiscal relations between 
the United States and the District of Columbia. 


Be it enacted, ete., That pursuant to the report of the Joint Select 
Committee appointed under the provisions of the act entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the government of the District of 
Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole or in part against 
the revenues of such District for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 29, 1922— 

(a) There shall be credited to the general account of the District 
of Columbia required under the provisions of the first paragraph of 
such act to be kept in the Treasury Department the following sums: 

(1) 87,574,416.90, representing the balance in the general fund in 
the Treasury for such District on June 30, 1922, and 

(2) representing an adjustment of certain errors, 

There shall be charged to such account the following sums: 
$2.903,.219.93, representing the District’s proportion of unex- 
balances of appropriations on June 30, 1922, together with 
certain obligations and encumbrances accruing after such date, 

(2) $191,890.35, representing the District's proportion of the annual 


$665.46, and 
(bd) 


(1) 
pended 


| bonus paid to certain employees of the District, 


(3) $41,500, representing the District's proportion of the cost of 


additional land for the National Zoological Park, and 

(4) $317.16, representing the District's proportion of an amount 
special act of Congress for the relief of Eldred C. 
Davis. 

Such credits and charges to the general accounts of the District of 
Columbia shall be made without the payment of interest thereon by 
either the United States or the District of Columbia; and the making 
of such credits and charges shall be held to be in full satisfaction of 
all and demands either for or against the United States or 
the District of Columbia; and the making of such credits and charges 
shall be held to be in full satisfaction of all claims and demands either 
for or against the United States or the District of Columbia in respect 
to the items involved therein. 

The sum of $4,438,154.92, representing the difference between such 
and charges, is hereby made permanently available tin such 
account of the Distriet of Columbia for appropriation by the Con- 
gress for purchase of land and construction of buildings for public 
school, playground, and park purposes: Provided, That nothing con- 
tained in this act shall be construed to deprive the District of 
Columbia, as of and on June 30, 1922, in addition to the sum named 
herein, of credit for the surplus of revenues of said District collected 
and deposited in the Treasury of the United States during the fiscal 
year 1922, over and above all appropriations and other charges for 
that vear or of credit for the unexpended balances of District of 
Columbia appropriations covered into the surplus fund by warrant of 
the Secretary of the Treasury issued on June 30, 1922; or of credit 
for the proportion the District of Columbia may be entitled to of 
miscellaneous receipts paid directly into the Treasury during the 
fiscal year 1922; or of eredit for the amount erroneously charged 
against the revenues of the District for the fiscal year 1922 on account 
of appropriations made by the third deficiency act, fiseal year 1922, 
approved July 1, 1922, as the amount of said appropriations were 
charged against the revenues of the District of Columbia for the fiseal 
year 1923, totaling the sum of $819,373.83, whieh is included in the 
total sum of $2,903,219.93 heretofore mentioned and taken into account 
in arriving at the net balance of $4,438,154.92, above stated. 

Src. 2. That on and after July 1, 1924, the Government of the 
United States shall not bear any fixed proportion of the expenses of 
the District of Columbia, but shall pay the sum of $9,000,000 annn- 
ally toward defraying such expenses of the District as may be appro- 
priated for by law. 

Sec, 3. That on and after such date there shall be credited wholly 
to the District of Columbia any revenne (not including the propor- 
tionate share of the United States in any revenue arising as the result 
of the expenditure of appropriations made for the fiscal year 1924 
and prior fiscal years) now required by law to be credited to the 
District of Columbia and the United States in the same proportion 
that each contributed to the activity or source from whence such 
revenue was derived. 


Sac. 


claims 


4. That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to 


prevent, until July 1, 1927, the advancements permitted to be made 
for expenses of the District by the Treasury Department in accord- 
ance with the first paragraph of section 1 of the District of Columbia 
appropriation act, approved June 29, 1922, 
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Permit me further to i t here the following comparison 
of the charge upon the Federal Treasury for 1925 under the 
60-40 plun and under the $9,000,000 lump sum now adopted: 


Total of bill as passed Senate 
Tota] of bill as passed Lit 


Added by Senate. 
Senate recedes from. .- 
House recessions: 
At conference _.._ , 880, 186. 00 
Will recommend. _.___- 422, 272. 00 
—_—__-—__——— 1, 802, 408, 
Amount of bill as agreed upon if the House managers’ 
recommen i are agreed to on amendments re- 
turned ‘ | sen thai giiitdblascpaeaa aided en en 
c— 
Amount of ae UI i ict tetraacetate. a a aa 
District of lumbia items in second deficiency bill: 
Police, fire, school pay, ete. —- lisipiiha acts ihcthlacatil , 625, 162. 
Items in ftield service classification bill chargeable 


against District of Columbia--- . 96, 886. 00 


Total appropriations, 1925 9, : , 158. 21 


Total appropriations for 1925 in all bills 277, 153, 21 

Pavabhle by t United States ee oe ~~; be 9, 000, 000, 00 

Payable from District revenues, including water ee 8 
revenues and gas tax revenues y , 153. 21 


COMPARISON OF 60-40 BASIS AND NEW PASIS 
Total appropriations for 1925... _-- , i 29, , 153. 21 
Pavable from water fund .-- --- $1, 196, 860. 00 
Payable wholly from District of Colum- 
bia revenues 7 “ ee 186, 890. 00 
Fayable from gas tax fund 925, 000. 00 
2, 308, 750. 00 


Payable on the basis of 60-40 26, 968, 403. 21 
40 per cent, United States 10, T8T, 861, 28 
60 per cent, District of Columbia 16, 181, 041.93 


Amount payable by United States on 60-40 basis._.. 10, 787, 361, 28 


Amount payable by United States on lump-sum plan-_- 9, 000, 000. 00 | 


Difference cialis 1, 787, 361. 28 


Amount of estimated revenues surrendered by United 


| 





States under lump-sum plan 000, 00 | 


Difference in favor of United States under lump- 
Sum method mabesnis 1, 087, 361. 28 
Further deficiencies to be appropriated for in the next ses- 

sion are inevitable and will amount to from $500,000 to $1,000,- 

000 or more. Under the lump-sum plan that further sum will 

be borne exclusively by the District while under the 60—40 plan 

from $200,000 to $400,000 more would have been borne by the 

Federal Treasury, 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for a quarter of a minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to proceed for 15 seconds. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.}] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
I want every one of you colleagues in the morning, if you will 
do me the kindness to do so, to read my discussion on this 
so-called surplus bill which to-night I am printing in the 
Recorp, and I guarantee not 40 men will vote for it in the 
morning when the gentleman from Michigan calls it up for 
passage, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 1898) reclassifying the salaries of postmasters and em- 
ployees of the Postal Service and readjusting their salaries and 
compensation on an equitable basis, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 6 to the bill (HL. R. 7996) to regu- 
late and fix wages for employees of the Government Printing 
Office. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 3397) to remit the duty on a carillon of bells to be im- 
ported for the Church of Our Lady of the Rosary, Providence 
Rk. L., in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendment to the bill (H. R. 9559) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in certain appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and prior fiscal years, to pro- 
vide supplemental appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the Heuse 
of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the 


| United States for the purpose of suggesting amendments thereto 
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House on the disagreeing votes of the 

had appointed Mr. WAxrnren, Mr. O 

the conferees on the part of the Senate 
BANKRUPTCY LAW OF THE l 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit a j 
the Committee on Rules, 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from 
privileged report from the Coimumittee 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 85! 

Resolved, That the following subcommittee of 
on the Judiciary duly appointed by that committee, viz Fart 


| Micuener (chairman), CHAnLes A. Curisrornmerson, NATHAN D. Pen 


MAN, ANDREW J. Monracve, and Samvert C. Mason, be, and they 
hereby, authorized to examine the present bankruptcy law of the 


i ' 


securing improvement in its administration, and perfecting the same 
as far as possible, and for these ends to have power to subpe@na wit 
nesses and make such investigation as they may deem necessary and 
also to have power to sit during the sessions of the House and after 
any adjournment or recess of the House and report their recommenda 
tions during the next session to the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the House. 


Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, there has been a general demand 
throughout the whole country for various amendments to our 
bankruptcy laws. The Committee on the Judiciary, as you all 
know, is a very busy committee and it has not had the proper 
time to give study to individual matters necessary to make 
proper recommendations to the Congress. They have decided to 


- | let a subcommittee of their own committee, who are willing, 


work in their own time and at their own expense this summer 
to try to bring these laws down to date and make recommenda- 
tions to Congress the coming fall. All they ask is to have 
authority to sit during the recess. It costs the country nothing 
and if anybody wants to work for the public good during the 
recess of Congress I think they should have that right. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question, 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. A similar reselution om the calendar will 
be laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 

JOINT COMMISSION OF NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I have another resolution 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers a 
resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Concurrent resolution (HH. Con. Res. 1) providing for the creation of a 
Joint Commission on National Defense 

Resolwed by the House of Representatives of the United Statce of 
America in Congress assembled (the Senate concurring), That a joint 
commission is hereby created, to be known as the Joint Commission 
on National Defense, which shall consist of five Senators to be ap 
pointed by the President of the Senate and five Representatives to be 
appointed by the Speaker. 

{t shall be the duty of said commission to investigate and study 
the most practicable and effective plan to prevent profiteering in time 
of war upon either the Government or the civilian population; te 
insure the national defense by the mobilization in time of war of all 
the resources of the Nation, both human and material; to discourage 
any tendency to aggressive warfare; and to equalize the 
and sacrifices of defensive warfare by requiring a just 


burdens 
and fair con- 
tribution to the national defenss by all the forces and factors of 
national life without war profit to any private individual, corpora- 
tion, or combination, 

The said commission shall report its acts, proceedings, findings, 
and concjusions to Congress on or before the first Monday in January, 
1925. The commission shall include in its report recommendations 
for legislation which in its opinion will tend to carry out the purposes 
of this resolution and shall specifically report upon the 
of the powers of Congress to enact such legislation. 

The commission shall elect its chairman and vice chairman. and 
vacancies occurring in the membership of the commission 
filled in the same manner as the original appointments. 

The commission or any subcommittee of its members is guthorized 
to sit during the sessions or recesses of Congress, to send for persons 
and papers, to administer oaths, to summon and compel the attend- 
ance of witnesses. 


limitations 


shall be 


Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, this resolution provides for a 
joint commission of both Houses, whose duty it shall be to study 


ee 
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and investigate the most practical and effective plan to pre- 
veut profiteering in time of war upon either the Government or 
the civilian population; to ipsure the national defense by the 
mol “ition in time of war of all the resources of the Nation, 
both hunmn and material; to discourage any tendency to aggres- 
si irfare, and to equalize the burdens and sacrifices of de- 
fen *wartare by requiring a just contribution to the national 
defense by all the factors of our national life. It also provides | 
that this commission shall report back to the House its various 
recommendations before January 1, 1925 

Phe first recommendation along this line was made by Presi 
dent Harding, and this recommendation received a most unani 


mous response throughout the length and breadth of this coun- 


try; and on account of the study and investigation of some of 
our own Members, and the introduction of bills along this line, 
there has been quite a general demand that Congress take notice 
of this proposition and give cognizance of our interest in the 
developments along this line. For that reason the Committee 


on Rules has thought it proper and just to present this resolution 


at this time. ; 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Is this expected to be a part of the 
Cleveland platform? 

Mr. SNELL. It having come from a Democratic Member, 1 


shonld not think it wonld be. 


Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes 

Mr. HUDDLESTON, Why was this delayed 80 late in the 
session? Why is it necessary to do it now? Is war imminent? 

Mr. SNELL, I do not know that if is. A great many people 
desire to have it presented at this time 

Mr. HUDDLESTON Why is the national defense more 


relevant at this time than at other times? The gentleman has 


delayed until now to lay it before the House for its consid 
eration 
Mr. SNELL. It does not require an appropriation. ft just 


permits these people to investigate the question this Summer 
and make a report next fall. 


Mr. HUDDLESTON. Well, this resolutien [s not as inno- 
cent as it might be thought to be. There is a purpose behind it 

Mr. SNELL. If there is, I do not know it 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. [I would like to know what the pur- 
pose is. I would like to know who really advised that. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. McSWAIN, The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hup- 
DLESTON] asked if there is any purpose behind it. I want to 


say that so far as I know, the purpose is to equalize the bur- 
dens of war, so that my children and grandchildren, and yours, 
if they have to meet the issues that we have had to meet, may 
meet them with some degree of equity, so that just as America 
stands on the proposition of equality in time of peace, thal 
theve shall be equal rights and special privileges to none, so in 
time of war there shall be equal sacrifices and equal burdens 
imposed on all. [Applause.] 


Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. I will yield to the gentleman from Alabama 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. It is quite evident to me that the 


Committee on Military Affairs has all the jurisdiction needed 
to investigate the subject and that there exists no real reason 
along the line indicated by the gentleman from South Caro- 
linn [Mr. McSwatn] for appointing this commission. The 
real fact is, as I deduce, that the purpose of appointing this 
commission is to afford an instrumentality of propaganda and 
to exercise and advocate it between now and the beginning of 
the next Congress. The gentleman is providing. as I under- 
stand, for the conseription of human labor and all kinds of 
human material. He may think he is fighting for the conscrip- 
tion of property, but if he expects to get anywhere, I want 
to say to him that he wants to abandon that portion of the 
program, And let me say to the gentleman that there a 
considerable body of people in the country who are opposed 
to the conscription of labor and the conscription of human 
material. Anyhow, there are some of us who are opposed to 
the conscription of men in time of war, and I for one am al- 
together opposed to the bringing in here, in the last moment of 
Congress, of a bill without proper investigation to provide 
an agency of propaganda such as the gentleman entertains. 
{Applause.] I think the gentleman ought to us some 


is 


give 


time for debate on this question. 
Mr 
Mr 


TREADWAY. 
SNELL. Yes. 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. TREADWAY. I understood the gentieman to say, in 
the course of his brief explanation, that there was a great 


general demand for this surt of an inguiry. I try to keep up 


with the times, but I confess that that general demand has 
overshadowed my information, and L would be glad to know 
where it is. 

Mr. SNELL. There is a general demand all over tho 
eountry 

Mr HUDDLESTON. Mr, Speaker, I am unwilling that this 


showd be done without a quorum. I make the point of order 
that a quorum is nor present in the House. 
Mr. LONGWORTIL Mr. Speaker, I move that the Housa 


do now adjourn 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves—— 


Mr. LONGWORTH. I understand that there is no poassi- 
bility of a conference report being reported to-night. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I ask the gentleman not to press 
that. <A large number of Members will be here after a while 


I do not think there will be any difficulty. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I was not 
such a controversial subjeet would be brought up. 
Mr. SNELL. I will say [ did not know there was any con- 
troversy about it. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand this bi! 
wos going to Cause so much trouble. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman 
draw his point of no quorum? 


aware that 


from Alabama with- 


Mr. HUDDLESTON. Temporarily I withdraw it. 

Mr. SNELL. I think we had better withdraw this resolu- 
tion. It is nothing in which [ am especially interested myself 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the resolution, 


and the gentleman from Maine [Mvr. Hersey] is recognized 
PROBATLON 


HERSEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
PESS 1042, to provide for the establishment of a probation 
system in the Unitel States courts, except in the District of 
Columbia 

The SPEAKER 
pend the les and 
report 

The Clerk 1 


SYSTEM IN TITRE UNITED STATES COURTS 
Mr 


~ 


The gentleman from Maine 
pass a Senate bill, which 


moves fo 
the Clerk 


Sus 
will 


ead the bill, as follows: 


Be ir 


nacted, ete., That the courts of the United States 
jurisdiction of eriminal actions, except in the District of 
Inmbia, when it shall appear to the satisfaction of the court that the 
of fustice and the best interests of the public, as well as the 
defendant, will be sobserved thereby, shall have power, after conviction 
or plea of guilty or nolo contendere, for any crime or offense 
not punishable by death or life imprisonment, to suspend the imposition 
or execution of sentence and to place the defendant upon probation for 
guch period aad upen sach terms and conditions as they may deem best ; 
1 fine and may alse place the defendant upon 
the manner aforesaid, The court may revoke or modify 
any condition of probation, or may change the period of probation : 
Provided, That the period of probation, together with any extension 
thereof, shall not exceed tive years, 

While on probation the defendant may be required to pay in one or 
several sums a fine imposed at the time of being placed on probation 
and alse required to make restitution or reparation to the 
aggrieved party or parties for actual damages or loss caused by the 
ffense for which coavietion was bad, and may also be required to pro 
vide for the support of any persen or persons for whose support he 
legally responsible. 

See, 2. That when directed by the court, the probation officer shall 
report to the court, with a statement of the conduct of the probatione: 
while on probation. The court may thereupon discharge the proba 
tioner from further supervision and may terminate the proceedings 
against him. or may extend the probation, as shail seem advisable. 

At any time within the probation period the probation officer may 
arrest the probationer without a warrant. or the court may issue a 
warrant for his arrest. Thereupon such probationer shall forthwith 
be taken before the court. At any time after the probation period, 
but within the maximum period for which the defendant might origi 
nally have been sentenced, the court may issue a warrant and cause 
the defendant be arrested and brought before the court. There 
upon the court may revoke the probation or the suspension of sen 
tence and may impose any sentence which might originally have been 
imposed 

Sec. 3. That the judge of any United States court having originai 
jurisdiction of criminal actions, except in the District of Columbia, 
may appoint one or more suitable persons to serve as probation officers 
within the jurisdiction and under the discretion of the judge making 
such appointment or of his successor. Ali such probation officers shall 
serve without compensation, except that in case it shall appear to any 
such judge that the aeeds of the service require that there should bea 


having 


original Co 
ends 
after a 


ar the court 


probation fa 
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a ‘ er, su er | expenses of putting | ! on cor 
h f the | tion officer 
G i j Ww Mr. BLANTON Will the ¢e ey 
s 4 i Mr. HERSEY I will 
1 Lece \ t la vil | M PLANTON If the centl 1 ¢ e 
f S re- |} young bovs of the country, why «k not { 
} of r ing in his court The ap nent of | you bovs? You ean take thu VW 
i s writing, and shall b ntcred m the he ny nd i ene In 
! irt of naking such apy t t da c mitter ho id | t vl awe i 
ll be delivered to the officer so ap-| tion; and you are gt to have 1 boot 
t l I ul I tion « r L ¢« ntr é ! 
‘ ll per! nar ol I f ( ] vil s S$ the ¢« I ! 
sf , l proved shall be paid fi t Apt I ‘ 
I tLons | ti i in which such oflicer serves. Mr. O'CONNELL of New Yor! Sure I r the 
'. 4. That it shall be the duty of 2 probation officer to investigate | lation we passed yester¢ 
rred to hit t vest n by the court in which he | Mr. BLANTON. IL am ad 1 entlen 
‘ g nd report tl n to court. The probatio offi he ponsor of uch a } 
Ll fu to ea person released on probation uncer his super Nir. HERSEY. The jude of the Feck eonrt are 
tement of the conditions of probation and shall favor of the bill. and 1 do not think tft re ¢ that 
i hi regard he me. Such officer shall keep informed « | that they would want to abuse it nan vil 4 h 
ing I id aml condition of each person on prebat 1 under | yr a Dn : On probation who is a Ral ned criminal i 
h 1} n and shall report thereon to the rt placing ich on ipplies to the firs ( x nel 4 ‘ n to the 
I pre T hall HI I ls, met | court I do not understand that any harm has been dor ! 
with the conditions imposed by the court, to aid persons | our ate courts by using the met] 
on probation and to bring Out improvement in their conduct and BLANTON Gut in our State courts ft e l 
condition Rach ofiicer shal) keep records of his work; shall keep | to boys un ZL years of ace 
ar complete accounts of all moneys collected from persons re not 
! LL give eceipts therefor, shall make at n or them tf re I n 
t ret thereof ull make such reports to e Att iin ages rh ft f i 
I G l as 1 y at any tir require; and shall perform eu no limit in } 
her ies as the court may direct \ probation officer shall ha gentlemuin it l err 
t rofa hat is now exercised by a deputy mars! by nator Cot i. py f 
5. 7 this act shall take effect immediate] | plains it, and if the s man will tur op » of 
Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. port on the bill and see the indorsements of I f ! 
Mr. HORSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that | oVver the Nation and the o} ons of the district judge 1 de 
a second n ay be considered as ordered. not think he would be opposed to it 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, a second is considered Mr. BLANTON. ¥ heard as distinguished a Representat 
| as ordered. F = the ‘ leman from ¢ ‘ o. in whose city there I ! 
rhere was no objection. cently been a most diabolical crime committed, urging us to 
Mr. HERSEY. Gentlemen, this is a bill from the Judiciary | #W8y with the death penalty rou ¢ ind lots of Mdorse 
Committee, unanimously reported. It passed the ;- | ments to keep down punishment. The humuon heart 





mously without debate and is a very plain bill thet we are sympathizing with criminals all the time insten: 
the report and have read it will understand that it 
the Federal courts the same power to put persons on probation | Of the punishment 

that the State eourts have There is searcely a State in the Nit HERSEY I es 0 pp to ¢ ith nis 


of being severe with them and stopping crime by the severity 


I nion which does not have a probation law. life Imprisonment: it only Isnpen ‘ ‘ ‘ } on ‘ 
. : Py 


Mr. WOLFF. Will the gentleman yield? sentence and puts the party on probation under the court I 


x Mr. HERSEY. I do not yield. s all under the court An officer of the law tukes ire f 
Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important bill, | the party put on probation, and he is under an officer of the 
and I question whether there is a quorum pre on it I make the | “ io has sworn to carry t t} law 
point of order that there is no quorum present. Mr. BLANTON How man hy probation « ! e 1 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? | 122 to have over the country 


nth: 


Mr. WOLFF. I will Mr. HERSEY This provides that they need not hav urn 
Mr. LONGWORTH. It appears from what I can learn that | mere than the present probation officers, and it is” limite 
there are no matters of very grave importance to come up | ‘© one officer in any one court 
to-night except that a number of gentlemen are interested in Mr. BLANTON. Would the gentleman accept an amend 
the consideration of the Private Calendar, particularly with | Ment to the bill requiring the officer to live i fain 
regard to Senate bills. If the gentleman persists in his point | Where else? 
of order, IT would not fee! justified in asking for a call of the | Mr. HERSEY. N the gentleman ha 
House. If the gentleman will not insist on his point of order. | Mr. WILLIAMSO™ Will the gentleman ) 1" 
I shail be glad to ask that we consider Senate bills on the | Mr. HERSEY. Yes 








Private Calendar, and this will be our last opportunity | Mr. WILLIAMSON Does the bill that the gentlemar 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. May I ask the gentleman f . | before him provide that the authority to parole shall 
Ohio, in the event the point of no quorum is not pressed, why | only to first offenders? 
should we not proceed with the consideration « the Consent |} \i HERSEY ( oniv ay to first offence 
Calendar or bills that may be taken up under suspension of the M BLACI i Yor Will the ! Ie! 
rules? A good many of uS are very much interested, and we | \Ir. HERSEY I I 
have had assurances we would be given an opportunity to take | \ BLACK of york. Does the bil i ! 
up the calendar. | provide thi he prol m off hall ! th ! 
Mr. LONGWORTH. The trouble with the Consent Calendar | between the time of convictir th I 
is that a number of the bills are not in order because they mendath1 s to the sentence? 
e not been on the calendar a sufficient length o time. Mr. HERSEY I moes l reserve the ! € Of my time 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. They can be considered, of course, | Mr. Speake 
by unanimous consent. | Mr. WOLF! Mr. Sneaker. 1 eld fj ‘im 
Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of orde } man from Texas [M BLANTON ] 
temporarily. | Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Sneaker, I am n vr this bill. and I 
Mr. HERSEY. I was saying, gentlemen, that there is no | hope the House will not adopt ‘or it will prove to | 
Federal law which gives the presiding jndge a right to put a | death stab law enforeemoen ft is not « t ‘ 
party on probation on the first offense, whether it be a bey, a | punishment that deters crimina but it the snrety and the 
i girl, or an adult . judge can not refuse to sentence, the sen- | certainty of punishment It is the certaint rishment 
a tence must be carried out, and the person go to jail, when | more than anything else that deters crimir from eommi ne 


many a boy, girl, and young man have been saved from a life | crime. 
being put on probation. Our probation laws, as | Judges, after all, are buman beings. They have their friends 


you will see from the hearings we have held, have paid all the ‘ they have their neighbours, and they 


‘ 


‘ crime by 
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| 
we are and like everyone else. A Federal judge will | 
1 distinguished neighbor sometimes to come before him, | 


just like 
Joes 


or the son of a distinguished friend may come into his court 
to be tried for offenses. Have you ever sat on the bench and 
tried 


the citizenship of the country coming to you urging that you 
eraut him a new trial? Have you ever experienced that? Well, 
you will foree that on trial judges under this bill if you per- 
mit this probation business to be enacted into law, and some 
courts over the will probably let numerous kinds of 
CTU DAIS escape 


Mr. HERSEY 


country 


Will the gentleman yield? 
Mi BLANTON. Yes: I yield. 

ir. LLERSEY. We have a probation law in the District of 

Columbian and in 24 of the States of the Union, and I do not 

know but what you have such a law in your own State. 

i 

| 

| 


u man for crime, and after he has been convicted, : 


Miro BLANTON, Concerning this city, my distinguished friend 
from Lilinois |Mr. RATHBONE] and four of his colleagues to-day 
have filed a 
enforced 


report to Congress showing that the law is not 
in the District of Columbia. [Applause.] We have 
made in that report a dozen recommendations to the courts and 
to the district attorney here for him to get busy and see that 
the law is enforced. 
in the United States besides the District of Columbia | 
where the law is overlooked as much; and if you want the law | 


I will suy here to-night that I know of no 


place 


overlooked everywhere else, and if the gentleman from Maine 
wants bootleggers turned loose in Philadelphia, in New York, 
in Baltimore, and in Chicago, just pass this bill. 


Mr. CONNELL of New York. And in Texas. 
Ver. BLANTON. You will have lots of bootleggers turned 
loose «as fast as they can be convicted in some courts, and the 


district attorneys of this land will cease to function. They will 
become discouraged. They will feel it is no use to make an 
effert to convict criminals when the judge can turn them loose 
on probation. [Applause. | 

L hope this Congress will not pass any such law as this. 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. L yield. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Have you got any criminals and bootleggers 
in ‘Texas and Abilene? 

Mr. BLANTON, Yes: and the able courts down there when 
the criminals are convicted put them in the jails or in the peni- 
tentiaries for substantial terms. 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Will the gentleman yield for an observation? | 
Mr. BLANTON, = Yes. 

Mr. SCHAFER. I just want to call the gentleman's attention 
the fact that perhaps he inadvertently forgot to mention 
Abilene and Texas in his speech; and inasmuch as the gentle- 
inan’s speech might be sent out for home consumption, [ thought 
that ought to be put in. 

Mr. BLANTON, The splendid, cultured, education! city of 
Abilene, Tex., is known to every person in the United States, 
and I doe not have to mention it. [Applause.] 

Mr. HOLADAY. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
ask the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hersey] a question. Can | 
the gentleman point out in this bill where it is limited to first 
offenders? In what section of the bill is that limitation? 

Mr. HERSEY. It appears in the hearings that in all proba- 
tion enforcement they never put a man on probation unless 
he is a first offender, and that is true all over the United States, 


to 





Mr. HOLADAY. I do not find any such limitation here. 

Mr. MICHENER. Will my colleague yield? 

Mr. HERSEY. Yes. 

Mr. MICHENER. This is not the bill reported by the Judi- 
ciary Committee, is it? 

Mr. HERSEY. This is the Senate bill. 

Mr. MICHENER.,. And it is not the bill we reported? 

Mr. HERSEY. No. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. And this bill applies to any 
offender? 

Mr. MICHENER. And you have asked the House to pass 


this bill instead of the bill which the Judiciary Committee re- 
ported. 

Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. WoopruM]. 

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
this bill seems te me to grant almost carte blanche pardoning 
power to the Federal judges of the United States. Some refer- 
ences has been made here to-night to State laws on suspended 
sentences, In the State of Virginia we have laws that permit 


courts to suspend sentences in certain cases, minor offenses, 
misdemeanors, or something of that sort, but this bill does not 
contine the class of offenses to trivial offenses; but you might 
take a thug who had robbed a national bank and convict him 
under the Federal laws, and under this bill the Federal judge 


| leeger? 


| legging. 





would have the right to practically pardon him by putting him 
out on probation, if he saw fit to do so. 

In my humble judgment if you pass this bill you might as 
well do away with criminal trials in the Federal courts. [Ap- 
plause.}] Everybody knows what pressure is brought to bear 
on a judge. I have served as a judge in my native State 
Everybody knows the pressure brought to bear on a judge 
when you give the right to exercise the pardoning power. It 
ought never to be given to a judge. A man ought never to be 
placed in the position where he will have the sentimental 
appeal brought to bear upon him to exercise such authority 
You give a Federal judge—and I do not mean to cast any 
aspersions upon the Federal judges—but you give them the 
power to practically pardon a criminal and you strike a mighty 
blow at law enforcement in this land. I hope the bill will be 
overwhelmingly defeated. 

The gentleman from Maine said it applied to first offenders 
I have read the bill through, and I am unable to find where it 
makes any reference to the class of offenders. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It provides that the prebation shall not 
exceed 5 years, whereas the penalty might be 20 years, so where 
the penalty is suspended the probation can only last for 5 
years, 

Mr. WOODRUM. Exactly, and when a bootlegger is con- 
victed, no matter how aggravating the circumstances, you may 
have the outraged spectacte of a Federal judge putting that 
bootlegger in the care and custody of some other bootlegger 
who had been appointed a probation officer. 

Mr. BOYLAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOODRUM. Yes. 

Mr. BOYLAN. What is the idea of picking on the poor boot- 
{Laughter.] There are other crimes besides boot- 


Mr. BLANTON. 
pathy with them? 

Mr. BOYLAN. I have sympathy for any man convicted of 
crime, because in many cases I think he needs medical treat- 
ment rather than imprisonment. Probation, {f I may be per- 
mitted to say, has worked out very well in many of the States 
Why should not it work very well here? 

Mr. WOODRUM. I think myself that probation is a great 
thing for enforcing the law, and I am in sympathy with it. I 
think that perhaps a bill might be drafted—although I doubt 
it—a bill might be drafted with proper limitations for proba- 
tion in the Federal court in certain cases. I myself have seen 
eases in the Federal court where I would have been glad to have 
exercised a little power, but do not give the Federal judges any 
such power as this. 

Mr. HERSEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that to-night we 
are not to bring up any controversial questions. I did not 
know that this bill would excite any such controversy, and I[ 
ask unanimous consent that the bill be withdrawn and stand 
on the calendar. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent to withdraw the bill, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the Chair 


Is the gentleman from New York in sym- 


| call the Unanimous Consent Calendar as it stands. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will first reeognize the genfle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Wyanr}, 

Mr. WYANT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 1614) to repeal an act 
authorizing the construction of bridges across the Great Ka- 
nawha River. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act of Congress entitled “An act to 
authorize the construction of bridges across the Great Kanawha River 
below the falls, and to prescribe the dimensions of the same,” 
proved March 8, 1887, be, and the same is, hereby repealed. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 


ap 


CONSENT CALENDAR 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the Consent Calendar. 
TO AMEND THE CHINA TRADE ACT 


The first bill on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R 
7190) vo amend the China trade act of 1922. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I had an agreement with the gen- 
tleman from Texas not to take that up in his absence, and I 
ask unanimous consent that it be passed without prejudice. 

The SPEAKRR. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 





AB oh ie Na 


Stas 


NR edt 


hea: 


a 
2 





eee 





1924 


AIR MALL SERVICE 
I next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 

(Ti. E 3261) to authorize and provide for the payment of the 
umount expended in the construction of hangars and the main- 
ternnee of fving fields for the use of the Air Mail Service of the 
Post Office Department. 
The Clerk read the title to the bill 

» SPEAKER, Is there objection? 
r. BEGG. I object 
r LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimeus consent 
that that bill may retrain its place on the calendar. 

he SPEAKER Is there objection? 
Chere was no objection 


rO AMEND THE JUDICIAL CODE 


business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(HH. RR. 64) to amend section 101 of the Judicial Code, as 
amended 
Clerk read the title of the bill 
SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
fr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill may be passed over without prejudice 
fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the bill may be passed over without prejudice. 
Is there objection ? 
ere Wis lho objection 


t\NSPORTATION OF LABOR FROM ONE STATE TO ANOTHER 
fe next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(EL. RR. 7698) to regulate the transpertation and importation of 
labor from one State to any point in another State where a 
thor disturbance or strike is then in progress. 
i Clerk read the title of the bill 

‘he SPEAKER Is there objection to the present considera 
tion of the bill? 

Mir, Bea Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent that the 
bill be passed over without prejudice. There were three or 
mie objections to this the other night 
rhe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentieman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 


ELDORADO NATIONAT. FOREST, CALIF. 


lhe next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. &. 5555) to inelude certain lands in the county of 
KNlderado, Calif., in the Eldorado National Forest, Calif., and 
for other purposes, 

The Clerk read the tithe of the bill 

ie SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con- 

sideration of the bill? 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


FORT DUCHESNE RESERVATION, UTAH 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (S. 
667) granting to the State of Utah the Fort Duchesne Reserva- 
tion for its use as a branch agricultural college. 

rhe Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. COLTON. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent that 
that bill be passed over without prejudice, to retain its place 
on the calendar. 

rhe SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

CLAIMS UNDER WAR MINERALS ACT 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (S. 
©7097) to authorize the payment of claims under the provisions 
of the so-called war minerals relief act. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object 

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Speaker, that bill is in the wrong place on 
the ealendar, It appears later on the calendar. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, this is one of the most con- 
troversial matters on the calendar. 

Mr. VAILE. I understand, but if the gentleman will with- 
draw his objection for a moment, I will say that to-night it 
will take three objectors, because it is in the latter part of 
the calendar, and was objected to last night. It is in the wrong 
place here. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand. Does the 
Chair understand that the same bill appears twice on the 
calendar? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 








11079 


Mr. VAILE. Mr. Speaker, last night this bill was objected 
to, and after it was objected to IL filed the usual notice and put 
it back on the ealendar, where it appears at a later place 

The SPEAKER. Then it should be stricken from the calen 
dar in this place. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, but there was a request, if 
f remember correctly, that it be placed back on the calendar 
without prejudice. 

Mr. VAILE. Oh, no; I objected to that request 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be stricken from the calen- 
dar at this place, 





TO EQUALIZE THE PAY OF RETIRED OFFICERS OF ARMY, NAVY, ET 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 5097) to equalize the pay of retired officers of the 
Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, and Publie Health Service 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
Mr. BEGG Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object 

Mr. HULL of lowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill may be passed over without prejudice 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

‘There was no objection. 

ELDORADO NATIONAL FOREST, CALIF. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 104) for the inclusion of certain lands in the Eldorado 
National Forest, Calif., and for other purposes. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. BEGG Mr. Speaker, I object 


SHASTA NATIONAL FOREST, CALI 

‘The next business on the Consent Calendar wus the bill (H. RB. 
1056) for the inclusion of certain lands in the Shasta National 
Forest, Calif., and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKDR. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. SCHAFER. 


TAHOR NATIONAL FOREST, CALIF, AND NEV. 


Mr. Speaker, I object. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (HL. R. 
107) for the inclusion of certain lands in the Tahoe National 
Forest, in the States of California and Nevada, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the tithe of the bill 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. PERLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN CUSTOMS EMPLOYEES AT PHILADELPHIA 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. Rt 


2858) for the relief of certain customs employees at the port of 
Philadelphia who served as acting customs guards during the 
vur emergency. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. I object 

OMAHA INDIANS OF NEBRASKA 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (FT. R. 
S965) for the relief of the Omaha Indians of Nebraska. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to th present cousidera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. FREE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

RUSSIAN RAILWAY SERVICE CORPS 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (9. 
1557) to give military status and discharges to members of the 
Russian Railway Service Corps, organized by the War Depart- 
ment under authority of the President of the United States for 
service during the war with Germany. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
MAINTENANCE OF FLYING FIELD, AIR MAIS. SERVICE, POST OFFICE 

DEPARTMENT 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (S. 
1051) to authorize and provide for the payment of the amounts 
expended in the construction of hangars and the maintenance 
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of flying fields for the use of the Air Mail Service of the Posi 
Oflice Department. 

rhe Clerk read the tithe of the bill. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion ¢ e bill? 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

rO INCORPORATE THK AMERICAN WAR MOTHERS 

‘The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
9005) to incorporate the American War Mothers. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER l ere objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill?, 

Mir, UNDERHILL Mr. Speaker, I object. 

APPFALS IN ADMIRALTY CASES 

TT" next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(11. R. 9162) to amend section 128 of the Judicial Code relating 
for ipo iain CuLSt 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 

i) bill 


Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


AMENDING SECTION 5147, rES 


the Consent Calendar was the bill 
id section 5147 of the Revised Statutes. 
read the title of the bill 


REVISED STATI 
the next business on 
( ~AM)) 10 ammel 


the Clerk 


rhe SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Reserving the right to object—— 
Mr. WOLFE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


WRITS OF ERROR 
The next business on 


(S. 9699) 


the Consent Calendar 
in 3 writs of error. 

The Clerk read the tithe of the bill 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, I object. Mr. Speaker, I think 
when we are considering this bill there ought to be a quorum 
here, and I question the presence of a quorum to-night. I make 
the point of order of no quorum, and I insist on my point of 
order, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had counted a quorum. 
Two hundred and seventeen Members are present, a quorum. 
The Clerk will report the next bill 
THE DELAWARE INDIANS 

The next business the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 3913) to refer the claims of the Delaware Indians to 
the Court of Claims, with the right of appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FREE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
RESTORATION OF THE LEE MANSION IN 

CEMETERY 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the foint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 264) authorizing the restoration of the 
Lee Mansion in Arlington National Cemetery, Va. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


was the 
ference to 


almost 


CLAIMS OF 


on 


THE ARLINGTON NATIONAL 


Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Spenker, I object. Mr. Speaker, I with- 
draw the objection. 
Mr. STEPHENS. I object. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill be allowed 
to retain its place on the calendar. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks that 
the bill be passed without prejudice. Is there objection? 


[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


iTERS, AND LIGHT FOR THE EMPLOYEES OF 


FIELD SERVICE 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (S. 
2799) to provide quarters, fuel, and light for employees of the 
Indian field service. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 


FUEL, 


THE INDIAN 


Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman withhold his objection 
for a moment? May I have the attention of the gentleman 
from Ohio? This is a bill that provides for fuel, light, and 


quarters for employees in the Indian Service out in the field. 
It is a Senate bill, and it is a bill in which the department is 
very much interested, and ft is a bill in which the chairman 
of the committee, Mr. Snyper, is very much interested. 

Mr. PEGG. TI will withdraw the objection to this bill. 

Mr. HASTINGS, I thank the gentleman. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., 'That the Secretary of the Interior, in his dis- 
cretion, may ellow quarters, fuel, and light to employees of the Indian 
Service whose compensation is not prescribed by law, the salaries of 
yees to be fixed on this basis and the cost of providing 
fuel, and light to be paid from any funds which are appli- 
cable and available therefor: Provided, That this authorization shall be 
retroactive to the extent of approving any expenditures for such pur- 
poses heretofore authorized by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The 


such empl 


quarters 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 


WASHINGTON GAS LIGHT CO. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill <S. 
2848) to validate an agreement between the Secretary of War, 
acting on behalf of the United States, and the Washington Gas 
Licht Co. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 


Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I wish somebody would tell me what it is. 
Mr. SUALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
AMENDING TRADE-MARK ACT OF 1905 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (S. 


3324) to amend section 5 of the trade-mark act of 1905, as 
amended, relative to the unauthorized use of portraits. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I would like to ask somebody acquainted with the merits 
of this bill to make an explanation. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would be very glad to in- 
form the gentleman. The only purpose is to prevent the regis- 
tration for trade-mark purposes of portraits of a deceased 
President during the lifetime of his widow. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the fourth proviso of subdivision (b) of 
section 5 of the act entitled “An act to authorize the registration of 
trade-marks used in commerce with foreign nations or among the 
several States or with Indian tribes, and to protect the same,” approved 
February 20, 1905, as amended, is amended to read as follows: “ Pro- 
vided further, That no portrait of a living individual may be registered 
as a trade-mark except by the consent of such individual, evidenced 
by an instrument in writing, nor may the portrait of any deceased 
President of the United States be registered during the life of his 


widow, if any, except by the consent of the widow evidenced in such 
manner.” 


The SPEAKER. 
Senate bill. 

The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next one. 


VALIDATION OF CERTAIN 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(Hi. R. 646) to make valid and enforceable written provisions 
or agreements for arbitration of disputes arising out of con- 
tracts, maritime transactions, or commerce among the States 
or Territories or with foreign nations. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKRPRK. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. WOLFF. 

Mr. MILLS. 
moment? 

Mr. BLANTON. 
explain the bill. 
Mr. WOLFF. _ I will withhold my objection. 

Mr. MILLS. I will be glad to explain it. 
Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. The bill looks to me as though 
it were all right. 

Mr. MILLS. This bill provides that where there are com- 
mercial contracts and there is disagreement under the contract, 
the court ean force an arbitration agreement in the same way 
as other portions of the contract. 


The question is on the third reading of the 


AGREEMENTS FOR ARBITRATION 


I object, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the geatleman withhold his ebjection for a 


I hope the gentleman from New York will 
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Mr. DYER. The result of such a bill will be to do away with 
a lot of expensive litigation. 

Mr. TILSON. I call attention to the fact that it takes three 
objections. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the 
committee has made satisfactory explanation to me, and I 
withdraw my objection to Calendar No. 396. 

Mr. BLANTON. I did not make any objection on the ex- 
planation of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this bill, H. R. 646? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted,. ete., That “maritime transactions,” as herein de- 
fined, means charter parties, bills of lading of water carriers, agree- 
ments relating to wharfage, supplies furnished vessels or repairs to 
vessels, collisions, or any other matters in foreign or interstate com- 
merce which, if the subject of controversy, would be embraced within 
admiralty jurisdiction; “ commerce,” as herein defined, means com- 
merce among the several States or with foreign nations, or in any 
Territory of the United States or in the District of Columbia, or be 
tween any such Territory and another, or between any such Terri- 
tory and any State or foreign nation, or between the District of 
Columbia and any State or Territory or foreign nation, but nothing 
herein contained shall apply to contracts of employment of seamen, 
railroad employees, or any other class of workers engaged in foreign 
or interstate commerce. 

Sec. 2. That a written provision in any contract or maritime 
transaction or transaction involving commerce to settle by arbitra- 
tion a controversy thereafter arising between the parties out of sucno 
contract or transaction, or the refusal to perform the whole or any 
part thereof, or an agreement in writing to submit to arbitration an 
existing controversy arising out of such a contract, transaction, or 
refusal, shall be valid, irrevocable, and enforceable, save upon such 
grounds as exist at law or in equity for the revocation of any con- 
tract. 

Sec. 38. That if any suit or proceeding be brought in any of the 
courts of the United States upon any issue referable to arbitration 
under an agreement in writing for such arbitration, the court in 
which such suit is pending, upon being satisfied that the issue in- 
volved in such suit or proceeding is referable to arbitration under 
such an agreement, shall on application of one of the parties stay 
the trial of the action until such arbitration has been had in accord 
ance with the terms of the agreement, providing the applicant for 
the stay is not in default in proceeding with such arbitration, 

Sec. 4. That a party aggrieved by the alleged failure, neglect, or re- 
fusal of another to arbitrate under a written agreement for arbitration 
may petition any court of the United States which, save for such 
agreement, would have jurisdiction under the judicial code at law, in 
equity, or in admiralty of the subject matter of a suit arising out of 
the controversy between the parties, for an order directing that such 
arbitration proceed in the manner provided for in such agreement. 
Five days’ notice in writing of such application shall be served upon 
the party in default. Service thereof shall be made in the manner 
provided by law for the service of summons in the jurisdiction in 
which the proceeding is brought. The court shall hear the parties, 
and upon being satisfled that the making of the agreement for arbi- 
tration or the failure to comply therewith is not in issue, the court 
shall make an order directing the parties to proceed to arbitration 
in accordance with the terms of the agreement. If the making of the 
arbitration agreement or the failure, neglect, or refusal to perform the 
same be in issue, the court shall proceed summarily to the trial 
thereof. If no jury trial be demanded by the party alleged to be in 
default, or if the matter in dispute is within admiralty jurisdiction, 
the court shall hear and determine such issue. Where such an issue 
is raised, the party alleged to be in default may, except in cases of 
admiralty, on or before the return day of the notice of application, 
demand a jury trial of such issue, and upon such demand the court 
shall make an order referring the issue or issues to a jury in the man- 
ner provided by law for referring to a jury issues in an equity action 
or may specially call a jury for that purpose. If the jury find that no 
agreement in writing for arbitration was made or that there is no de- 
fault in proceeding thereunder, the proceeding shall be dismissed. If 
the jury find that an agreement for arbitration was made in writing 
and that there is a default in proceeding thereunder, the court shall 
make an order summarily directing the parties to proceed with the 
arbitration in accordance with the terms thereof. 

Sec. 5. That if in the agreement provision be made for a method of 
naming or appointing an arbitrator or arbitrators or an umpire, such 
method shall be followed; but if no method be provided therein, or if 
a method be provided and any party thereto shall fail to avail himself 
of such method, or if for any other reason there shall be a lapse in 
the naming of an arbitrator or arbitrators or umpire, or in filling a 
vacancy, then, upon the application of either party to the controversy, 




















— 


the court shall designate and appoint an arbitrator or arbitrators or 


umpire, as the case may require, who shall act under the said agree 
ment with the same force and effect as if he or they had been 


specifically named therein; and unless otherwise provided in the agree- 
ment the arbitration shall be by a single arbitrator 


Sec. 6. That any application to the court hereunder shall be made 


and heard in the manner provided by law for the making and hear- 
ing of motions, except as otherwise herein expressly provided 


Sec. 7. That the arbitrators selected either as prescribed in thia 
act or otherwise, or a majority of them, may summon in writing any 
person to attend before them or any of them as a witness and in a 
proper case to bring with him or them any book, record, document, 
or paper which may be deemed material as evidence in the case rhe 
fees for such attendance shall be the same as the fees of witnesses 
before masters of the United States courts. Said summons shall 
issue in the name of the arbitrator or arbitrators, or a majority of 
them, and shall be signed by the arbitrators, or a majority of them, 
and shall be directed to the said person and shall be served in the 
same manner as subpe@nas to appear and testify before the court; if 
any person or persons so summoned to testify shall refuse or neglect 
to obey said summons, upon petition the United States court in and 
for the district In which such arbitrators, or a majority of them, are 
sitting may compel the attendance of such person or persons before 
said arbitrator or arbitrators, or punish said person or persons for 
contempt in the same manner now provided for securing the attend 
ance of witnesses or their punishment for neglect or refusal to attend 
in the courts of the United States. 

Sec. 8. That if the basis of jurisdiction be diversity of citizenship 
between citizens of several States or one of the parties be a foreign 
State, citizen, or subject, the district court or courts which would have 
jurisdiction if the matter in controversy exceeded, exclusive of interest 
and costs, the sum or value of $3,000, shall have jurisdiction to pro 
ceed hereunder notwithstanding the amount in controversy isa un- 
ascertained or is to be determined by arbitration, 

Sec. 9. That if the basis of jurisdiction be a cause of action other 
wise justiciable in admiralty, then, notwithstanding anything herein 
to the contrary, the party claiming to be aggrieved may begin his pro- 
ceeding hereunder by libel and seizure of the vessel or other property 
of the other party according to the usual course of admiralty pro 
ceedings, and the court shall then have jurisdiction to direct the 
parties to proceed with the arbitration and shall retain jurisdiction 
to enter its decree upon the award. 

Sec. 10. That the award in any case must be In writing and acknowl 
edged or proved in like manner as a deed for the conveyance of real 
estate in the State or district where the award is made and delivered 
to the parties or their attorneys. If the parties in their agreement 
have agreed that a judgment of the court shall be entered upon the 
award made pursuant to the arbitration, and shall specify the court, 
then at any time within one year after the award is made any party 
to the arbitration may apply to the court so specified for an order 
confirming the award, and thereupon the court must grant such an 
order, unless the award is vacated, modified, or corrected as prescribed 
in the next two sections. If no court is specified in the agreement of 
the parties, then such application may be made to the United States 
court in and for the district within which such award was made 
Notice of the application shall be served upon the adverse party, and 
thereupon the court shall have jurisdiction of such party as though 
he had appeared generally in the proceeding. If the adverse party is 
a resident of the district within which the award was made, such 
service shall be made upon the adverse party or his attorney as pre- 
scribed by law for service of notice of motion in an action in the same 
court. If the adverse party shall be a nonresident, then the notice of 
the application shall be served by the marshal of any district within 
which the adverse party may be found in like manner as other process 
of the court. 

Sec. 11. That in either of the following cases the United States 
court in and for the district wherein the award was made may make 
an order vacating the award upon the application of any party to the 
arbitration— 

(a) Where the award was procured by corruption, fraud, or undue 
means. 

(b) Where there was evident partiality or corruption in the arbi 
trators, or either of them. 

(c) Where the arbitrators were guilty of misconduct in refusing to 
postpone the hearing, upon sufficient cause shown, or in refusing to 
hear evidence pertinent and material to the controversy; or of any 
other misbebavior by which the rights of any party have been preju 
diced. 

(d) Where the arbitrators exceeded their powers, or so imperfectly 
executed them that a mutual, final, and definite award upon the subject 
matter submitted was not made. 

(e) Where an award is vacated and the time within which the agree- 
ment required the award to be made has not expired the court may, ia 
its discretion, direct a rehearing by the arbitrators. 
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§ wx 12. That in either of the following cases the United States 
court In and for the district wherein the award was made may make 
or correcting the award wpon the application of any 
party to the arbitration— 

(a) Where there was an evident material miscalenlation of ficures 
or an evident material mistake in the description of any person, thing, 
or property referred to in the award. 

(b) Where the arbitrators have awarded upon a matter not sub- 
mitted to them, unless it is a matter not affecting the merits of the 
decision upon the matters submitted. 

(c) Where the award is imperfect in matter of form not affecting 
the merits of the controversy. 

The order may modify and correct the award, #0 
intent thereof and promote justice between the parties. 

Sec. 13. That notice of a motion to vacate, modify, or correct an 
award must be served upon the adverse party or his attorney within 
three months after the award is filed or delivered. If the adverse party 
fs a resident of the district within which the award was made, such 
service shali be made upon the adverse party or his attorney as pre- 
scribed by law for service of notice of motion in an action in the same 
court. If the adverse party shall be a nonresident, then the notice 
of the application shall be served by the marshal of any district within 
which the adverse party may be found tm like manner as other*process 
of the court or the purposes of the motion any judge who might 
make an order to stay the proceedings in an action brought in the 
same court may make an order, to be served with the netice of motion, 
staying the proceedings of the adverse party to enforce the award. 

Sec, 14. That upon the granting of an order confirming, modifying, 
or correcting an award, judgment may be entered in conformity there- 
with, no exceptions shall be taken, but an appeal may be taken from 
such order or Judgment, as hereinafter set forth. 

Sec. 15. That the party meviag for an order confirming, modifying, 


an order modifying 


as to effect the 


or correcting an award shall, at the time such order is filed with the 
clerk for the entry of judgment thereon, also file the fellowing papers 
with the clerk: 


(a) The agreement; the selection or appointment, if any, of an 
additional arbitrator or umpire; and each written extension of the 
time, if any, within which to make the award, 

(b) The award. 

(c) Baeh notice, affidavit, or other paper used upon an application 
to confirm, medify, or correct the award, and a copy of each order 
of the court upon such an application. 

The judgment shall be docketed as if it was rendered in an action. 

The judgment so entered shall have the same force and effect, in 
all respects, as, and be subject to all the provisions of law relating to, 
a judgment fn an action; and it may be enforced as if it had been 
rendered in an action in the court in which it is entered. 

Sec. 16. That an appeal may be taken from an order vacating an 
award or from a judgment entered upon an award as from an order 
or judgment in an action, 

Sec, 17. That this act may be referred to as “the United States 
arbitration act.” 

Sec. 18. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act 
are hereby repealed, and this act shall take effect on and after the 
Ist day of January next after its enactment, but shall not apply to 
contracts made prior to the taking effect of this act. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill 
Vhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE SPCRETARY OF WAR AND THE WASHTNG- 
TON GAS LIGHT CoO. 


Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to Calendar No. 396, to which objection was made and, 
as I understand, afterwards withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana states that the 
objection bas been withdrawn by the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. SuHataenrercer] on Calendar No. 396. The Clerk will 
report it by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2848) to validate an agreement between the Secretary of 
War, acting on behalf of the United States, and the Washington Gas 
Light Co. 


Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman from Indiana tell us what this bill embraces? 

Mr. BLLIOTT. The Washington Gas Light Ce. has a plant 
down on the Eastern Branch, on the river front. For many 
years there has been contention between the War Department 
and the Gas Light Ce. over the ownership of certain tracts and 
parcels of land there. Some two or three years ago they finally, 
after some litigation, entered into an agreement settling all of 
those disputes. This bill is te ratify the agreement which has 
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been entered into between the War Department and the Wash- 
ington Gas Light Co. over these disputes on that water front. 

Mr. BLANTON. Did the gentleman from Indiana just casually 
accept the agreement of the War Department, or did he go into 
it In detail? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. This matter between the War Department 
and the Washington Gas Light Co. has been gone into carefully. 
I = not go into all of the details of the litigation between these 
parties. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to call the gentleman's attention to 
this—that the War Department, through its various officers, 
is getting to absolutely run this Government; absolutely. I 
think the Congress ought not to delegate its power to the War 
Department to settle controversial matters about Government 
property. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. We have not the time to go into them and 
settie all lawsuits and disputes. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman 
for that purpose. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


AWARD OF NATIONAL WAR LABOR BOARD IN FAVOR OF CERTAIN 
EMPLOYEELS OF THE BETHLEHEM STEEL CO. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 5481) to provide for the carrying out of the award of the 
National War Labor Board of July 31, 1918, in favor of certain 
employees of the Bethlehem Steel Co., Bethlehem, Pa. 

The title of the bill was read. 

PM ee a Is there objection to the consideration of 
this b ? 

Mr. WOLFF. I object. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Will the gentleman from Missourt reserve 
his objection? 

Mr. WOLFF. T will withhold it. 

Mr. EDMONDS. I want to call this to the gentleman's 
attention: This concerns 380,000 employees of the Bethlehem 
Steel Co. I do not know whether the gentleman knew that 
or not. 

Mr. WOLFT. I am surprised that gentlemen on that side of 
the House would be interested In the employees of any com- 
pany. There must be something wrong with this in some place 
else. I object, Mr. Speaker; and in doing that I am acting in 
the interest of 300,000 employees. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


ASSESSMENT WORK ON CERTAIN MINING CLAIMS 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the resolu- 
tion (H. J. Res. 142) to suspend the requirements of annual 
assessment work on certain mining claims for a period of 
three years. 

The title of the resolution was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. McCLINTIC. Reserving the right to ebject, I would 
like to ask a question of some one who is posted about this 
particular bill. Has this bill anything to de with placer min- 
ing? 

Mr. BRUMM. No. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will report 
the next Dill. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE BUREAU OF INDIAN ATFAMS 


The next business of the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 8086) to amend an act entitled “ An act making appro- 
priations for the current end contingent expenses of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs, for folfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1915,” approved August 1, 1914. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 8 of the act of August 1, 1914 (38 
Stat. L. pp. 582, 590), be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding 
after the word “ reimbursable,” occurring in the thirteenth Tine of said 
section 8, the words “From tribal funds of the Chippewa Indians,” 
so that said act shall read in part: “ For the paymrent of high-school 
teachers at the White Earth Indian School, Minnesota, for instruction 
ef children of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, $4,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be used under rules pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior,” 


‘ 
} 
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With the following committee amendment: 


Page 2, line 4, after the word “ necessary,” insert the words “ said 
sum to be reimbursable from tribal funds of the Chippewa Indians.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit- 
tee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


COMPENSATION TO CHIPPEWA INDIANS OF MINNESOTA 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the Dill 
(Ti. R. 26) to compensate the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota 
for lands disposed of under the provisions of the free home- 
stead act. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. This bill was objected to and 
stricken from the calendar on June 4. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair thinks it is not in order. 

Mr. BEGG. If that is the ruling of the Speaker, then we 
are through. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be heard on 
that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. It Is 
a new question, and the Chair merely gave his offhand opinion. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that it is not in order to consider this bill. 

Mr. SINNOTT. The rule provides, Mr. Speaker, that a bill 
being on the Unanimous Consent Calendar—I am not reading 
the exact wording until I get to the latter part—may be stricken 
from the calendar upon one objection, and then it provides: 


Should objection be made to the consideration of any bill so called 
it shall immediately be stricken from such calendar, but such bill may 
be restored to the calendar at the instance of the Member, and if again 
objected to by three or four Members it shall be immediately stricken 
from such calendar and shall not thereafter be placed thereon. 


It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, this states as plainly as lan- 
guage can state it that the bill having been restored, after hav- 
ing been once stricken from the calendar, it takes three objec- 
tions to stop it. 

The SPEAKER. There is no doubt about that; but the point 
made is as to whether, having been upon the calendar for only 
two days, it can now be considered. 

Mr. SINNOTT. I thought the objection was to the other 
point. 

The SPEAKER. No. 

Mr. VAILB. Mr. Speaker, may I be heard on that point? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that is the point. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. VAILE. The rule provides, in the first place, that bills 
which have been on the calendar for three days shall be called. 
That is the first disposition of the bills, and if objection is made 
they shall be stricken from the calendar, but they may be re- 
stored to the calendar at the instance of Members. ‘“ Restored” 
obviously means that a bill would be restored where it was be- 
fore and where it had been for mere than three days. It seems 
to me very clear that the original purpose of this rule was to 
provide an opportunity for Members to familiarize themselves 
with the bills so that they might make objections intelligently 
and that purpose is abundantly performed when a bill has been 
on the calendar for three days. It does not appear to me, 
thouch, that a bill must be on the calendar the last time for 
three days. Can we read into a rule requiring that a bill shall 
be there for three days the further requirement that it must be 
there twice for three days, which, in effect, is what would be 
the result of a ruling that it must be there now for three days? 
That would require a bill being there for six days. 


The SPEAKER. But has the gentleman observed the last 
line of the rule: 


That the same shall not be called twice upon the same legislative 
day ? 


Mr. VAILE. Yes; and that would seem to support my con- 
tention. It would have to be called the next day after it had 
been restored to the ealendar, if at all. To say it shall not be 
called twice on the same legislative day would seem to indicate 


it could be called on the following day after it had been re 
stored, 
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The SPEAKER. These legislative days only oecur once in 
two weeks, as a rule, so that if it could not be called the next 
day it could not be called for two weeks. Therefore if seems 
to the Chair the intention was, as the gentleman has stated, that 
due notice should be given, and when a bill is stricken from 
the calendar the Members would have reason to suppose that 
they need not pay any further attention to that particular bill. 

Mr. VAILE. But the suggestion of the Chair would not seem 
to apply to the end of the term, when practically the entire 
time is devoted to the Consent Calendar or to suspensions 

Mr. BEGG. Im connection with the point the gentleman 
makes, I should like to call the Speaker's attention to the fact 
that the Consent Calendar is not drafted for the close of the 
session but for the general run of the session, and at no time, 
other than at the close of the session and by unanimous con 
sent, does it come on consecutive days. Im the framing of the 
rule I do not believe anybody had any thought of a second- 
day call or a change in any way of the three-day provision. 

And when the bill is stricken frem the calendar with one 
objection, what becomes of the bill? It stays off of the cal- 
endar unless the gentleman interested in the bill again secures 
unanimous consent to do what? ‘To place it back on the eal 
endar. Now, there is not any doubt, it seems to me, but what 
it is off the calendar, and then there can not be any doubt but 
what it must be on the calendar three days before being per- 
mitted to be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. May I ask the gentleman a 
question ? 

Mr. BEGG, Certainly. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Is not this the fallacy in the state- 
ment the gentleman has just made? He says the bill cam only be 
restored to the ealendar by unanimous consent, but the rule 
does not say so. 

Mr. LEGG. But that is the way they have been put back on. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. But the rule says it shall be re 
stored at the instance of the Member. 

Mr. BEGG. Of course, it can be restored to the calendar 
the next day by the same procedure that it was put on orig 
nally, which makes my argument even more forceful than if 
it is put on by the unanimous-consent process. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. But is net your argument 
Stroyed by the proviso-—— 

Mr. BEGG. Ne; I do net think so at all. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The proviso says, “the same bill 
shall not be called twice on the same legislative day.” This 
excludes the idea that three days have to elapse after the 
restoration of the bill 

Mr. BEGG. I do not think so at all. 

Mr. VAILE. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. BEGG. Gladly. 

Mr. VAILE. I want to submit to the gentleman from Ohio 
that the rules are made, of course, for the average run of busi- 
ness throughout the session, but we must assume they are also 
made to take care of all the business of a session, including 
the last two days as well as the rest of the time. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, it oceurs to me the last line 
instead of being a bar, settles the question in favor of the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

I direct the Speaker's attention to the fact that the language 
is: “ Provided, That the same bill shall not be called twice on 
the same legislative day,” not the same ealendar day. We 
inust assume that those who prepared this rule did so in the 
light of the experience of the House and with a certain fixed 
purpose in mind. Now, what is that? The experience of the 
House has been by unanimous consent to consider this calen- 
dar at other times than consent day, and, in addition to that, 
the evil that was seught to be protected against was that 
sometimes a Member made a captious objection to a bill, and 
in order to overcome this we provided that on the second call 
it should take three Members to strike it from the calendar, 
and in order to be sure that those who are really making a 
serious objection should not be compelled to keep this up, the 
rule provides that you shall not call it twice upon the same 
legislative day, but that dees not mean the same calendar day. 
But even if it did mean the same calendar day, what is the 
situation we find ourselves in now? We are at the close of a 


de- 


. session. 


The House is operating under the suspension or consent 
rule now, and to say that it could net be ealled twice upon the 
same legislative day would mean that you would pass over 
for two weeks’ time a bill to which a captious objection had 
been made, even though the House one or two days or a week 
thereafter should by unanimous consent agree that there 
should be another call of the Consent Calendar. ‘Liere is a 
distinction between calendar day and legislative day, 
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Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, my understanding of the purpose 
of a system of parliamentary procedure is that it shall enable 
the majority of a parliamentary body to express its will, with 
protection to the minority and sufficient safeguard against sur- 
prise. It bas been further my understanding that whatever 
two interpretations of a rule are possible—as the Speaker, of 
course, is familiar with the fact—the interpretation which will 
faciltate the business the House and yet will secure the 
rights of the minority and bring safeguard against surprise, 
is the one that is most likely to accomplish our purposes here. 

it manifest that the provision for a three-day warning 
Was meant to give Members notice that this form of procedure 
would be requested. Now, the notice has certainly been suffi- 
cient in all these cases. These measures have been on the cal- 
endar for many of them, There can be no ques- 


ol 


Is 


weeks, most 


tion that every Member of the House has had full notice that 
this method of procedure might be requested, and I respect- 


fully submit therefore that the interpretation of the rule which 
will carry out its spirit is the one which may most safely and 
wisely furnish a precedent for the future course of the House. 


Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LUCE. Certainly. 
Mr. BEGG. The gentleman’s reasoning is certainly falla- 


cious regurding the rules being drawn so that the majority can 
work its will. This rule is specifically drawn that the 
minority, without a majority, can work under a gentleman's 
agreement or understanding there will be no call for a quorum. 
The gentleman's reasoning would be correct if there was any 
reason Why a man when he opposed a bill could not make the 
point of no quorum, but with that in operation I submit to the 
gentleman the rule is drafted to expedite business unobjected 
to, even if there are only five Members present, and is not ma- 
jority rule at all, but minority rule. 

Mr. LUCE. TI think the gentleman fails to notice that I 
earefully inserted, after saying the majority should carry out 
its will, that the rights of the minority should be safeguarded. 
The whole burden of my argument was that the rights of the 
minority have been safeguarded in this case. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call the Speaker's 
attention to the fact that, if the contention of those who say 
that a bill after it has once been objected to can be restored to 
the calendar and then called up before the expiration of three 
days should be sustained, that ruling would give to such a bill 
a greater preference than a bill has which has been on the 
calendar for two days that has not been objected to. I submit, 
Mr. Speaker, when the rule says that a bill must be on the 
calendar for three days before it can be considered, and then 
goes on to say that in case of objection it may be restored to 
the calendar and afterwards it shall take three to object to it 
or strike it from the calendar, that the word “ restored,” as 
used in that connection, means that the bill is placed back on 
the calendar, and it then has no more right than it had under 
the other language which provides for its being placed on the 
calendar in the first instance. 

It seems to me quite clear that it would be giving an undue 
preference to bills on this calendar that have been on only one 
day since they were objected to over those that have been on 
two days that have not been objected to. We have reached 
the point on this calendar now where if the bills that have been 
restored to the calendar after having been once objected to are 
now in order under the rule, they will be given greater pref- 
erence than bills that have never been objected to. There are 
several bills on the calendar which the membership of this 
House has the right to assume can not be brought up to-night 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LUCE. Will the gentleman explain how any advantage 
can acerue from requiring a 3-day interval between the first 
and the second objection? I mean when once the practice has 
been established. 

Mr. MAPES. TI think there might be such a case as this— 
two or three men in the House might have serious objection 
to the consideration of a bill on the Unanimous Consent Calen- 
dar who could not be present or might not be present as soon 
as one day after it was stricken from the calendar. 

Mr. LUCK. Will the gentleman state what possible good can 
be aecomplished by requiring a 3-day interval between the 
first and second consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MAPES. Suppose we take the old rule before it re- 
quired an objection of three to a bill, does not the gentleman 
concede that a bill had to be on the calendar three days after 
the original objection before it could be called up under the 
rule except by unanimous consent? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. MAPES. Yes. 
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Mr. CRAMTON. If the three-day period means anything it 
means three days. If we are to hold that on a second appear- 
ance a less period is sufticient, you shorten it up to two days and 
then to one day and then nothing. ‘The rule says there must 
have been three days, and if you are to say that that three days 
can be shortened up you can eliminate all time, which proves 
the absurdity of the contention. 

Mr. LUCE. ‘The gentleman has overlooked the provision that 
shall not come up again on the same legislative day. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am speaking of the notice that is to pre- 
cede its coming up. 

Mr. MAPES. I desire to emphasize this fact, that the ruling 
contended for would give a greater preference to bil!s objected 
to than they had before the rule was adopted, because it was 
necessury then that a bill be on the calendar three additional 
days after the objection was made, taking it off of the calendar 
before it could be called up again. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, in its practical 
application the decision upon this point of order is of no great 
colsequence except that it applies to the last six days of the 
sess'on. It will be remembered by the Chair that the rule, 
until the adoption of the rule at the beginning of this Congress, 
did not provide that the second objection should be made by 
three persons. It could be objected to by one person the first 
time and by one person the second time, and the second ob- 
jection by one person sent it permanently from the calendar. 
At the beginning of this Congress that rule was amended so 
as to provide that there should be three objections the second 
time. In ordinary times, of course, an objection being made 
upon a Monday, there is ample time for the Member interested 
to restore the matter to the calendar three days before the calen- 
dar can be again reached. Therefore, practically it amounts to 
nothing during those times, but during the last six days of the 
session if is all important. The purpose of inserting the pro- 
vision for three objections was to obviate the difficulty which 
sometimes arises by reason of a bill being taken from the 
calendar through captiousness, through anger, or through hasty 
judgment on the part of some one individual. Inasmuch as 
this is a new question—and I confess that I am somewhat 
doubtful about it—if the old rule whereby it could be stricken 
from the calendar by just one objection were still the rule, I 
would have no hesitation in saying that it ought to be on the 
calendar three days in advance, even during the last six days 
in the session, but in view of the fact that we amended the rule 
at the beginning of this Congress se as to provide that there 
should be three objections, and that that was done for the pur- 
pose of obviating the difficulty growing out of captious, or 
angry, or hastily formed opinions, causing objection, it seems 
to me it would be only fair to hold that on the last six days 
of the session it might he called up even on the day following 
the day on which it is originally stricken off. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. BEGG. Does not the gentleman think that if such a 
ruling be made it would be absolutely unfair to the membership 
of the House? There is no warning at all five minutes ahead, 
there was not to-night, and there may be men who are vio- 
lently opposed to some of these bills who are not here because 
of the assumption that these bills have not been on the calen- 
dar long enough, and it seems to me that if a calendar can 
be called up at any hour and any minute without warning, then 
the rule ought to hold. 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. They do appear on the cal- 
endar, and so far as I know this question has never been 
raised before. They are bound to appear on the calendar 
several hours in advance because the calendar appears early 
in the morning. 

Mr. BEGG. I do not mean appear on the calendar, but I 
mean notice that the calendar is going to be called. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The calendar is in order the 
last six days of the session. 

Mr. BEGG. Only for individual bills, to the Speaker. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Oh, indeed, no. 

Mr. BEGG. I mean by consent, without notice. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. Can the gentleman tell us whether, when 
this rule was adopted, there was any discussion in the com- 
mittee as to whether, after a bill was restored, there should 
be eliminated the three-day requirement? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. No; I do not recall that that 
was mentioned in the committee at all. As I said in the 
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beginning, ordinarily it is of no consequence whatever, be- 
cause the individual has plenty of time to put this bill on 
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between the two days when it could come up. It is only of 
importance during the last six days of the session. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. BURTNESS. After a bill is once objected to, theorett- 
cally can not a Member interested in the bill get the bill onto 
the calendar again the very next moment after it is objected 
to by immediately filing his request and placing it on the 
Consent Calendar? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. He can file his motion, but 
of course it can not go on the calendar until the calendar 
is printed the following day. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Does the calendar necessarily have to 
be printed before the bill is actually on the calendar? Is it 
not on the calendar when the Member officially makes his 
request? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It is printed, however, be- 
fore anybody knows that it is on the calendar, 

Mr. BURTNESS. Certainly; but the thought that occurred 
to me was this: The gentleman made the point that he felt 
it ought to require three objectors the next day, and I wen- 
dered if, theoretically, that would not really mean that it 
would require three objections immediately afterwards if, for 
some reason, they might see fit to go back through the 
calendar. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 
enters into the matter now at all. 

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, of course 
the Chair in determining this question is bound to scan pretty 
closely the language of the rule itself. Questions as te the 
wisdom of the rule, questions as to the reasonableness of the 
rule. are of consequence, I suppese, only in case the Chair is in 
doubt what the rule means. Now, the rule says that the 
Speaker under certain circumstances shall direct the Clerk 
to call the bills which have been for three days upon the 
Consent Calendar. That seems to be a fairly unequivocal 
statement as far as it goes. Now, I ask the Speaker to look 
at a typical case which is pow under discussion. Take the 
ease of Mr. Raker’s bill, which is No. 413 on the Consent 
Calendar. Placed on the Consent Calendar May 13, 1924. 
Objected to and stricken from the Consent Calendar June 4, 
1924. A period of three weeks or thereabouts seems to have 
elapsed during which that bill was on the Consent Calendar. 
Now. I confess that it seems to me that the three-day rule 
jis a rule which was mtended to guard against surprise in view 
of the notice that a man must have under the required three- 
day notice. 

The first time I can see myself how there is danger that a 
somewhat neglectful Member may be taken by ‘surprise in this 
matter. Now, it is suggested that this Consent Calendar rule 
is a rule which was drafted primarily with a view to the con- 
duct of business during the major part of the session, and that 
it should be construed with that idea in mind, but ff the Chair 
will look at the early part of the rule he will find that it 
states that on days when it shall be in order to move to suspend 
the rules the Speaker may, and se forth. I should have thought 
it would have been more plausible, ff the Oonsent Calendar 
applied only to suspension days during the major part of the 
session, that it would have been phrased so as to say on the first 
and third Mondays of each month. The only other time when 
business on Suspension Calendar is in order is during the 
last six days of the session. It seems to me, so far as there 
is any implication to be drawn from the rule in its present 
form, it is that this calendar rule specifically contemplated 
that the rule was to be peculiarly operative during the last 
six days of the session. Now, certainly justice is done by al- 
lowing the bill a second chance. Certainly it was contem- 
plated that under certain circumstances the bill should 
come up a second time in this way, and I can net see why the 
orderly procedure of business is not going to be permitted 
by allowing the contention which I suggest. It is a question 
of what the Speaker new decides, perhaps. There may be 
here and there men who did not realize an objected to bill 
could come up to-day, but the point of order was raised last 
night and the point of order was argued, and those gentlemen 
objecting, if they desired, had an opportunity to be here on 
the theory that the measures might come up. Now, the last 
six days of the session, Mr. Speaker, everyone knows is a 
period of surprises in legislation. No one knows what the 
Speaker may decide to do in the matter of recognition for 
suspension. Members are expected to be on the floor the 
last six days more than any other time. Even the man who 
is not prepared to be on the floor has notice under the cen- 
tention which I suggest, because he will find that the bill the 
morning after his objection has been placed on the cal- 
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endar, and that it may be brought up under a proper con- 
struction of the rule. 

Mr. MAPES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I will. 

Mr. MAPBDS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts what he would think of this situation: Suppose a 
Member had put a bill on the calendar earlier in the session 
and one man had objected to it upon the call of the Consent 
Calendar, say in January, knowing this rule, and if the Speaker 
should hold during the last six days of the session it could 
be called up on one day’s notice, suppose he waited until late 
yesterday afternoon and had the bill restored to the calendar, 
and the Speaker in his wisdom should have seen fit Immediately 
upon the call of the Flouse this morning to have the Consent 
Calendar called. Would not the gentleman have an undue 
advantage over those who had put bills on in the regular order? 

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I do not think it would be 
giving an undue advantage. I contend that that is what the 
rule provides for. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to call atten- 
tion to this point: As the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Rocers) has said, a bill must be on the calendar for three 
days before it can be called up. That is to guard against sur- 
prise, not so much in order that the Members may acquaint 
themselves with the provisions of the bill, but that they may 
have notice that that bill may come up for consideration and 
passage. 

That applies to its place on the Consent Calendar when it is 
first called up for consideration. Otherwise there might be 
surprises in the course of a session, eliminating the last three 
days. For instance, a bill may be on the Consent Calendar 
and called up and objected to and stricken from the calendar 
A Member may watt until the Saturday afternoon before the 
next Consent Calendar day, and the next day thereafter would 
be the very day on which he would be enabled to have it called 
up if this three-day provision did not apply. In other words, 
this three-day rule means that people can take up the calendar 
and find out what the situation is. If the bill is not restored 
on Friday or Saturday it may be restored on Monday, and 
thereby people may be taken by surprise. I submit that to 
the Speaker. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, there is nothing in 
the argument about Members not being informed. They are 
supposed to know this rule, as I have no doubt the Speaker ‘is 
going to rule. Constructively they know what the situation 
will be. But I want to call attention to the language of this 
rule. It is first provided that when a bill is placed on the 
calendar it must be there three days before it can be called. 
That is the old portion of the rule. Then what does it pro- 
vide? “Should objection be made to consideration of a bill 
so called, it shall be immediately stricken from such calen- 
dar, but such bill may be restored to the calendar at the in- 
stance of the Member.” They do not have to go through this 
three-day process again. It may be restored to the calendar on 
the application of a Member; “and if again objected to by 
three or more Members, it shall be immediately stricken from 
such calendar, and shall not thereafter be placed thereon.” 
Note that: “It shall not thereafter be placed thereon.” But 
listen to the proviso: “ Provided, That the same bill shall not 
be called twice on the same legislative day.” 

What does that mean? That proviso was added there be- 
cause in the minds of the House there was a necessity for it. 
Without that proviso the Honse feared that that rule would 
mean that the same bill could be called up again on the same 
legislative day. So they provided by the rule an exclusion. 
When you previde that it shall not be called twice on the same 
legislative day, it means that it may be called up on a separate 
legislative day. 

I contend that the bill is not stricken from the calendar in 
the original sense. It is simply restored to the calendar, and 
the amendment does not repeat the three-day provision at all. 
The Chair will bear in mind that the latter part of the rule is 
the new rule. The old rule remains the same. The bill may be 
restored. 

Mr. BEGG. The gentleman from Texas seems to be making 
a great argument on the word “restored,” differentiating it 
from “placing.” I want to call the gentleman's attention to 
the fact that there is not much in that matter of restoration. 
I can take my watch from my pocket and find it is going and 
return it. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. But if tt were provided that 
your watch were thrown out on the street, it would mot be 
restored. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule. The Chair 
thinks this is a close question, and there is support to decide 
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in either direction, but, on the whole, the Chair thinks that 
the reason three days’ notice was required was not so much 
to allow Members that time in which to know that a bill was 
comilg up, but in order that they should have time in which 
to examine the different bills, make up their minds about them, 
und determine whether they wanted to object. 

If any bill has been on the calendar, the Members have had 
three days in which to study it. Then the second time, the 
(hair is disposed to think, there is not the practical need of 
the same three days that there was before, because the Mem- 
hers have already had three days; they have studied the bills 
theoretically, know the bills, and know their minds about 
them. Therefore the only notice that would be required the 
second time would simply be the notice to them to be present 
if they wished to object. That notice they get from the calen- 
dur in the morning. "Theoretically we are all here every day, 
aud a calendar is provided for us to see what the business is. 

So the Chair concludes and will rule that it does not require 
the second time three days’ notice but requires only one day’s 
notice, and that the specific bill on which the question was 
raised is in order. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER, 


The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Under that ruling the next bills which 
follow, a number of them, which were restored to-day, having 


heen objected to, stricken from the 
to-day, would require three objections? 

The SPEAKER. Of course they would require three objec- 
tions. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The bills which were stricken from the 
calendar and restored would require three objections? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, pending the arrival 
of a quorum, I would like to call up No. 87 on the House Cal- 
endar, page 28. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the gentleman knows that is not 
in order. The question in order is the bill against which a point 
of order was made. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. The Speaker will forgive me. 
A Member of the House, in whom I have the greatest confidence, 
told me that I might ask anything of the Speaker, and he 
could grant it if he wanted to. [Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman exaggerated the power of 
the Speaker. ‘The Speaker is bound by the rules of the House. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. All right. 

The SPEAKER. The bill before the House is the one against 
which a point of order was made and which point of order was 
overruled. The Clerk will report that bill. 

COMPENSATION TO CHIPPEWA INDIANS OF MINNESOTA 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
26) to compensate the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota for 
lands disposed of under the provisions of the free homestead act. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated, out of any funds in the Treasury of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,787,751.36, with interest thereon 
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from December 31, 1922, to the 
date of settlement, said total amount to be credited to the general 
fund of the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota arising under the provi- 
sions of section 7 of the act of January 14, 1889. 


calendar, and restored 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
no quorum. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman withhold his point of 
order for just a minute? 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. CRAMTON,. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend the remarks I made on the fiscal bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to revise and extend the remarks he made on the 
fiscal bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Reserving the right to object, they 
are the gentleman’s own remarks? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, I especially desire to put in the text 
of the amendments which I shall offer and which I hope will 
come up to-morrow. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. But no speech by Mr. Volstead or 
any others? \ 





Mr. CRAM'TON. 
Murray Butler. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. 
no quorum. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman withhold his point 
of no quorum in order that I may make a unanimous-consent 
request? 

Mr. SPROUL of Tilinois. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourns to-night it adjourn to meet at 11 
o'clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Reserving the right to object, and I 
doubt whether I shall object, because I have never objected 
to any request made by the majority leader, as I understand it 
to-night we took up the Unanimous Consent Calendar under a 
unanimous-consent agreement? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware of any consent 
agreement. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. 

The SPEAKER. No. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. The point I was making was this: 
We have been promised for about two weeks that we would have 
a night to consider private bills which had been passed by the 
Senate, and I was wondering whether to-morrow we could take 
up those bills which had been passed by the Senate if there was 
time? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will say to the gentleman that I have 
been hopeful that such an arrangement could be made, and if 
we have a hiatus to-morrow I shall be glad to ask unanimous 
consent to that effect. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. I have been here for three nights 
and I will be here at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning, and I 
have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


Neither by Mr. Volstead nor by Nicholas 


Mr. Speaker, I renew my point of 


It has to be. 


The 


AN ACT ACCEPTING CERTAIN TRACTS OF LAND IN THE CITY 


MEDFORD, OREG. 


OF 


Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for one-half minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House for one-half minute. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
the national park service connected with Crater Lake National 
Park needs three lots at Medford, the western approach to 
Crater Lake National Park. The city council of Medford is 
donating free of charge, free of assessment, and free of taxes 
these three lots to the Federal Government, and I ask unani- 
mous consent to consider a 10-line Senate bill accepting these 
three lots free of charge. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr, SPROUL of Illinois. I will withhold the point of order 
for a few minutes. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, if the gentleman is going to make a point of 
no quorum, he ought to make it. Is this bill on the calendar? 

Mr. SINNOTT. Yes; it is only a 10-line Senate bill (S. 1987) 
donating to the Government three lots which the Government 
absolutely needs in connection with the Crater Lake National 
Park. They are donated free of charge, free of taxes, free of 
assessments, and with a speech extended in the Recorp, if 
necessary, 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If gentlemen who have bills 
on this calendar are willing to stand for that—I have none on 
the calendar 

Mr. WOLFF. I am going to object unless the gentlemen 
agree to stay here until 11 o’clock, as they have been doing. 

Mr. SINNOTT. I hope the gentleman will not object. These 
lots are absolutely needed by the Government, and it is only a 
10-line Senate bill. 

Mr. WOLFF. I object unless the gentleman consents to 
withdraw his point of no quorum. 

Mr. SINNOTT. I will help the gentleman to stay here until 
11 o'clock. 

Mr. WOLFF. The point of order is only withdrawn tem- 
porarily until the gentleman passes this bill. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Will the gentleman temporarily withdraw his 
point of order? 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Missouri objects. 
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Mr. WOLFF. 
have been doing. 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. 
point of order and wait until 11 o'clock. 

Mr. BLANTON. IL hope the gentleman will withdraw his 
point of order. There was a tentative agreement here to-night 


Unless you stay here until 11 o’clock, as you 


versial bills. 
on his point of order, so we can work until 11 o'clock. 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. 
order. 

Mr. BLANTON. I know that; but we have reached the point 
where we can work and we can puss 10 of these bills between 
now and 11 o'clock. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 
ment. 

Mr. BLANTON. It was a kind of tentative understanding 
among the Members. 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Mr. 
of order for the present. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. This is not a bill that is in 
order. It is not on the calendar. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Yes; it is on the end of the calendar. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It is on the end. 

Mr. SINNOTT. But there is no objection. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I thought the calendar was to 
be taken up in its regular order. 

Mr. SINNOTT. This bill is on the Consent Calendar. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. You can not jump to the end 
of the calendar. 

Mr. SINNOTT. My request was to take up the bill. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Are you gentlemen who have 
bills on the calendar willing to stand for that? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it isa 
fair thing to take up bills out of the regular order when there is 
at least a tacit agreement that the calendar shall be considered 
in regular order; still, I do not make any objection. 

Mr. SINNOTT. I thank the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I did not hear anything about any agree- 


Speaker, I withdraw the point 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to accept certain tracts of land in the city of 
Medford, Jackson County, Oreg., described as lets Nos, 15 and 16, 
block 9, amended plat to Queen Ann Addition to the city of Medford; 
and lot 3, block 2, central subdivision to the city of Medford, which 
have been tendered to the United States of America in fee simple by 
the city of Medford, Oreg., as sites for buildings to be used in connection 
with the administration of Crater Lake National Park, Oreg. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the reports of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House of Representatives to 
bill of the following title: 

S. 2257. An act to consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact the 
laws affecting the establishment of the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau and the administration of the war risk insurance 
act, aS amended, and the vocational rehabilitation act, as 
amended. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 4635) to pay tuition of Indian children in public 
schools. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the bill from the House of Representatives (H. R. 
9561) making additional appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1925, to enable the heads of the several departments and 
independent establishments to adjust the rates of compensation of 
civilian employees in certain of the field services do pass, with the 
following amendments: 

(1) Page 16, line 14, strike out “ $500" and insert “ $680.” 

(2) Page 16, line 15, strike out “ $680” and insert “ 300,” 

(3) Page 23, after line 2, insert: 
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I will not agree to withdraw the | 


We have wasted time on points of | 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


* Bureau of Fisheries: For protection of the fisheries of Alaska, In- 


cluding travel, subsistence (or per diem in lieu of subsistence) of 
employees while on duty im Alaska, hire and maintenance of boats, 


employment of temporary labor, and all other necessary expenses to 


| carry out the provisions of the act entitled ‘An act to protect the 
that the Members would work until 11 o’clock on noncontro- | 


I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not insist | 


fisheries of Alaska,’ approved June 6, 1924, there is hereby appro 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $55,000 for the fiscal year 1924, and to remain available 
until June 30, 1925." 

(4) Page 23, line 3, strike out “ $26,302,767.84 " and insert $26,- 
357. 707.84.” 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the action of the Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
of the President pro tempore of the Senate in signing the enrolled 
bill (H. R. 5325) entitled “An act conferring jurisdiction upon the 
Court of Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter Judgment in 
any claims which the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians may have 
against the United States, and for other purposes,” be rescinded and 
that in the reenrollment of said bill the following amendment be 
made, viz: In section 2, after the word “ Interior” in the proviso, in- 
sert the following with such additional reasonable and necessary 
expenses for said tribal attorneys to be approved and paid from the 
funds of the respective tribes under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, as may be required for the proper conduct of such litiga- 
tion.” 


Attest: WILLIAM TYLER PuGE, Clerk 


Resolved, That the Senate concur in the passage of concurrent 
resolution of the House of Representatives No. 29. 
Attest : GEORGE A. SANDERSON, Secretary. 


By H. W. CRAVEN, Chief Clerk. 
STANISLAUS NATIONAL FOREST, CALIF. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the Dill 
(H. R. 105) for the inclusion of certain lands in the Stanislaus 
National Forest, Calif.. and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted etec., That within the following-described areas any 
lands not in Government ownership which are found by the Secretary of 
Agriculture to be chiefly valuable for national-forest purposes may be 
offered in exchange, under the provisions of the act of March 20. 1922 
(Public, No. 173, 42 U. S. Stat. L., p. 465), upon notice as therein pro- 
vided, and upon acceptance of title shall become parts of the Stanislaus 
National Forest; and any of such described areas in Government own- 
ership chiefly valuable for national-forest purposes and not now parts 
of any national forest may be added to said national forest, as herein 
provided by prociamation of the President, subject to all valid existing 
entries: Township 1 south, range 16 east, sections 1 to 5, inclusive, 
8 to 15, inclusive, 22 to 27, inclusive, and 34 to 36, inclusive: town 
ship 2 north, range 15 east, sections 1 to 12, Inclusive; township 
2 north, range 16 east, sections 2 to 10, inclusive, 15, 16, and 21; 
township 4 north, range 14 east, sections 1, 2, 11 to 14, inclusive, and 
23 to 26, inclusive; township 5 north, range 14 east, sections 1, 2, 11 
to 14, inclusive, 23 to 26, inclusive, 35 and 36; township 6 north, range 
14 east, sections 1 to 4, inclusive, 9 to 16, inclusive, 21 to 28, inclusive, 
33 to 36, inclusive; township 7 north, range 14 east, sections 9 to 17, 
inclusive, and 19 to 36, inclusive; all Mount Diablo base and meridian. 

The following committee amendment was read: 

Page 2, line 4, strike out the word “ entries ” 
“claimed and provision of existing withdrawal.” 

The SPEAKER. 
ment. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is no 
quorum present. . 

Mr. JEFFERS. Will the gentleman withhold that for a 
unanimous-consent request? 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Will not the gentleman withhold it 
until the gentleman from California can pass this bill? 

Mr. SINNOTT. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the 
point until the bill can be passed. The bill has been read. 

Mr. TABER. I understand that this bill provides for the 
exchange of a lot of timberland for some old stumpage. I will 


withhold the point long enough to let the gentleman explain the 
bill. 


and insert the words 


The question is on the committee amend- 
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Mr. RAKER. We passed two bills like this last night with 
reference to New Mexico, This is not a bill to exchange worth- 





less lands. 
Mr. CLARKE of New York. I would like to have something 
from the Department of Agriculture approving this bill. 


Mr. RAKER, 
of the bill. 

Mr. CLARKE of New 
and I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Taper] 
has made the point that there is no quorum. 

Mr. JEFFERS. Will the gentleman withhold it for a unani- 
mous-consent request ? 

Mr. TABER. I will. 

CONSCRIPTION OF 

Mr. JEFFERS, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend in the Recorp my remarks on the subject of the idea of 
universe! draft in the event of future wars, by inserting a tele- 
gram which I have received from the Christian Science Society, 
of Anniston, Ala. 
an article by National Commander John R. Quin, of the Ameri- 
can Legion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the man- 
ner indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JEFFERS. Mr. Speaker, in connection with this impor- 
tant matter, T ask unanimous consent to extend in the Recorp 
mny remarks on the subject of the idea of universal draft in 
the event of future wars by inserting in my remarks a tele- 
gram which I have received from the Christian Science Society 
of Anniston, Ala. Also a few lines on the subject clipped from 
an article by National Commander John R. Quinn, of the 
American Legion. This article by Commander Quinn appeared 
recently in the Legion Barrage, published at Birmingham, Ala. 

As is now well known throughout the entire Nation, the 
American Legion is sponsoring and strongly advocating suit- 
able legislation in line with the sentiment in the country for 
the universal draft, thereby ximing to take the profit out of 
war, and this telegram from the Christian Science Society is 
in line with this great movement, and I am glad to insert in 
the Recorp this expression of their approval of the plan: 


The Department of Agriculture has approved 


York. I have seen nothing in writing, 


WEALTH AND INDUSTRY 


ANNISTON, ALA., May 29, 1924. 


LAMAR 
louse 
Christian 
lowing resolution ; 

“It appearing that bills have been intreduced into both Houses 
of Congress based substantially on the peace plan of the Christian 
Sclence Monitor, providing for censtitutional amendment authoriz- 
ing Government to conscript all the forces of the Nation, includ- 
ing wealth and industry, thereby taking the profit out of war: 

“ Resolved, That Christian Seience Society of Anniston, Ala., 
petition its Representatives in Congress to lend their earnest ef- 
forts toward the adoption of such amendment to become auto- 
matically effective in event of war, and that this resolution be 
read into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,” 

CHRISTIAN SCIENCB SOCIETY OF ANNISTON, ALA. 


Mr. Speaker, the following is the clipping from the Legion 
Barrage, of Birmingham. It is from the pen of National Com- 
mander Quinn, of the American Legion: 


The one issue the Legion will insist upon, the one bill the Legion 
intends shall be enacted into law, is the universal draft law. To draft 
men fo serve for $80 a month while other equally good potential 
soldiers draw big salaries in safe jobs is unjust. 

Equally unjust is it for manufacturers to make huge profits. We 
intend to put upon the statute books a law drafting men, money, and 
material to serve without profit during the duration of the emergency. 
The Nation it is which makes war, and all the Nation and its wealth 
should serve in that war without profit. Take profit out of war and 
maybe there will be fewer wars. 

i PROPAGANDA 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, the rapid depletion of the tim- 
ber supply of the country is a fact which thoughtful people, 
regardless of party affiliations, view with increasing alarm. 
Uniess a halt is called or steps taken to replace our disap- 
pearing forests, it requires no prophetic vision to see the day 
when America will resemble China and Injia in this regard. 
It is not practicable now to do more than slow down somewhat 
the woodman’s axe and to urge forward by every reasonable 
means the gradual process of reforestation. We can, however, 
and ought to, eliminate one most willful, wicked, and wanton 
waste of perfectiy good timber. No, I do vot refer to forest 


Jerrers, M. C., 
Office Building, Washinaton, D. C.: 
Science Society of Anniston, Ala., yesterday passed fol- 
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fires—something even worse—I refer to the plague of printed 
propaganda, 

The idea seems to have gone forth—and it is correct—that 
the two capacious wastebaskets now in general use by Mem- 
bers of Congress will no longer contain the daily deluge of 
propaganda now being dumped upon us, and it seems to be 
inferred that if the wastebaskets will not hold tt all, there may 
be a chance of some of the overflow being read, so the ava- 
lanche seems to be increasing. Vain hope! I am informed 
that other and larger wastebaskets are to be procured and 
that additional facilities are to be provided for handling with- 
out the necessity for opening or reading. Hence my notice in 
the interest of true conservation. 

If there is anywhere a more useless, senseless waste of ink 
and paper, to say nothing of time and vital energy, than the 
present method now in full swing of propagandizing Congress, 
then I am net cognizant of it. Most Members of Congress, like 
most other people, need to be informed, and, as a rule, they 
are desirous of being Informed; but if there were 48 hours in 
the day instead of 24, no mortal man could possibly read a 
tithe of the so-called information now being deposited dally in 
the bulging wastebaskets of Senators and Representatives. 
Lest something of value be overlooked, it is necessary to have 
a secretary ut least remove the envelope or wrapper and 
make a superficial examination. Even this takes time that 
might be employed in useful service. 

Nor is the more bulky printed matter the only form of 
foolish propaganda. Many well-meaning people are misled 
into signing silly form letters, and some are led so far as to 
perform the senseless task of laboriously copying what some 
interested party has placed in their hands with the request 
that they copy, sign, and send to Washington. They do not 
realize that when a Member of Congress has received several 
hundred communications in exactly the same language he will 
suspect that the identical same inspiration has probably not 
come to so iImany persons Simultaneously. In facet, the experi- 
enced Member of Congress can usually guess quite promptly the 
exact source of the iuspiration, and as a rule knows that the 
real source is not altogether free from the taint of self-interest. 
Nothing is more acceptable or, in fact, more helpful to a 
Member of Congress who desires to serve the best Interests 
of the people effectively than to receive communications from 
his constituents. I mean their own communications. There 
is no one so humble that his ideas on matters to which he has 
given thought ought not to be taken into consideration. People 
ought to give more thought to matters ef government, and 
when they do their ideas are not only entitled te respect but 
they should prove helpful. It is worse than wasted energy, 
however, to transmit the stale ideas of some one else who is 
perhaps selfishly interested, and it makes no difference whether 
those ideas are in a form letter, printed, or copied, or more or 
less cleverly rehashed in order to conceal the origin. 

Genuine, unprejudiced public opinion is the life and strongest 
bulwark of free government, but the manufactured article is a 
dangerous substitute, especially when emanating from sordid 
self-interest, and many there be who are deceived thereby. 
CONSTRUCTIVE RECORD OF BEPUBLICAN ADMINISTRATION, 1921- 

1924—FARM RELIEF 
FAILURE OF DEMOCRATIC POLICY 


Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Speaker, the advent of the Wilson 
administration and the Democratic tariff law resulted in a pro- 
nounced industrial depression whose increasing momentum was 
only stopped by the breaking out of the World War. The war 
brought on an unprecedented demand for the products of both 
factory and farm which continued until the time the armistice 
was signed. With the close of the war, however, came in- 
creasing production abroad, and the products of foreign fac- 
tories and mills soon began to find their way into this country 
over the low tariff barrier. The depressing effect of these 
importations soon began to have a very marked influence upon 
our own industry and by the time the Wilson régime came to 
an end we had over 5,000,000 idle workmen in our great indus- 
trial centers. Agriculture, which had no protection whatever 
under the Underwood law, also became a victim of huge im- 
portations of wool and mutton from Australia; corn and beef 
from the Argentine, and wheat, milk, and cheese from Canada, 
with the result that the price of these items fell to a point 
below the cost of production. To add to the discomfitures of 
agriculture, the railway systems, then operated by the Gev- 
ernment, all but ceased to function during the fall of 1919. 
As a result, many farmers were unable to market their stock. 
The following winter proved an unusually severe one and great 
numbers of cattle perished on our midwestern farms and 
ranges. On top of all this came the deflation policy instituted 














by the Federal Reserve Board. 


ruin to thousands of farmers and ecattlemen all the 
country. 

REPUBLICAN AND LAROR 

It was under these distressing circumstances that the Hard- 
ing administration came into power. So desperate had the 
situation that a special session of Congress was con- 
vened on April 4 following the inauguration of the new Presi- 
dent. The new Congress lost no time in passing the emergency 


agricultural tariff and antidumping law. Under the beneficent 


over 


POLICY BRINGS PROSPERITY TO INDUSTRY 


hecome 
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As a result many farm prod- | 
ucts fell to one-third of their former value, bringing complete 


influence of this statute wool and corn speedily rose in value, | 


and the 
arrested. 
months 
wiges. 


rapid trend downward of other farm products was 

Industry gradually recovered, and at the end of 18 
every man who wanted work could find it at good 
From that time to this good day industry has been 
humming, construction work has gone on apace, and new houses 
have been built by the tens of thousands. Outside of the agri- 
cultural industry everybody seems happy and contented. 

ACHIEVEMENTS OF SIXTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS 

The Sixty-seventh Congress made a record for useful, pro- 
gressive, and constructive legislation that has probably never 
been equaled by any other Congress. Among the many meas- 
ures of this character which received my active personal sup- 
port and which were enacted into law are the following: 

The agricultural emergency tariff bill, which put wool men 
hack on their feet and materially improved the 
corn and small grains. 

The Budget and reorganization bills, which have saved hun- 
dreds of millions of the taxpayers’ money. 

The bills reducing the Army from 252,000 enlisted men to 
125.000 and the Navy personnel from 133,000 to 86,000 men. 

The trading in grain futures act, designed to curb specula- 
tion and gambling in grain futures. 

The packers and steckyards act, which effectively puts an 
end to discrimination in favor of certain shippers. 

The bill providing monthly pay to Civil War veterans. 

The law reviving the War Finance Corporation. 

The intermediate credit bank act providing for rural credit 
loans on chattel security. 

The law putting a “dirt” 
Board. 

Relief bills for settlers upon irrigation projects and extend- 
ing the time for payment of moneys due upon homestead en- 
tries and Government land purchases upon Indian reservations. 

Amendment to farm loan act providing additional funds. 

Bill authorizing Federal farm-loan banks to make loans on 
lands in irrigation projects. 

Disarmament conference bill. 

Refunding of foreign debts bill 

Maternity and infancy bill. 

Cooperative agricultural association bill, making it possible 
for farmers to organize with a view to stabilizing their own 
markets. 

Bill appropriating $350,000 for the eradication of the barberry 
bush which harbors the spores of the grain rust. 

The “ filled milk” bill prohibiting the transportation of this 
product in interstate commerce. 

Bill providing $1,500,000 for the purchase of seed grain for 
needy farmers in the drought-stricken area of the United States. 

The $17,000,000 veterans’ hospitalization bill and the Vet- 
erans’ Bureau reorganization act. 

Law giving independent citizenship to women. 


GREAT ECONOMIES ACHIEVED 


This Congress also made a notable record for economy and 
reduced appropriations from $6,454,596,649 for the year ending 
June 30, 1920, to $3,706,777,163 for the year ending June 30, 
1924. This vast reduction of expenditures permitted a large 
reduction of the tax burden. In carrying out this reduction 
Congress applied the sound principle that he who is best able 
to pay should carry a proportionately larger share of the tax 
load. In drafting the new revenue law, therefore, the largest 
decreases were given to those who had the smaller net incomes. 
In spite of the great reductions all useful activities of the 
Government have been maintained at an increased state of 
efficiency, and the public debt has been reduced from $24,049,- 


527,788.58 on February 28, 1921, to $21,544,803,395.74 on May 
31, 1924. 


farmer on the Federal Reserve 


CONSTRUCTIVE WORK OF SIXTY-BIGHTH CONGRESS 


The present session of the Sixty-eighth Congress has also 
passed a number of bills of first-rate importance, among which 
are: 

Adjusted compensation bill, removing the economic handicap 
suffered by the World War veterans during the late war. 


market for | 
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The immigration law, which for the first time puts immigra- 
tion upon a scientific basis. 

Act extending the life of the War Finance Corporation for 
nine. months for the purpose of extending agricultural credits. 


Law authorizing postponement of payments by settlers on 
irrigation projects. 

The narcotic drugs act. 

The act to consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact laws af- 


fecting the establishment of the Veterans’ Bureau, putting an 
end to many abuses and liberalizing the rules relating to relief 
of the disabled. 

The child labor constitutional amendment. 

The revenue act of 1924, making a flat reduction of 25 per 
cent in the 1923 tax payable this year, and cutting the tax 
burden payable in 1925, 60 per cent on incomes below $10,000, 


On incomes above this amount the reduction gradually grows 
smaller until a minimum reduction of 25 per cent is reached 
on the largest income. 


The bill also repeals all taxes on telephone and telegraph 
messages; on beverages; on theater tickets under 50 cents; 
on auto trucks and bodies, chassis costing $1,000 and body 


$200; on articles of jewelry valued $30 or less: 
selling at $60 or less: 


on watches 
and on automobile accessories and parts 
a reduction is made from 5 per cent to 24 per cent. 


REVENUE ACT OF 1924 COMPARED WITH MELLON PLAN 


Notwithstanding all the criticism leveled at the revenue act 


of 1924 it is by far the most scientific and the fairest of any 
income and excise bill passed by the American Congress, 
While it makes the greatest reductions to those who are the 
least able to pay, it gives very substantial relief to business 
| and should help materially tu reduce the cost of living. The 
present law, as a matter of fact, makes a very much larger 





reduction in taxes than the much-advertised Mellon plan, <Ae- 
cording to statements made by the Actuary of the Treasury, 
it reduces taxes for the year 1925, $22,000,000 more than the 


Mellon plan and for the year 1926, $100,000,000 more than the 


Mellon plan. It also reduces individual income taxes of 1923, 
payable in 1924, $252,000,000, whereas no reduction whatever 
in the 1923 tax was provided for in the Mellon bill. The net 
reduction below the revenue act of 1921 is $250,000,000 in in- 
come taxes and $111,000,000 in excise taxes, making a total 
reduction of $361,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


1925. : 

The Mellon plan would have made the largest reduction for 
the big fellows. This bill gives the advantage to the small 
taxpayers. With good business management the law will pro- 
duce sufficient revenue and leave a substantial surplus in the 


| Treasury, even after paying the soldiers’ bonus. 


TAX-EXEMPT SECURITIES 
Personally I had hoped that the proposed amendment to 
the Federal Constitution permitting incomes from tax-exempt 
securities to be taxed could have been submitted to the several 
States for their approval, but the resolution submitting the 
amendment failed by a narrow margin to secure the necessary 
two-thirds vote. 
M’NARY-HAUGEN BILL 


The most outstanding fight waged during this session has 
been fought by the friends of the farmers on behalf of the 
MecNary-Haugen bill, which had for its object the increase of 
the price of farm commodities to a point where they would 
have the same purchasing value in nonagricultural commodities 
as they had in the 10-year period preceding the World War. 
This bill has had my active, continued, and unqualified support 
as the measure giving the largest promise of relief to agricul- 
ture, but it was beaten by a combination of eastern Republican 
and southern Democratic votes. 


WHEAT RELIEF BILL 


To-day I introduced H. R. 9697, declaring the existence of an 
emergency arising out of the low price of wheat and provid- 
ing for the purchase of the surplus of wheat of the crop of 
1924 available for export. This is identical with the Sterling 
bill introduced in the Senate yesterday. This bill ought to re- 
ceive the favorable consideration of Congress. If enacted into 
law, it would immediately raise the price of wheat not less 
than 35 cents a bushel. While this will not give that general 
relief to agriculture that I believe the farmers are entitled to, 
it will give aid where it is most needed... In view of the fact 
that the Government made at least $68,000,000 net profit out 
of its dealings in wheat during the war, it is only simple jus- 
tice that some restitution be made. 

Congress has adjusted losses alleged to have been suffered 
by big business on account of cancellation of war contracts, 
losses sustained by the railways while under Government oper- 








ation, 
producing o1 
adjusted compensation for 





losses 


the ex-service men. These adjust- 


ments have already cost the American taxpayers billions of 
dollars, and more billions will be required to pay the obligations 
med under ths ljusted compensation act. 

DEAL FOR FARMERS DEMANDED 


Many of the adjustments to big business have seemed to me 
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suffered by mining companies and prospectors in | 
uttempting to produce war minerals, and provided | 


| will it mean? 


unduly liberal. Yet when we of the Middle West ask for a 
square deal for the farmers of the country we are denounced 

wild theorists who are “ seeking to lift the farmer by his 
boot straps The manifest unfairness of those who have al- 
ready gotten their adjustments in denying it to agriculture 
makes their criticism of small validity. No matter what form 
farm relief measures have taken they have been denounced, | 
blocked, and voted down Unless the representatives of indus- | 
try and labor in this House change their tactics toward the 


American farmer they will find the prosperity of their own peo- 
ple shattered by the misfortunes of the agriculturists. Either 
the farmers’ prosperity must be brought up to the general 
level of that enjoyed by industry, business, and labor or these 
top-heavy structures how carried on the backs of the farmers 
will tumble. Business depression and unemployment will fol- 

FAR 


RELIEF BILL 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, the MeNary-Haugen bill may 
not be a perfect bill, but it is the only relief offered and should 
at least have been amended und put in shape so that its pro- 
Visions could be enacted into a law that would offer the farmer 
an equal opportunity with all other business in the Nation. 
livery other business has its thorough organization and protec- 
tion. Why should not the farmer also be justly dealt with? 

Congress as a body is called upon to legislate for the people 
in regulating and promoting the affairs of government. If the 
Nation is to be prosperous, the people must be contented and 
fairly prosperous. In other words, those who spin and those 
who toil must earn or create sufficient to feed, clothe the body, 
and keep up living conditions and be able to meet their obliga- 
tions without being hampered and embarrassed. 

This condition does not prevail in the western agricultural 
and stock-farming districts of the north central, west, and in 
the Rocky Mountain districts of this United States. 

The grain farmer is bankrupt; the stock farmer is bankrupt. 
The question is: Why are they bankrupt? The one answer, 
because freight rates are too high; another reason is because 
the farmer is without an open market for his grain or livestock. 

The question naturally arises, Why is the farmer without 
an open market for his grain and his livestock? Because he is 
to-day practically isolated from the markets of Europe on 
account of the protective tariff wall erected by the Fordney- 
McCumber tariff law, and for the very reason that the markets 
of America for the sale of both livestock and grain are con- 
trolled by and are in the hands of big business. The stockyards 
offer simply a selected market for livestock, only open to the 
stockyard speculator; the same may be said of the grain 
market. 

I do say with all the power that I possess that the American 
farmer, the man who builded and made prosperous this great 
Nation, can never again be prosperous in this great country 
until the markets of the world are open to his products. You 
tell him, “Do not produce so much wheat,” but he has his 
wheat land. You say, “Do not produce so many hogs,” but he 
has his equipment and capital for such. You say the same thing 
about his cattle, but he has his stock ranch, equipment, and a 
mortgage to his local banks upon his livestock. If foreclosed, 
it bankrupts the stock farmer and the banker alike. 

Why, then, this condition of the real man of the Nation, the 
most intelligent, moral citizen of this great America? And 
when I say this I am willing to back it up with our national 
data. The great agricultural State of Iowa has the lowest per- 
centage of illiteracy of any State of the entire United States, 
and perhaps of any equal area and equal population in the 
entire world, the same being 1.8 for males in the cities, 1.2 for 
males in the rural or country districts, 1.6 for females in the 
cities, and 1.1 for females in the rural or country districts. 

Gentlemen, is it any wonder you have the Farmer-Labor vote 
predominating in the Nerthwest, West, and in the Rocky Moun- 
tain divisions of this great Nation? Are those toiling, strug- 
gling, progressive citizens who have endured the storms and 
builded an intelligent part of this Government receiving their 
share in the profits from toil? They have helped build this 
Nation. Are they, like the great railroads that span the coun- 
try, practically guaranteed 5} per cent upon their investment? 





JUNE 6 





Were those same farmers given a bonus to tame the wilder- 
ness and cause the once desolate country west of the Missis- 
sippi River, the home of the buffalo, antelope, and elk, to 
change by the plow into a fertile country and to blossom like 
a rose? I ask you, gentlemen, as servants of the masses of this 
great country, what is to become of the American farmer? 
Already more than 2,000,000 of them the past year have left 
the great American farm, the great civilizing and enlightening 
sphere of nature, and have gone from rural life to the city. 
Shall this continue until only a remnant of this wonderful, 
toiling, producing, and equalizing portion of our people remain 
for the raising of the food products of the whole people? What 
The answer is very clear; it will mean in a very 
brief period disaster to all the people, and more especially the 
wage earner. 

The all-important question now is, What will help the 
farmer of the Middle West, Northwest, and Mountain States, 
in fact the farmers of the whole Nation? What solution can be 
found for the problem that confronts this greater part of our 
National Government, so widgly separated in the lack of manu- 
facturing and so wound up in livestock and farming produc- 
tion that it does not receive any very direct benefits from na- 
tional legislation and especially that legislation that goes to 
very much of the protected interests of the Nation; but in turn 
this protection is reflected in the high price that the farmer 
must pay for the things he is compelled to buy. 

The Republican Party that was returned to power by the 
greatest majority ever known in the history of this Government 
some three and a half years ago and has been responsible to the 


| people of the Nation for legislation and management of the 


affairs of Government since that date promised the people 
economy, prosperity, and above all honesty in governmental 
affairs. Has it made good? This question will be answered by 
the intelligent electorate in the next election. 

It enacted a protective tariff. For whom did it legislate? 
Principally for the great special interests, the cotton and wool 
manufacturer. Bankruptcy has come to more than 8,500,000 
furmers by increasing the cost of all his supplies and decreasing 
his murket for his products. Look at these figures, and then 
say whether the party in power has helped the farmer, the pro- 
ducer. A nation that has 34,000,000 people engaged in a gain- 
ful operation of feeding the other 70,000,000, and still that 
34,000,000 are unable to make both ends meet, It would appear 
that we are drifting without proper leadership in the Nation. 
A nation where the farmer sold his farm product in 1923 for 
$7,500,000,000 on the market provided, and then the same farm 
product was sold on the retail markets of this Nation for 
$22,500,000,000. 

Should not the farmer realize at least 50 per cent on each 
dollar of his farm products? A country that has reduced her 
farm population several millions in the past three years and 
has reduced farm ownership from 6,500,000 to 3,000,000 farm 
owners. 

Taxes have increased upon the farmers until it has brought 
ruin to thousands of them. In my own State, New Mexico, 
the crime of deflation put our livestock men out of business by 
the thousands. Wall Street, by manipulation of the Federal 
reserve banks of this country, brought a part of this catas- 
trophe to the American farmer. 

The latest data concerning values are: 1917 average value of 
plow land in the United States, $70 per acre; in 1920 average 
value, $90 per acre; in 1923 average value of farm land per 
acre, $22. In 1912, 2,000 farmers went bankrupt. In 1922, 
6,000 farmers went bankrupt. In 1923, 1 farmer in every 12 
lost his farm, ‘The railroads have $407,464,808 borrowed from 
the Government; 10 per cent of our public land, or 312 square 
miles, have been given the railroads of the Nation by the 
Government of the United States. And yet, through the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission rulings, the railroads of the Nation 
are to receive in earnings upon invested capital at a fixed 
valuation a net return of at least 53 per cent upon each dollar. 

Would not the American farmer be a happy man to-day if 
after his taxes and fixed charges were paid that he should 
have left a return of 5} per cent upon each dollar of his invest- 
ment? 

To give you some idea of how unequal the distribution of the 
return of earnings are as compared with the farmer, who re- 
ceives at this time practically nothing upon his investment, I 
want to cite here some very important data for the farmers’ 
information and for those who sympathize with his unequal 
struggle at this period of our history. 

This data has been recently published in the leading jour- 
nals and no doubt is authentic and correct: 




















wit 


¥ 
oe 






1924 





The Steel Trust reperts a surplus net ineome of $54,259,993 after 
all charges and dividends have been met. 

The Westinghouse Air Brake Co. reports net profits of $9,788,507 
after healthy ameunts were set aside to pay for taxes, depreciation, 
and depletion. This does not include profits of $10,000,000 that were 
put back into the business in the form of steck dividends. The pre- 


vious year’s profits were $6,954,915. 
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ithe gentleman of Massachusetts. Could the 


The Columbia Gas & Electric Co. reports a clear profit of $1,071,004 | 


for February of this year. In January of this year the American 
Waterworks & Electric Co. made a clear profit of $1,333,907. 

The reason for numerous scandals associated with petroleum is indi- 

ented by the Phillips Petroleum Co.’s report. Last year this concern 
made a profit of $12,452,030 after interest and taxes were cared for. 
These startling figures are against a profit of $9,385,035 the previous 
year. 
1 The North American Co., a holding company for public utility cor- 
porations throughout the country, has a net profit of $9,385,458 after 
all taxe interest, depreciation, and other charges have been met. 
This is equal to $3.11 on every $10 share of common stock. 

The Califernia Petroleum Corporation shows a net profit of $6,104,- 
498 after interest, depreciation, depletion, Federal taxes, fancy sal- 
aries, and other charges were met. This compares with a profit of 
$3,655,594 the previous year. 

Dividend payments by the 39 companies comprising the Standard 
Oil group during the first three months ef the present year aggregate 
$34,975,867. This is the largest total for any three months since the 
United States Supreme Court “ smashed” the Oil Trust in 1911. 


THE M’NARY-HAUGEN BILL 


Mr. WEFALD. Mr. Speaker, we are about to vote on the 
McNary-Haugen bill, the only farm-relief measure that we will 
have a chance to vote on in this session. I have given this 
measure my support up until this time, and I shall vote for it 
on final passage. I have taken my orders from the ones that 
have been in command of the farm-bloc forces in the House. 
I have only once spoken on the bill during the debate; that 


| 


England, Mr. Luce. I think it is a long time since a speech 
was delivered on the floor of this House or on any other restrum 
that breathed such a spirit of penury, such narrow 


sectional 
ism, such bigoted cocksureness of his own position 


as that of 
whole 
have heard that speech it would forever have spelled the doom 
of the high protective tariff; it would forever have taken away 
from New England the crutches of tariff protection that we 
have so often voted it, because we were always met with such 
a heart-rending appeal when this sanctimonious exponent of 
puritanism saw the wheels of industry slow up a bit. 

This same pharisaical, disguised beggar waxes very wrothiy 
when the great agricultural West now asks at the hands of 
Congress a staff to lean on while carrying such tremendous 
burdens as it now carries. Its spokesman here in Congress 
spoke in no unmistakable terms. 

The lucid Mr. Luce left no one in the dark as to the position 
of New England on this question 

So long has he and his able colleagues been coming before 
Congress pleading for help for bleak and barren New England 
in the shape of high protective tariff, subsidy, bonus, and God 
knows what not, that he does not want to call the MeNary- 
Haugen bill either a tariff, a subsidy, or a bonus. These reme- 
dies were in the first place designed only to help industrial 
New England; he wants them to be used only for that purpose. 
Tariff, subsidy, and bonus are all right in their place and for 
their rightful purpose, namely, to help New England and alse 
to help those that stand by New England; but—perish the 
thought—they were never intended to help any other part of 
the country, especially the West. The distinguished gen- 


country 


| tleman says that the protective tariff was designed to help the 


| whole country. 


was to repel misinformation coming out of my own State as to | 


farm conditions and financial conditions in general. Otherwise 
I have kept still in order to save time, that it should not be said 
that I took part in a filibuster. Under the five-minute rule the 
friends of the bill let the opposition have a hearing and limited 
replies to the very briefest space of time. 

I have also voted against all amendments except one in order 
to comply with the wishes of those who had the bill in charge. 
They did not wish to accept any amendments, because that 
might endanger the passage of the bill. I voted for one amend- 
ment by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. KINncHELor], the 
intent of which was to increase the price to the farmer 10 
per cent over the ratio price at which the corporation should pur- 
chase the basic agricultural commodities. Of course, this amend- 
ment was not adopted, and coming from the sworn enemy of 
the bill it had no chance of being adopted; but I voted for it 
because the ratio price of the agricultural commodities that are 
concerned in this bill fs the average price of the same products 
between the years of 1905 and 1914, and the prices that the 
farmers received for their products during those years were 
not in proportion to the price the farmers had to pay for 
manufactured articles due to tariff laws then in existence. 
This phase of the bill—this asking for half a loaf or less, 
where the farmer is supposed to sit in at the table with the 
rest—is the weakest part of the bill; yet we have said in this 
discussion that we are asking the same treatment for the 
farmer as for the other big industries. 

It has been very interesting to listen to the discussions on 
this bill; there have been many true things said, but also a 
lot of bunk on both sides; it has been very trying to keep still, 
but no votes have been changed by discussion. We could have 
voted on this bill the day it was brought in here and the 
result would have been the same as it will be when we vote 
to-day. There is no way of convincing the Members from the 
South that because cotton is a good price to-day it may yet 
some time take its place on the beggar’s seat along with wheat 
and perk and cattle as far as price goes; nor is it possible to 
appeal to the heart and the tender feelings of New England, 
New York, and other sections of our country that revel in 
pleasure and luxury because of the cheap food that the West 
furnishes, for they have no heart and nothing but feelings of 
selfishness. 

The men in this House who always prate about taking the 
wider view of things, who always caution against sectionalism, 
will in their vote upon this bill show clearer than it has ever 
been shown in the past that they can not see beyond their own 
narrow State boundaries. 

Mr. Speaker, I am so sorry that the whole country could not 
have heard the speech of that apostle of the creed of New 


That means it should help the tariff barons 
of New England—this dying race of parsimonious, race-con- 
scious, self-constituted bearers of American culture—whose in- 
terest in the foreign or alien population that toil in its shops 
and factories extends this far, that it is advisable to have cheap 
food for them that they can continue te work for cheap wages. 

Nothing that has been said during these debates wil! so 
elucidate the unbridgeable gulf between the agricultural West 
and the industrial Kast as the Luciferian language of the lueid 
Mr. Luce. 

I am going to do my share with the people of my district 
and State, that whenever the tariff becomes an issue again 
my people will understand the position of New England and 
the rest of the Fast; that they will not be fooled by the ery 
that a high protective tariff will help the whole country. 

To bring te my people that knowledge I am going to quote 
from the speech made in this House by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts on May 22. 

The gentlemen in this House that he had heard pleading the 
cause of the farmers of the West were not radicals. They are 
regular Republicans, men who have been elected on the Nepubli- 
ean platform with its promise to the farmer; men who have 
been preaching in their various districts the gospel of the bless- 
ings of the high protective tariff. The plan of the radicals wa: 
not quite so radical. These men believed that “ what is sauce 
for the goose is sauce for the gander,” which again applied to 
the agricultural crisis would mean that if the power of the 
Government, by special legislation, can be invoked to help 
New England and the industrial Past it can be invoked also to 
help the West in this fts most extraordinary crisis. For that 
reason they took the leadership in this matter out of the hands 
of the radicals to employ safe, sound, and workable method 
to apply the same principle that time and egain had been used 
with such stuceess to revive industry. 

But New England balks at this proposal. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts gets very much agitated over the prospect 
that his city might have to pay $80,000 more per year for the 
bread it eats, the bread on which the farmer never got paid 
his cost of production. It is all right that the high protective 
tariff made his city prosperous, but it is wrong for the western 
Republicans that helped him pass the Fordney-McCumber tariff 
act now to come and propose the same kind of a remedy for 
agriculture, whether it is to be called tariff, subsidy, or bonus. 
It might cut down the New England profits slightly in order to 
help the farmers a trifle. 

So he turns on these, his erstwhile friends and high-tariff 
champions, saying, “ You are distressed because the farmers 
operating the worst lands or those In the worst situation can 
no longer make a living. And you are asking us, 80,000,000 
of the consumers of the eountry, to pay for the cost of cultivat- 
ing the worst lands.” 

Yet the people on these “ worthless” lands were represented 
in Congress by men who voted the high protective tariff for 
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New 
suid: 


England, and they came back. to their constituents and 


We voted a high protective tariff that the manufacturers in the bleak 
New England States may do well and get prosperous so that they can 
pay you well for the wheat you raise. 

But IT wish to let Mr. Luce speak. 


He says further: 


everywhere bread is the staff of life for the poor. The | 
rich man eats little, if any, more bread than the poor man. Indeed, the 
diversity of his diet makes it probable that he eats less wheat than the 
poor man. So you are going to impose a tax that will be practically 
the same whether it is paid by those who are in the greatest distress 
ovr those who hardly feel the depression at all. 

| 

| 


This is true and very well put, but the gentleman forgets 
that nearly everything that the industrial East turns out, and 
upon the output of which there is superimposed a great profit 
by reason of the protective tariff, is sold to the poor, or the 
comparatively poor—among which are the farmers on the | 
“worst” lands—such as common clothing, tools, utensils, ani 
‘ : ‘ . : 
the ordinary common necessities of life in the output of in- 
dustry. The rich buy their fine clothes and luxuries mostly of 
foreign make and manufacture; their personal wants do not 
keep many wheels turning or spindles humming in this country. | 

With the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts the old 
adage “Even exchange is no robbery” does evidently not hold 
good. He does not favor even exchange between agriculture 
and industry; there must be a profit one way, and that to the 
East, 

i wish to pause right here and point out an object lesson that 
I myself at least have drawn from the gentleman’s speech, 
hamely, that if the poor man who toils in the city eats the} 
wheat the farmer raises and if the farmers consume the great- 
est part of the products turned out by this man’s toil the 
laborers and the farmers have a problem in common, that, 
namely, of exchanging the products of their toil with each other 
so that both can live and let live. These people, thinking of 
each other, should carve on the lintel over their door the adage 
that Mr. Luce does not believe in, “ Even exchange is no rob- 
bery.”’ Whether they then sell each other as dear as they can 
or as cheap as they can will not make much difference. When 
the farmer and the laboring man wake up to the importance of 
one to the other, when they understand that one produces what 
the other one consumes and that to-day the one that produces 
neither food nor the products of industry is the one that is 
benefited by the high protective tariff to enhance the price of 
his products and also profits by the low price on farm products, | 
they will clean house and set up a nation-wide Farmer-Labor 
Party, and all will come into their own. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts has inquired of experts on 
the kind of legislation that is proposed here, namely, of the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON], as to whether or | 
not the wild scheme will work. He tells us that Mr. ANDERSON | 
admitted that it will work for a while. So Mr. Luce admits: 


I grant you this will work. I grant you that for a time you may | 
persuade the farmers to continue the dangerous and costly practice of | 
wasting their energies in the wrong direction. 


Of course it is wasting their energies in the wrong direction to 
try to get cost of production for what they sell. 

With blistering scorn he tells his former high tariff friends | 
that they are trying to get the farmers to defy the laws of 
“supply and demand,” and that a catastrophe will follow. 
Then thunders this gentleman who never thinks a sectional 
thought, “ You set up group against group and class against | 
class and section against section. You come here and demand | 
public alms because you are in distress, and so you invite | 
every other group and every other section in the land to come 
here for the same purpose.” 

How it must have gladdened the heart of Mr. TincHER and 
all the other Republican farmer leaders who voted for high | 
tariff for the benefit of the East to hear that. 

There has been nothing said in the whole debate that throws | 
such an illuminating light on the hopelessness of the Congress | 
doing anything for the farmer at this or any other time and the 
utter insincerity of the men who frown on every sectional 
demand on Congress as the colloquy between Mr. Luce and Mr. 
Summers of Washington. 

I quote from the Coneresstonat Recoxp for May 22, as fol- 
lows: 


Mr. SumMers of Washington. The gentleman had a good deal to say 
about supply and demand and economic forces and that sort of thing. | 


Does that apply to this knife, which cost me 75 cents but which I 
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believe conld be made to sell at 30 cents: but it would have been 
manufactured in Japan or Germany instead of Pennsylvania or Con 
necticut ? 

Mr. Luce. I am a Yankee, and it is said to be the prerogative of a 
Yankee to answer one question by asking another. Did the gentleman 
vote for the tariff which produced that price? [Laughter and ap. 
plause.j] And if he voted for the tariff, why? 

Mr. Summers of Washington. It is the first time I have had the 
opportunity of saying I will never vote for a tariff that does not give 
its benefits to all classes and all parts of the country. {Applause.] 


So at least one prominent Republican is beginning to see 
some light, which is good. 

But the clincher in this confession of faith and the admis- 
sion that I would like to bring to the consciousness of every 
person not a tariff baron was drawn from Mr. Luce by Mr. 
CONNALLY of Texas. 

Again quoting the Recorp: 


Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. The gentleman from Massachusetts asked 
the genileman from Washington if he voted for the tariff act that 
did that. The gentleman from Massachusetts voted for it, did he not? 

Mr. Luce. I voted against the tariff on food 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I am talking about the 
the Fordney-McCumber bill. Did not the gentleman 

Mr. Luce. I have the impression I did. 





general tariff law, 
vote for that? 


Mr. Speaker, it has been a waste of time for any sane, sober 
minded man to discuss the merits of this bill with anybody so 
prejudiced, with a vision so warped, as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. I have nothing against him personally. I have 
singled him out because he was the most outspoken one of the 
Republican opposition to the bill as well as the one who set 
out his reasons inthe clearest language and did not beat 
around the bush with what he had to say. 

You can not make blind men see except by a miracle, and the 
age of miracles is past. About as much was accomplished by 
discussing this bill on its merits as to make a goose wet by 
sprinkling water on her, 

And at that I wish to say that the most wonderful propa- 
ganda was carried on in favor of this measure that has ever 
been carried on for any farmer-relief measure in the history of 
the country. All honor to the men that tried to make blind men 
see by persuasion. 

This measure, I am quite confident, will fail of passage, Mr 
Speaker; the Republican majority will be held mainly respon- 
sible by the people for its defeat, yet the Democrats are equally 
guilty with them. In this matter, as so often in other matiers, 
Democrats come to the assistance of the stand-pat element in 
the Republican Party when the interest of special and favored 
interests are at stake. 

In the matter of sectionalism the South yields very little to 
New England; having to struggle with the race question shuts 
it forever off from any understanding of the aims and aspira- 
tions of the West. Its leaders are mostly brilliant lawyers— 
they are all great orators—but they are continually riding their 
In it they can find excuse for any 
and all of their acts. 

Anything that savors of progress and justice for the toiling 


| masses, anything that touches the border line of charity is for- 


bidden by the Constitution. 

Their interpretation of the McNary-Haugen Dill is that it 
will put the Government in business, which will be all wrong 
if that business is not all exclusively for the benefit of the 
South. 

I shall not lay this charge against the whole Democratic 
membership; we have had some of our best supporters among 
the Democrats, a scattering few of the rank and file of the men 
of the South standing with us. But I wish to single out one 


Democratic leader from the South that delivered telling blows 


against this bill and show how he has changed his mind since 
the early part of 1920. I have in mind the gentleman from 


| Kentucky, Mr. KINCHELOE. 


Down in Kentucky the farmers raise tobacco, and tobacco is 
now selling at a good price. Then, why should a Representative 
from Kentucky be for a bill that would help the farmers in 
the Northwest? He has sympathy with the farmers; he almost 
weeps for them, but as long as under the underlying principles 
of this bill the price of tobacco will not be increased because 
it is now bringing a relatively high price, he does not want the 
bill to pass. He pleads for cooperative marketing; he pleads 
for the farmers working out their own salvation; he quotes 


_ President Coolidge’s message on the farm situation or farm re- 


lief—like all the Democrats who have spoken—and does it only 
to taunt the Republicans who support this measure. 











1924 
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fle said in his speech, among other things, the fellowing: | That was when cotton was sick and needed relief: it is dif- 


This corporation will sell its exportable surplus on the markets of 
the world in Europe, which will permit the laboring people ef Europe 
t« t the benelit of it at.a low price. 


Yet this verv sume gentleman was willing to extend the aid of 
the Government to the tobaceo growers of the South when 
tobacco Was sélling much lewer than now in very much the 
same manner as proposed in this bill. As a preof:of this I pre- 
sent a bill introduced in Congress by the gentleman in 1920. 

1 Sixty-sixth Congress, second session, In fhe House of Representatives, 
April 12, 1920) 

M KINCHELOE introduced the following bill; which was referred to 
he Committee on Ways and Means and ordered to be printed 

A‘bill oLL. R, 13578) to amend the War Finance Cor] ration act 

He tt enacted, etc., That the War Finance Corporation act, approved 
April 5, 1918, is hereby amended by adding to Title 1 thereof a new 
section, to read as follows: 

“See. 22. That the corporation shail be empowered and authorized 
to pay to any person, firm, eorporation, or association engnged in busi 
ness in the United States the contract price of supplies of ‘tobaevo 


hereafter purchased, or agreed) to be purchased, by the Italian or | 


Vrench Governments. or any other European Government buying any 
éf said ‘tobaeco which has and maintains a government monopoly 
thereon, from any such person, firm, cerporation, or association, and 
to aecept in full payment of the moneys so advanced the bonds, obliga 
tions. or other evidence of indebtedness to be issued by either of said 
Governments for the payment of moneys so advanced, to bear interest 
ut the rete of G per cent per annum from the date of such advance 

Provided, That the total shall .not exceed $50,000,000: Provided fur 
ther, That the War Finance Corporation is hereby authorized and 
directed to Tetain a first-mortgage lien in the bonds, obligations, or 
other evidence of indebtedness to be issued to it by either of ‘said 
Governments upon all the tobacco so purchased by either of them and 
upon all the wareliouse receipts issued hy either of them, ‘upon all of 


ferent now, when cotton is cocky. 

It is plain that there is no use for the people of the West ‘to 
look to the Pemocratic Party for ‘relief, either. It should be 
held jointhy responsible with the Republican Party for its fail- 
ure to grant justice to the farmer. There are enough, both 
Republicans and Democrats, of the rank und file to pass this, 
if the Democratic Teaders will say the word; but the Demo- 
cratic Party is ‘a sectional party, a party without vision, as 
much like the Republican Party as one pea is like another 

Every tarmer in the land should have this in mind when he 
casts his vote at the next election: No party-bound man can 
rightly serve the interest of ‘the people. 

It is true that some men whe do net live either in New Bny- 
land or in the South fought this bill hard. They did not doit 
for sectional reusous. Some men, otherwise progressive, fought 
the bill for various reasons. 

One argument has been used against the bill with telling 
effect, namely, that it was drawn by Mr. Brand. ‘Assistant 
Secretary of Agriculture, who ik commonly known as a Gev- 
ernment official who is unduly intimate with the big packers. 
This argument has prejudiced many geod men against the bill. 
1 vote for it in spite of this. T am willing to give the experi- 


ment a trial l am well aware of the fact that even if the 


| bill is correetly drawn and embodies the soundest of business 
| principles, this whole venture, if the bill becomes a law. may 


the said tobacco so purchased, to better secure the payment of the | ; . 
| that he produces plas a profit. Tt asks the same relative price 


indebtedness so ineurred. 

“Phere is hereby appropriated, out of any’ money in the Treasury 
net otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50,000,000, or so much thereof 
ns may be necessary, for the purpose of making payments by the said 
corporation ‘as and when required under the provisions of this section.” 


How does this bill square ‘with the gentleman's criticism of 
the MeNary-Haugen bill? 

The gentleman got no action on his bill in the sessign in 
which it was introduced, but, according to the CoNGressIqnaL 
Recorp for the third session of the Sixty-sixth Congress, ge 
126, I find that the gentleman from Kentucky, speaking on 


S. J. Res. 212, “a resolution directing the War Finance Cor- | 


poration to take certain action fer the relief of the present de- 
pression in the agricultural sections of the country, and for 
other purposes,” said, among other things: 


I introduced an amendment to the War Finance corporation act at | 


the lest session of Congress in order to enlarge its powers so that it 
could ‘loan money directly to forcign governments that had a govern- 
ment monopoly on tobaeco for the purpose of buying tobacco. 


How is that? What about the Government assisting the | 


tobacco growers with $50,000,000? Is there more justice in 
that than to assist the whole wheat and cattle raising sections 
with $200,000,0007 It makes some difference whose ox is gored. 

Much has been said in the discussions of the MceNary- 
Haugen bill about overproduction that would follow if any- 
thing should be done to give the farmers cost of production. 
It was said by the men from New England and it was said 
by the men from the South. The viewpoint of the gentlemen 
from the South has changed since 1920. I found in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp for the third session of the Sixty-sixth Con- 
gress the sanest statement on the fallacy of the cry of over- 
production of farm products I have yet met with. Discussing 
the Senate resolution to extend the scope of the War Finance 
Corporation, Mr. SreaGary, of Alabama, speaking on tliis par- 
ticular charge of overproduction, said some very pertinent 
things. The Recorp reads: 


There is no overproduction of necessaries in this eountry to-day. 
{Applause.} God Almighty dees not do things fn a foolhardy way. 
There is not one more drop of water in the oeean than there ought’ to 
be, and there has never been a pound ‘more cotton or corn or wheat 
yielded from the soil of this land than .was best for mankind. [Ap- 
plause.}] It is mockery to treat the bounties and blessings of mature sas 
a misfortune, and it is ridiculous te say that large crops are a curse. 
If such arguments were truce, we might ask if it would net be well to 
import a few more anarchists to burn and destroy some of them. 
There is nothing to it. [Applause.] 


he killed by udministration. sut Tam also willing to risk that. 
I ‘know that few human inventions are perfect when first 
thought out; experience and change perfects. Our Government 
was intended to hecome the greatest experimental laboratory 
in political and social science that the world had even seen. 
We huve made plenty of mistakes along these lines before, but 
we do not stop experimenting on that aceount. 

I am in thorough aceord with the ‘basie thought of the 
McNary-Haugen bill. It is a plain, simple idea, namely, that 
the furmer ‘shall be entitled to cost of production of the things 


for farm products that the farmer pays for the goods ‘he must 
buy. If the bill falls short in any way, it is because it is ‘too 
modest and does not ask enough. The pre-war price level was 
also ugainst the farmer. Whether we now win or lose, we heave 
made great strides forward, we people of the West. Four years 
azo noe one would have dared to dream that the farmers wenid 
come before Congress and ask something Jike the same kind of 
treatment that others have received at its hands. Ne wonder 
the imdustrial East leeks horrified; ‘but if we lose now we 
shall be back again to present our claim for consideration. We 
shall keep on until either we are placed on the same Jevel with 
the rest—lifter! up to their level—or we shall bring those who 
how profiteer at our expense down to our Jevel. The longer 
you stave off the day of reckoning the more we are going to 
ask of you. 

In the MeNary-Haugen bill we onty ask fer a little bagateile 
of what has been taken from us by acts of Congress in the 
laws that it has passed from time to time and thereby allowed 
others ‘to prosper at our expense. We will be baek here some 
time and ask the seme treatment that Congress extended to the 
Government of Great Britain when it extended the time of 
payment on its obligations due us to 62 years and cut the 
interest rate to 3 per eent. We will ask revision of the Federal 
reserve act in the interest of the people. We will ask reduction 
of cost of transportation. If the farmer nmust continue to sell 
his -preducts in'the world market, ihe will demand that he does 
net have to buy what he needs in a highly protected one 

The center aisle in this House that now divides the Renpubli- 
can and the Democratic Parties will be less of a dividing line 
after the next election than it is mow. The “old guard” in 
both ‘parties will be smaller in number and the progressive 
element will better ‘know how to find:each ether. Let us hope 
that men ‘will come back here not with hearts filled with 
eharity but with a sense of justice and a determination to do 
the right thing regardless of section or party. 


PHILIPPINE INDEPENDENCE 


Mr. PYPR. Mr. Speaker, there recenthy arrived in the 
United States Hon. Manuel L. Quezon, president ef the Philip- 
pine Senate: Senator Osmeta; and Representative Kecto ‘to 
appear before the Committee on Insular Affairs of the House 
of Representatives in support of congressional action to cive 
to the Philippine Islands their independence. The statement 
of Mr. Quezon is the letest to come to our attention from the 
Filipino people, of which Mr. Quezon is their undisputed 
leader. On May 5 his statement, in part, before the House 
Committee on Insular Affairs was .as follows: 
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|} and Hon. Pepto GuEVARA. 


Me Chairman and gentlemen of the comorittee, I feel that IT am ; 
appearing befor you under the very best auspices The few kind 
words of weleome with which the chairman received us are indeed | 

neouraging and the wonderful presentation of the Philippine 
mine by the lady who has Just preceded me has, I think, nrade 

, impression upon the committee rhe influence of women in this 
cor s great and I hope will be decisive to bring about the inde 
pendence of the Philippine Islands 

i Chairman, [I shall be very brief this morning This commirtes, | 
fe well as the Senate Committee on Territories and Insular Possessions, 
bia mel. as FT uoderstand, occasion to hear from our able and patriotic 
eptosentatives he Spe + Manuel Roxas and Commissioners GABAL 
mm ind (f0UEVARA—the facts regarding the present situation in the 
Philippines So unless questioned by members of the committee, I 
shall net go into details I shall address myself merely to the purpose 
of our visit, and this in as brief a manner as possible in view of our 
desi that th hearings may now close, so that the committee may 
proceed to take some definite action, 

Seuator Osmefia, Representative Recto, and myself have been sent 
here by the Philippine Legislature to lay before the Congress of the 
United States once nrove the petition of our people that they be granted 


immediate and complete independgnee. Senator Osmenu and I belong 
to the same party, which constitutes the majority party in the legis 
latur Representative Reeto is the o inority leader in the lower house. 
In this mission, then, the only two political parties in the Philippine | 
Islands are represented ut we are not only speaking for our re- | 
spective political parties nor even for the legislature alone. We speak 


for ‘he people of the Philippine Islands, because the question of Philip 
pine independence is not a partisan or merely a political question in 
the Philippines; it is a national and vital question, one in the proper 
and prompt solution of which not ouly those actively engaged in poli- 
ties are deeply interested, bat everybody else—business men, farmers, 
laborers, Men in the professions, and ali others 

ur stand on this question has been repeatediy presented to the | 
American people and Government It bas been the same from the 
first days of the American occupation to tials day We want to be 
allowed to set up an independent govertinent that will permit the 
working out of our national life in such a manner as, in our opinion, 
will best secure our happiness, liberty, and prosperity We feel that 
the vranting of Philippine independence has been too long delayed, and 
we sineerely trust that this country may cover itself with glory by 
enacting legislation that will free the Philippine Isiands—a_ noble 
culmination of the splendid work jointly undertakea by the American | 


Nation and the Filipino people. 

We know of no measure that can be enacted by this Congress whose 
beneficial results to mankind will be as enduring and far-reaching as 
this one. You will thereby prove yourselyes once more loyal to your 
history, your traditions, and the principles upon which this Republi: 
was founded, and in addition you will promote the cause of pence, of 
freedem, and of good will among nations 

We shall not, Mr. Chairman, indulge in any abstract discussion of 
the right of the Filipino people to have independence new. There 
is one aspect of this question which deserves special consideration and 


ought to be, in our opinion, all-sufficient to move Congress to act. 

By the enactment of the in 1916, which, in its preamble, 
states that it is the purpose of the United States to grant the Philip- 
pines their independence as seon as a stable government can be estab- 
lished therein, and acceptance by the Filipino people of the 
terms of this act a solemu covenant Was into between the 
people of the United States on the one hand and the Filipino people 
on the other, whereby we bound ourselves to carry out the provisions of 
that act and bring about a situation that would make possible the estab 


Jones law 


by the 


entered 


lishinent of 
independence as 

We have faithfully complied with the teims and provisions of this 
net We organized a government in accordance with its terms; we 
elects’ the legislature provided therein, a legislature which has new 
been functioning for seven years; and not only can we establish a 
stable government but such government is already established and is 
in operation there. We have therefore fully performed our part of 
the covenant, and we feel that it is high time for you to do your part. 
It is beside the point to argue whether or not it would be advantageous 
economically or otherwise to grant the Philippines independence, The 
one single issue is whether or not we have a stable government in the 
Philippines or a stable government can be established therein. If so, 
as we most emphatically assert, and have time and again demonstrated, 
it is our belief that your plighted word gives you no alternative but the 
granting of independence. We rest our case right here. unless you desire 
to ask mé@ some questions, which I will be only too glad to answer. 


Preceding Mr. Quezon, Mr. Osmefin, and Mr. Recto came 
Tion. Manuel Roxas, speaker of the House of Representatives 
of the Philippines, as special commissioner for the same pur- 
pose. On January 8 of this year he issued a statement to the 


American Congress, signed by himself aud the two Resident 


a stable government, while you bound yourselves to grant us | 
seon as this condition came into existence in the islands, | 
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Commissioners from the Philippines, Hon. Isavro Garatpon 
I include that also as a part of my 
remarks : 
PHILIPPINE INDEPENDENCE MISSION, 
2054 TWENTIETH STRERT, 
Washington, D. C., January &, 192}. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States, 

Washington, D. 

On behalf of the Philippine Legislature and of the people of the 
Philippine Islands, the undersigned, members of the special Philippine 
tiission, once more respec tfully urge the Congress of the United States 
to consider the question of Philippine independence. We submit that 
the solution of this question has already been too long delayed, despite 
‘he reiterated petitions of the Filipinos. The people of the United 


States, with the enactment of the Jores law in 1916, formally anid 
officially promised to recognize the independence of the Philippine 
Islinds as seen as a stable government could be established therein 


This requirement having been fully met, the Filipino people, through 
their legislature, in 1919 sent the first Philippine misson here with in 
structions to request the fulfillment of this promise. In 1922 a second 
mission was sent for the same purpose. Both missions laid before the 
constitutional representatives of the people of this country the facts 
that establish Che existence in the Philippines of a stable government 
capable of insuring peace and tranquillity and the security of all, 
tattonals and foreigners alike, 

We are not unmindful of the fact that the American people and Gov- 
ernment itive been in the last few years confronted with serious prob- 
fems that absorbed their attention and precluded the performance of 
the covenant thet touches the life, liberty, and happiness of the Fili- 
pitios. [ut we are constrained to give voice to our people's deep regret 
and keen disappointment when the two independence missions returned 
the Philippines without having secured their principal object. 
Although the future status of our country as an independent nation has 
been determined, still the delay in the granting of the promised inde 
pendence is a matter of grave concern to the Filipino people. If we 
may speak with the candor of assured friendship, may we not say that 
(be lick of a definite and satisfactory statement as to why the pledge 
has not been redeemed is paralyzing the progress and development of 
our country and is filling the hearts of our people with those doubts 
and misgivings which existed upon the implantation of American soy- 
ereignty aml which required so many arduous efforts to dispel. 

Twenty-five years baye elapsed since our country came under the 
benevolent protection of your flag—an emblem of liberty and not of 
slavery, a symbol of humanity and civilization and not of selfishness 
and exploitation, A quarter of a century has passed, teeming with 
harmonious labers jointly undertaken by Americans and Filipinos for 
the welfare and freedom of our people. Permit us to bring to your 
notice that period of seven years of this relationship in which the 
Filipino people enjoyed a large measure of autonomy. Outside of our 
country if was a period of upheaval and disorder; within, under a 
Filipino-controlled government, it was a time of peace, of public tran- 
quillity, of security for all citizens. America was obliged to bend all 
her euergies toward the prosecution of the war and had to withdraw 
her troops from the Philippines. Without force and solely in virtue 
of the mutual faith between your people and our people, American 
sovereignty and international responsibilities in the Philippines were 
made secure through the ageney of a Filipino-controlled government, 
deriving its powers from the peaceful suffrage of the people. Under 
such government our progress in all directions was so evident that 
resident Harding himself declared it unequaled by any other people 
under similar conditions and within the same period of time. 

No reason exists, if we read well inte the history of our relation- 
ship, why there should be further delay in the granting of that which 
the Filipinos rightfully seek, that which in honor America has prom- 
ised. Every passing day adds to our impatience, which only our 
absolute faith in your plighted word can allay. Strong is our confi 
dence in you, but our country is so far away from yours, Filipino 
problems are so remote from your immediate interests, that our people 
are ever and naturally apprehensive lest in the course of our rela- 
tionship some grave error might be committed not through the fault 
of your people or of our people but of persons called upon to carry 
out your liberal policies in the islands who mistakenly adopt an atti- 
tude at variance therewith. Such unfortunate incidents hamper the 
constructive work of our government, retard our progress, and de- 
stroy the harmonious relations so painstakingly built up between 
Americans and Filipinos. The present conflict with Governor General 
Wood is one of such incidents. It constitutes a bitter object lesson for 
us and should ever be a warning to all. 

In keeping with the broad and liberal program mapped out by the 
Jones law, an autonomous régime was established in the Philippines. 
it was built up through the Anglo-Saxon process of development, not 
only by the passage of laws but as well through the establishment of 
constitutional practices and the adoption of democratic principles, all 
of which gave our people an ample autonomy compatible with the exer- 
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cise of America’s international responsibilities It was a government 


established with the cooperation and approval of the American repre- 
sentative, faithfully interpreting the liberal spirit and provisions of 
the organic law and the policies that brought about its enactment 
It was not based on American theories alone, but adapted to our needs, 
our environment, and our ideals, and intended to transmute into 
actuality the avowed aim of the United States to give the Filipinos 
opportunity to prepare themselves for complete and absolute inde- 
pendence 

The development of the government thus founded has received the 
approval and encouragement of the American Republic In 1919, when 
the first Philippine mission appeared before the Government of the 
United States, this was said: 

‘Gradually and without violence the functions of the govern- 
ment have been taken over by the people of the islands themselves, 
leaving only the tenuous connection of the Governor General 

The government so organized has successfully functioned. On De 
cember 7, 1920, the President of the United States in his message to 
Conzress urged the granting of independence without further delay on 
the cround that the Filipinos had set up and satisfactorily matin 
tained a stable government, and thus had fulfilled the one yndition 
required in the Jones law 

While awaiting the promised freedom it has ever been unthinkable 
to our people that some of the political powers already guaranteed to 
them could be withdrawn, and withdrawn without giving any just and 
legitimate reason. On the contrary, we have always believed that our 
government, established and developed with the consent of the United 
States, would be changed only by the installation of an independent 
Philippine republic. We have been most loath to think that such a 
structure could fall to pieces at the beck and command of one man 
The American Government has assured us time and again that such a 
reversion could never happen The late and well-beloved President 
Harding on June 20, 1922, said to the second Philippine mission 

“No backward step is contemplated; no diminution of vour 
domestic control is to be sought.” 

Yet what we feared might oceur, due to the distance of our country 
fronr yours and the difference of American from Filipino interests and 
problems, has come to pass. Governor General Wood has set at 
naught all understandings the Filipino people have had with the Ameri 


ean Government and has ignored the assurance given them by the late | 


President. He has most decidedly taken a backward step by depriving 
our government of the key and the nerve center of the former autono 
mous administration, the counsel of the Filipinos. He has surrounded 
himself with a secret cabinet composed of military and other extra 
legal advisers, which has encroached upon the legitimate functions of 


the Filipino officials in the government. tHe bas broken asunder the 
bomls of concord that united Aurericans and Filipinos after the bloody 


struggle of 1899, a concord that reached its highest expression in the 


first years of autonomous government. tHe has placed himself over 
and above the laws passed by the Philippine Legislature, laws that 
have never been declared null and void by the courts or by the Con- 
gress of the United States. He has claimed for himself an unlimited 
executive responsibility that neither the existing laws nor the practices 
already established have recognized. He has deviated from the policy 
of the American Government to give the Filipino people an evyer- 
increasing self-government, a policy announced by every President be- 
ginning with President McKinley and ratified by the Congress of the 


United States in the Jones law. He has abused the veto power, exer- 
cising it on the slightest pretext on matters of purely local concern 


that did not affect the sovereignty of the United States or its interna 


tional obligations. Thus he has attempted to control our legislature, 


a prerogative that has neyer been claimed by the elected executives of 


America, by the President of the United States, or the governors of | 


the several States. He has disregarded the rights of the Senate in his 
exercise of the appointing power. He has destroyed our budget system, 
the greatest achievement in the financial administration of our gov 
ernment. He has endeavored to defeat the economic policies duly laid 
down by the Philippine Legislature for the protection of the rights and 


interests of the Filipino people in the development of the resources of 


the islands. 

The theories and principles underlying Governor Wood's actions are 
utterly repugnant to the policies that go to make up the corner stone 
of Philippine autonomous government. To inject the autocracy of an 
irresponsible appointed executive into a representative democracy such 
as the Congress of the United States implanted in the Philippines sets 
at defiance every American tradition, violates that good faith that has 
been the precious and untarnished heritage of the American people, 
and is incompatible with any workable theory of free government. 

The freedom and the happiness of the Fiiipino people, to which the 
honor of America and the patriotism of the Filipinos are equally com- 
mitted, are too sacred to be the plaything of a one-man power. A 
reactionary and militaristic rule is a flagrant violation of the time- 
honored policy of the American Government toward the Philippines. 
It calls back to life old misunderstandings that are vow fortunately 
buried and subverts the moral foundations of the humanitarian work 
60 nobly accomplished by America in the Philippines, 





___ 


The reeent incidents simply serve to bring home the compelling need 
that the Philippine question be now settled once and rc all i 
liberal policies adopted and observed for more than two decades i 


program of independence outlined after years of constant labor for the 
realization of which men of your country hay 


8 1 their bes irs 
must uot stop It must be carried on to its gical vl yn The 
time for Philippine independence has come I in be mtponed no 
longer Filipino welfare ils for it; Filipino tdea ‘ , and 
the good name and pledged faith of America require In deep 
gratitude for all that America has dene for the Filip ipp 
ciation of her gracious treatment in expectation o im even tm ’ 
friendly association in the future, we respecttuily vl ' ’ 
that the next step in the development of our relationship b he fulfll 
ment of the promise of the United States to our people, the jiate 
‘stublishment of a Philippine free republ mnsecrated » th 
of liberty and justice which America has upheld througho wr history 
Respectfully submitted 
(Signed) Manvuer Roxas 
Spectker House of Representatives of the Philippine Islands 
Npe ial Cam m0 
(Signed PeDRO GUEVARA 
Resident Commissioner 
(Signed? ISaAtko GABALDON, 


Resident Commissioner 


Another view of the question of Philippine independence 
comes from Senator Sergio Osmena, who is now in the United 
States as one of the representatives of the Filipino people 
pleading for independence. He recently made an address before 
the Philippine barristers of the University of the Phillppines 
His subject was the “ Constitutional development of Philippine 
autonomy.” He spoke as follows: 


At first glance this appears to be purely an academtle subject, but it ta 
not so In the background of our constitutional ds velopment loom ou 


struggles for liberty against the natural opposition of the forces 


work 
ing for the preservation of the prerogatives of the existing power 
This is a topic which is highly practical We can measure up to the 
heights of our present-day responstbilities only by maint 1ining ever 
iflame in our bosoms the nobie spirit animating these struggles ememn 


bering always what our vesterday’s duty has been, and what the goal 
is that we aspire to attain 

In the brief but inspiring annals of our political development there 
is a date that stands out in bold relief—Auguat 29, 1916 It 
then that, with the signature of President Wilson, the act of Congress 
commonly known as the Jones law went into effect By virtue of 


wad 


this 
law the American people, through their constitutional representatives, 


made the solemn pledge that they would grant us our independence 
If there had been some who inadvertently thought of and wished for 


annexation, all their dreams and hopes vanished once and for all Con 


gress made it clear that the Philippines was not to be an American 


‘olony or a Territory eventually to be made an integral part of the 
American Union Onur country shall be preserved for us Filipinos, aud 


shall in due time be constituted into a separate nation with ft 
sovereignty 


_ mov" 


Not only is the Jones law our new Magna Charta which proclaims 


and guarantees for all time our fundamental rights as a nation 


recognizing our right to independence and our capacity to establish 
a government able to maintain that independence, that law has given 
us besides the facilities that enable us to shape our own destinies in 
accordance with our own desires ‘ustoms, and traditions As itw 
author, Congressman JONES, expressed it, the law virtually makes os 
Filipinos the arbiter of our own future. It is in us to determine when 
we are to occupy our allotted place among the sovereign nations of tbe 
world Congress has placed in our hands the instruments of an 
autonomous government to the end that through the actual exercise 


of governmental powers we may be better prepared for the enjoyment 


| of our promised liberty and the full responsibilities resulting therefrom 





What, then, are the duties of the Filipinos pending the concession of 
independence? Should we take an active part in the organization of a 
government which will hasten that concession? Must we wield the 
greatest possible amount of power in that government? My emphatic 
answer is yes, and I say that to strive for the highest degree of self 
government is the patriotic duty of every Filipino, the only duty 
compatible with the principle upon which we have always insisted 
from the very beginning—that our country and our people have always 
had the capacity to maintain an independent government lo sur 
render our present lease of governmental power or our control over 
internal affairs for one reason or another is not only sheer cowardice 
but also is downright desertion of duty—treason against the nation 

The ideal of independence which the Filipinos have espoused, 
cherished, and upheld even before the advent of the Americans ix uot a 
mere abstract proposition. It is a practical problem within the realm 
of both philosophy and experience. Not only should the fact that 
capacity exists be alleged; it must also be proved Che past points to 
only one goal for nus—that of liberty and independen self govern 
ment is the essence of liberty and the foundation stone of tudependence 






































































ee aor 


wren nm = 





11096 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 





JUNE 6 





To espouse independence and at the same time renounce self-govern- 
ment are contradictory and incompatible positions. The wars of our 
past, firstly against Spain, and later against the United States, show 
beyond qnestion that no foreign domination satisfactory to our people 
ean be established here; that the Filipinos desire to govern themselves, 
and that, linked by this common aspiration, they stand prepared to 
sacrifice all of their age-long ideal until its attainment is realized. 
The defeat of our arms did not shake these basic purposes; the nation 
ratified them in peace and pledged itself to labor for them. 

The task that awaits the Filipinos, pending the granting of our 
independence is one only, and it is clear—to strive for the reins of 
governmental power through all means not inconsistent with law. It 
has been so understood by our people since we had the opportunity to 
participate in the running of the affairs of our government. 

Conscious of this duty, we have organized under the Jones law a 
domestic government in which we have assamed all the responsibility 
we py by virtue of that legislation. As Congress 
did not give—becanse it could not very well have given to the Philip- 
governmental structure already made, and it merely as- 
us our autonomy by means of an all-Filipino legislature elected 

people, vested with ample powers to organize an 
the first 


could mssibly assume 
pines a 
Fured 
by the 


ernment, 


as 


internal gov- 
thing the legislature did was to entrust the powers 


of administration to Filipino hands. In so doing the legislature did 
not forget that the government sought to be established here was not 
a government for Americans but for Filipmos, founded on our own 


civilization ; not a government of foreigners inspired by foreign ideals, 
but a government of Filipines inspired by their own culture and with 
the best interests of their country in view. The legislature realized 
from the very that the Governor General was an integral 
part of the government, brut, not being responsible to the Filipine peo- 
ple, it is clear that his authority should be subordinated to the principle 
of Philippine autonomy. ‘The legislature endeavored, therefere, te have 
the Governor General exercise his power with the aid and advice of 
Filipinos so that the internal gevernment of our country might, in fact, 
be conducted by the Filipinos themselves. 

All this the legislature did in accordance with the fundamental pur- 
pose behind the country on the road leading 
to political emancipation, and it was done with the express sanctien 
of the representatives of the American people in Congress and out of 
This transformation of the Philippine Government from a 

of limited American direction to one of 
autonomous powers under Filipino control was not brought about in an 
instant; it accomplishment of 
working together for a period of more than s¢ 
th« General the measure adopted: the Government 
at Washington in that approval, sometimes directly 
and expressly, at other times tacitly by passive acquiescence. Congress, 
which, during all that time, had reserved to itself the power to annul 
the laws of the Jegislature, in not annulling any of them, showed that 
it lent its approyal to the 
by the Filipinos. 


beginning 


Jones law to place our 


Congress. 


government powers under 


was the joint Americans and Filipinos 
ven years. Not only did 
Governor approve 


also concurred 


the construction being given to Jones law 

There is no question, therefore, that all this governmental power we 
have, all this autonomy we now enjoy, is not only perfectly legitimate 
but is also a strictly legal acquisition. It is the voice of a subject 
people finding partial echo in a liberal legislation. If the detractors 
of Filipino autonomy think that this and desire now to 
point their accusing fingers to its authors, they can readily do so. The 
perpetrators are, first, the Filipino people who desire to have control 
of their government, and second, the American people who, rightly and 
justly, consent to it. 

It is said that the legislature has overstepped the limits of its au- 
thority and has promulgated measures that encreach upon the authority 
of the Governor General And the argument is advanced that the Jones 
law, patterned as it is after the American Constitution, should be 
interpreted in the light of the well-known principle of separation of 
powers. Let us inquire into the merits of this proposition. 

I shall begin by affirming that the organic character of the 
Jones law is derived from the American Constitution and that 
the government in the Philippines is not of the presidential type. 
The immediate constitutional parent of the Jones law is the law of 
Congress of July 1, 1902, and the predecessor of this latter law is 
McKinley's instructions to the Philippine Commission. Neither the 
act of July 1, 1902, nor the President's instructions te the commis- 
sion, in so far as anything organic in them is concerned, is based on 
the Constitution of the United States. ‘Their more immediate source 
is the American system of Territorial government, more particularly 
the Territorial plan of government which was prepared for Louisiana 
by Jefferson, and their remote source is the system of colonial govern- 
ment existing in America before the Thirteen Colonies obtained their 
independence. I have carefully looked over the various organic char- 
ters of the American Colonies, as well as the various laws passed by 
the Congress of the United States for the government of her so-called 
Territories, and I failed to find anything substantiating the assertion 
that those systems of government are identical with the type of gov- 
ernment established by the Constitution of the United States, 


is a crime, 


not 


, tive, executive, and judicial functions. 


In order that in the Philippines we may have a presidential type 
of government it is neeessary, among other things, that the chief 
executive be responsible to the people or be elected by them, and yet 
that position is now filled by appointment by the President of the 
United States in accordance with the Jones law. A vital difference 
between a parliamentary and a presidential system of government con- 
sists in the fact that under the parliamentary form the acknowledged 
spokesman of the people are executive officials and leaders of the lezis- 
lative branch at the same time. It may be said that the people elect 
them indirectly in electing the majority in the lower house. In a 
presidential form of government, on the other hand, the people elect 
the chief executive, and the chief executive performs his functions 
independently of congress, and vice versa. In the first case there 
is practically a fusion between the legislature and the executive; 
in the second case there is a theoretical separation between the two. 

The theory of separation of powers is characteristic of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. Locke was the first to formulate a 
theory about the subject. Montesquieu took it up and eompleted it. 
Hence the tripartite division of the functions of a State into legisla- 
Montesquieu's theory rapidly 
It influenced the first constitutions of the 
American States and was adopted with enthusiasm by the French 
revolutionists. The profound influence exerted by the French Revolu- 
tion on ali constitutional mevements then and after accounts for the 
fact that in the majority of the constitutions of Enropean countries 
the principle of division of powers has been proclaimed not in the 
sense adepted by North American conventions but in the sense out- 
lined by the French National Assembly. When put into practice, 
however, Montesqnien’s theory had to undergo several substantial 
changes. Far from confining itself to the enjoyment of functions it 
is supposed to exercise, each branch of the government has assumed 
additional functions; the legislative power usually exercises not only 
legislative but also judicial and administrative functions; the judi- 
cial power, both judicial and administrative functions: and the execv- 
tive power usually takes a hand in legislative and judicial acts, 

When Montesquieu said that despotism was inevitable if one indi- 
vidual as a delegate of the nation can make laws is a legislator, 
apply them as a judge, and enforce them as sovereign, he uttered a 
great truth which Jefferson, Adams, and Hamilton ratified when they 
defined despotism as the “concentration of sovereignty.” But the 
fact that governmental powers shonld be separate does not show that 
they are separate in the sense that they should be absolutely inde- 
pendent of each other, nor that any one of them can function iso- 
lated from the rest. If that were the case, an intolerable sitvation 
would arise—-the inaction of the social unit, the paralyzation of gov- 
ernmental activities. The powers of the State should be independent 
in the sense that neither of them should override the rest. The 
autonomy pertaining to each of the branches of government, however, 
does not and should not in any sense jeopardize that intimate rela- 
tion and coordination which should exist between them as parts of 
a unit, as members of a whole. 

The best proof that this theory of separation of powers should not 
be taken in its absolute meaning is furnished by the constitutional 
history of the United States. In practice the theory has become con- 
verted, not into a theory of division and separation but rather into one 
of mere differentiation. The three branches, far from separating from 
one another, seek coordination among themselves, seek mttunl aid in 
their frequent and indispensable intercourse. - 

But whatever may be the real import of the theory of separation of 
powers in the United States the theory has not been applied by con- 
gressional legislation to the Government of the Philippine Islands in 
the manner in which it was applied there. In the first place, there is 
the unequivecal declaration by the United States Supreme Court that 
“the Constitution did not follow the flag into the Philippines,” con- 
trary to what was the case with the other territories. In the second 
place, we have McKinley’s pronouncement that the purpose of America 
in extending her sovereignty here was not to apply her own theories 
of government but instead to insure the welfare, peace, and prosperity 
of the Filipino people, with due respect for even their prejudices if 
necessary. And lastly we have the significant fact that the various 
provisions of the United States Constitution and the constitutions of 
various States of the Union which specifically provide for the division 
of powers had not been incorporated either in the Jones law or in the 
other organic laws that preceded it. For instance, the well-known pro- 
vision of the constitutions of the various States prohibiting persons 
exercising one function to exercise any other function does not exist in 
any of our organic laws. Neither do we find in the Jones law that 
portion of the United States Constitution which prohibits a member of 
the legislature to hold another publie office under the authority of the 
Federal Government. In the act of July 1, 1902, which preceded the 


spread throughout Europe. 


Jones law, this prohibition of the Constitution was not only not in- 
serted but it was specifically provided that in the civil commission or 
upper branch of the Philippine Legislature there should be two groups— 
one composed of commissioners who at the same time were to hold 
office as secretaries of department, and another composed of commis- 








gioners or legislators simply The first croup exercised both executive 
and legislative functions, and when acting as secretaries of department 
they were really a mere committee of the legislature. 

Under President MeKinley's instructions the civil executive power 
war, in a sense, also a committee of the legislative power And under 
this organization, as was the case with that of the act of Congress of 
July 1, 1902, the Chief Executive was member and president of that 
commission. In the Jones law, which provides for a more advanced 
form of government, although the several powers are differentiated as 
in the preceding organic law, there is no constitutional provision 
requiring that there be complete and absolute separation between the 
executive and the legislative departments So that when analyzed 
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this law permits members of the legislature to occupy departmental | 


posts, and, as a matter of fact, the position of secretary of the interior 
war for five years held by a member of the senate not only with the 


approval of the Governor General but also with the acquiescence of the | 


President and the Congress of the United States The conclusion 
reached, therefore, is that the theory of separation of powers, as inter 
preted in the light of the Tnhited States Constitution, has never been a 
fundamental theory of government in the Philippine Islands 

Whether in accordance with or in spite of the strict letter of our 
fundamental laws, the government in existence here has been evolyed 
in much the same way that the government of other free countries has 
developed. 
political theory What was done was to establish practices that re 
spond to the necessities of the hour and the legitimate aspirations of the 
people. Thus it was that when the civil commission was in control, 
when the Governor General was the chief executive and president at 
the same time of the upper house, 2 situation arose which required that 
there be a close understanding between the chief executive and the 
lower house through the speaker of the assembly. It was in that man- 
ner that the speakership became a sort of an institution in itself, a 
vital factor in governmental relations, and the center of gravity of 
Filipino participation in the government. When the autonomous gor 
ernment wes established with three representative branches all 


Filipino—namely, the senate, the house, and the cabinet—the council 


' 


There has been no unconditional adherence to one definite 


of state was conceived to meet the demands of an effective policy of | 


coordination 

tut if the present government in the Philippines is not of the 
presidential type, It is neither of the parliamentary type The ap 
pearance of secretaries of department before either house of the legis 
lature; their being constituted into a council of state together with 
the legislative leaders; and the preparation of the appropriations 
according to a budget system, are, among others, the distinctive fea 
tures which make it more similar to the parliamentary system of 
government than to the presidential type. But that is all 

What we can state with certainty is that in speaking of our exist 
ing government it is unwise to be guided by mere glittering generali 
ties. Let there be no blind submission to exotic theories. Those who 
maintain that the system of government existing here is the same as 
that existing in the United States, as well as those who insist that 
it is the genuine parliamentary system of government in vogue tn 
various countries of Europe, are merely theorizing Our system of 
government is ours, truly ours, product of our policies and of the 
progressive evolution of the institutions of our country, they natural 
outgrowth of our achievements in self-government, Whatever gaps 
and contradictions there may be, they merely show that the progress 
we have attained was attained only after a tenacious and persistent 
struggle between the people that demand liberty and the representa- 
tives of the sovereign power that have naturally resisted popular im 
patience The organization of the departments with responsibilities 
clearly defined, with their heads amenable to popular responsibilities 
council of state as the symbol of the solidarity of our participation 
in the government and as a medium of coordination and harmony 
between the powers of the government; the budgetary system that in 
sures an efficient administration of our finances and an effective popu- 
lar control over the same; the Filipinization of the government as a 
whole as the tangible expression of our autonomy and as proof of our 
political capacity—are the outstanding features of this government 
of ours, which show our determination fearlessly to assume responsi- 
bility for the management of our affairs while we await the 
sion of our promised freedom, 

It is to be noted also that this ideal of the Filipinos has always 
received the encouragement of the highest governmental authorities, 
at least in state papers. As early as McKinley’s time, there was 
talk of the most effective Filipino participation in the government. 
Roosevelt went further when he declared it to be his intention to 
make of this government here a government by Filipinos aided by 
Americans instead of a government by Americans aided by Filipinos. 
Governor Smith, the man who so well knew how to interpret the 
object of Congress in giving us a national assembly, said that the 
evolution of the government here from a government by Americans 
aided by Filipinos into a government by Filipinos aided by Americans, 
and the education and preparation of the country for self-government 


conces 


had been the liberal policy of McKinley and Roosevelt and of Gov- | 
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ernpors Taft, Wright, and Ide, his predecesse in office 
might have been the difference of opinion amen 


Whatever 


zg American statesinen 


| as regards the final disposition of the islands and the terms of the 


concession of thelr independence, there never has been a responsible 
man in the snecessive Republican administrations in Washington that 
has ever denied the justice and feasibility of granting effective Filipino 
participation in the affairs of our Government Indeed, this is now a 
national policy of the United States from the moment the Democratic 
administration under the leadership of President Wilson confirmed 
and reenforced the stand taken by the Republican administration 
That it is possible and practicable to have a government here con- 
trolled by Filipinos has been fully demonstrated under the Harrison 
administration For seven years we beheld with our own eyes an 
efficient government functioning 
the archipelago. 


Peace and order reigned throughout 
There was neither fanaticism nor racial antagonism 
to disturb the friendship and harmony which Americans, foreigners, 
and Filipinos enjoyed under the autonomous régime 
America been better liked and respected in these islands 


Never has 
Regardless 
of whatever defects that government might have—and no govern- 
ment on earth is free from defects—it gives to the Filipinos the greatest 
measure of advancement that they have ever enjoyed under American 
sovercignty Despite the persistent opposition of misguided critics, 
the progress attained by the country was so noteworthy that In the 
words of President Harding it finds no parallel anywhere in the 
world. And the President was referring not to a progress that has 
come from the outside, brought hither by foreign instrumentalities, 
but to the progress attained by the people of the Philippines them 
selves “ borne of confidence in their own energies and in the manage 
ment of their own affairs.” 

The detractors of Filipino autonomy have always invoked the con- 
stitutional authority of the Governor General, as if the exercise of that 
iuthority must necessarily be in conflict with the powers placed in 
Filipino hands In other words, they want it to appear that in the 
Government of the Philippines at least there is a duality of responsi- 
bility, and that if a conflict should arise it would necessarily be de- 
cided in favor of the representatives of the sovereign power. And they 
state that while the legislature and the secretaries of department «re 
responsible solely to the Filipino people the Governor General is 
responsible to the highest authority—the Government of the United 
States. 

When the question is properly examined, however, the demarcation 
line between the two responsibilities is well defined, and there can be 
no conflict between the two if only the spirit and letter of the law 
were followed. According to the Jones law, the object of the Congress 
of the United States is “to confer upon the Filipino people as large 
a control of their domestic affairs as can be given them without in 
the meantime impairing the exercise of the rights of sovereignty vy 
the people of the United States.’ Following a cardinal rule of statu- 
tory construction, we can not interpret a law by giving effect only to 
a portion thereof without taking into account the statute in its en 
tirety. If the object of Congress has been to prepare the Filipino 
people “to fully assume the responsibilities and enjoy all the privt- 
leges of complete independence,” and to this end ample powers were 
given to the Filipinos in the management of their affairs, limited solely 
to a certain degree by the exercise of sovereignty by the people of the 
United States, the most logical application of the law would be to 
respect the free exercise by the Filipino people of the powers granted 
them, so long as that exercise does not hinder the exercise of the rights 
of sovereignty by the Government of the United States. These 
powers comprise executive, legislative, and judicial affairs. The only 
effect of the limitation prescribed by the Jones law in the exercise 
of our autonomous powers fs to reserve in favor of the United States 
sufficient authority and power to prevent the impairment by the Fili- 
pino people of the national sovereignty and international obligations 
of the United States. 

This reservation of power is effective and complete, even if the Jones 
luw were to be construed in a broad and liberal sense. In the first 
place, the Philippine Legislature can not approve any law without 
the concurrence of the Governor General and in some cases without 
that of the President of the United States. Even if a law had received 
the sanction or concurrence of the Governor General or of the Presi 
dent of the United States, as the case may be, Congress still has 
the power to annul the same or declare it ineffective, And if Congress 
does not take action on the matter and the constitutionality of a 
law is raised in the courts of justice, these have the power to deciare 
it null as unconstitutional. As regards administrative affairs, the 
same effective check exists; the chiefs of the various offices of the 
Government are under the administrative control of the department 
heads, who in turn are under the immediate supervision of the 
Governor General. 

The phrase “ responsibility without authority,” which appears in 
recent official reports and which is now invoked as the suprema ratio 
for the unlimited exercise of executive powers, is nothing new in the 
history of American occupation in these islands. It was used for 
the first time when the Schurman commission r jected the propost- 
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tion that American recognize the independence of the Philippines under 
anu Ate in protectorate The phrase was repeated when the plan 
of cgoverument for the Philippine Islands was being discussed. It 
was suid then that as long as America was sovereign in the Phbilip- 


control 
incisputed | 


pines her 


the 
that 


over 
and 


insular should be absolute 
whatever delegation of powers is granted 


government 
and 


to the inhabitants of the islands it must be accompanied by the 
pecessary reservation in favor of the sovereign Nation whose rights 
shoutd remain ample and unguestioned. But those who so believed 
had im mind precisely a Territorial form of government, because under 


such a form ofl 
the right 
jng that the 


Hponsibilty 


government the Congress 
local legislation. 
reservation of such 


should be an 


of the United States retains 
it was never the understand- 
authority commensurate with re- 
absolute, unlimited, and all-embracing 


to velo any 


autboriiy in the hands of an administrative officiel, be he Governor 
General or any other. 

The authority of our organic laws does not spring from the Con- 
atiiution of the United States but from the Congress of the United 
States. Congress cin prescribe any form of government for the 
Philippine Islands. It can suppress present powers and substitute 
others. It can change our form of government for one more compli- 
cated or more simple, as it deems fit It can concentrate powers in 
one person or distribute them ‘among various persons or various 
hroupe 

Iiut when Congress, in the exercise of powers granted it by the 
Constitution, organized a government here, and instead of conferring 


«1 
ual 


the powers upon the Gevernor General, it provides for an autono- 


mous goyernment in the hands of the inhabitants as a preparation 
for their independence, its intention can not be questioned and must 
be respected as final. The error of those who insist that there is a 


duality of responsibility here, in their attempt to nullify our autonomy, 


consist precisely in mistaking international responsibility for internal 
responsibilltys In the eyes of the foreign powers of the world we 
are, according to existing treaties, a dependency of the United States; 
and as such the Tnited States internationally exercises direct, ample, 
and complete authority over us. But within the cirele of our 
domestic government the authority of the United States ‘has been 
delegated to the Filipino people, subject only to certain limitations. 


Absolute authority 
the 


wove 


and control by the United States was possible only 
military régime. As armed resistance weakened the 
had at first to share with and later on to sur- 
render all his governmental powers to a civil entity—-the commission. 
Those duys of concentrated power, cither military or civil, have, 
however, Jong passed. A Hiberal régime has taken the place of that 
of the days of the empire. The times have moved steadily toward 
liberty. The Filipinos know that theirs is now an autonomous régime ; 
that they and not the ‘Governor ‘General are being subjected to a 
test; that they and net the Governor General ere in duty bound ‘to 
establish a stable government and that they, and only they, 
are committed te the ‘task of hastening ‘the day for the granting of 
their independence. ‘They, therefore, have the right to follow and 
be guided by their own lerders and to expect fhat their control ‘in 
the government of their own country be real, ample, and effective. 


during 


military nor 


here ; 


There recently appeared an editorial in the National Repub- 
lican, of Washington, D. C., of March 22, 1924, claiming that 
Congress was without right to surrender the Philippines. Asan 
auswer to this charge which has been made a number of times 
in the United States and elsewhere, I include an article on this 
subject by Mr. Jorge Bocobo, dean of the College of Law of 
the University of the Philippines. His article was entitled, 


“Can Congress declare the Philippines independent?” His 
statement is as follows: 


Tt ie contended by some advoce'ttes of permanent retention of ‘the 
Thilimpines by the United States that the Congress ‘has no constitu- 
tional power to grant independence to the Philippimes, and that an 
amendment to the American Constitution would be necessary for such 
purpose. So novel a preposition is seriously advanced for the first 
time in the history of American occupation of the Philippines. Both 
the Congress and the executive department of the Untted States, as 
well as the American people im general, have always beld that the 
power to declare the Philippines independent resides in the Congress. 
But, dmasmuch as in certain quarters the point is vicorously pressed, 
the present discussion ts submitted, wherein it is shown that ‘the Con- 
gress of the United States is authorized by fhe Constitution to grant 
the beon of political independence ‘to the Philippines, 

I 
THE POWER TO DISPOSE 


Article IY, section 8, of the United States Constitution provides that 
“The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful 
rules and regulations respecting the territory or other property be- 
longing to the United States.” 

The authority granted to Congress in this clause is twofold—(1) to 
make all needful rules and regulations and (2) to dispose of territory. 
The first power enables the Congress to provide for the government of 
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Territories, and the second gives Congress full and ample authority to 
sell, cede, alienate, part with, relinquish, or otherwise give up any 
territory of the United States. The phrase “to dispose of” is as com- 
prehensive as any that could have been employed in order to grant to 
Congress the utmost power to decide upon the fate of Tervitories. The 
words “ to dispose of” are defined in Webster’s New International Dic- 
tionary as “ to determine the fate of; to fix the condition, employment, 
etc., of; to direct or:assign for a use. To get rid of; te put out of the 
way; to finish with. To transfer to the control of some ene else, as by 
selling; to alienate; to part with; to relinquish; to bargain away.” In 
view of this settled and undisputable meaning of the phrase “ to dispose 
of,” there can be no question but that under Article IV, section 3, of the 
Constitution the Congress can, in the exercise of its functions as the 
repository of Federal legislative power, constitutionally pass a law 
granting independence to the Philippines. 

That the authority of Congress over Porto Rico and the Philippines 
is unlimited has been laid down by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the famous “ Insular cases.” In the case of Downes v. Bid- 
well (1900) (182 U. 8S. 244, 45 L. Ed. 1088, 1105-1106) Mr. Justice 
Brown, who announced the opinion of the majority of the court to the 
effect that the island of Porto Rico by the treaty of Paris had not been 
incorporated into and made a part of the United States, and therefore 
the revenue clauses of the Constitution did not apply to said island, 
said: 

“s * © If it be once conceded that we are at liberty to ac- 
quire foreign territory, a presumption arises that our power with 
respect to such territories is the same power which other nations 
have been accustomed to exercise with respect to territories ac- 
quired by them. If, in limiting the power which Congress was te 
excercise within the United States, it was also intended to limit it 
with regard to such territories as the people of the United States 
should thereafter acquire, such limitations should have been ex- 
pressed. Instead of that, we find the Constitution speaking only to 
States, except in the territorial clause, which is absolute in terms 
and suggestive of no limitations upon the power of Congress in 
dealing with them. The States could only delegate to Congress 
such powers as they themselves possessed, and as they had no 
power to acquire new territory they had none to delegate in that 
connection. The logical inference from this is that if Congress had 
power to acquire new territory, which is conceded, that power was 
not hampered by the constitutional provisions. If, upon the other 
hand, we assume that the territorial clause of the Constitution was 
not intended to be restricted to such territory as the United States 
then possessed, there is nothing in the Constitution to indicate 
that the power of Congress in dealing with them was intended to 
be restricted by any of the other provisions.” 

In another case referring to Porto Rico (De Lima v. Bidwell (1900), 
182 U. 8S. 1; 45 L. Ed. 1041, 1056) Mr. Justice Brown, speaking for 
the majority of the Supreme Court of the United States, said: 

“But whatever the source of this power, its uninterrupted 
exercise by Congress for a century, and the repeated declarations 
of this court, have settled the law that the right to acquire terri- 
tory involves the right to govern and dispose of it. * * * In 
short, when once acquired by treaty, it belongs to the United 
ae and is subject to the disposition of Congress.” 


II 
THE PHILIPPINES NOT A PART OF THE UNITED STATES 


Whatever may be the state of the law in regard to the power of 
Congress to cede or alienate any territory which has been incorporated 
into the United States, it is clear that Congress may freely transfer 
Or declare the independence of any territory appurtenant to but not a 
part of the United States, such as the Philippine Islands. 

An examination of the ‘treaty of Paris between the United States and 
Spain, dated December 10, 2898, and of the acts of Congress relating 
to the Philippine Islands shows that the Philippine Archipelago has 
not been made a part of the United States. 

Article TX of said treaty ‘stipulates that— 

“The clyil rights and political status of the native inhabitants 
of the territories hereby ceded to the United States shall be deter- 
mined ‘by the Congress.” 

The act of Congress of July 1, 1902, temporarily providing for civil 
government in the Philippine Islands expressly provides that section 
1891 of the Revised Statutes of 1878 shall not apply to the Philippine 
Islands. Sald section 1891 gives force and effect to the Constitution 
and Jaws of the United States, not locally inapplicable, within all 
organized Territories. 

The above provision of the act of Congress of July 1, 1902, is 
supplemented in the act of Congress of August 29, 1916, known as the 
Jones law, section 5 of which states: 

“That the statutory laws of the Dnited States hereafter en- 
acted shall not apply to the Philippine Islands, except when they 
specifically so provide, .or it is so provided in this act.” 

The Supreme Court of the United States has held that the Philip- 
pines has not been made a part of the United States by congressienad 
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i In the ease of Dorr United States (1908) (195 U. 8 158 
143-144), Mr. Justice Day, who delivered the opinion of the « rt, 
Sui 

The legislation upon the subject shows that not only has | 
Congress hitherto refrained from incorporating the Philippi | 
United States, but im the act of 1002, providing for 
temporary clvil gove ment 2 Stat. 691), there is ex 
{ \ that s ym 1 of the Revised Statutes of 1878 Ll} 
! t Phil ne Islands This is t section ¢ 
for ind effect to the Constitution and laws of the United Stat | 
not 1 lly inappl jie, within all the organized territories, and | 
t ry ter? y thereafter organized, as elsewhere within § the 
i : € ; | 

In the case ff Rasmussen y. United States (1905) (197 U. 8 
516. 520), the Supreme Court of the United States, in discussing 
t of A h ! l t ilike the Philippines, Alaska had | 
been incorporated into the United States. Fhe court said, peak | 
thi Mr. Justice White 

\ are brought then to determine whether Alaska has been 
I “ ad into the United Sta as a part et r 18 ly } 
id, as the Philippines ar held, under the sovereignty of t 
i States as a pessession or dependency.” 
l ron, the court said: | 
The treaty concerning Alaska, instead of exhibiting, as did 
the treaty respecting the Philippine Islands, the determinati af 
to reserve the question of the tatus of the acquired territory | 
for ulterior action by Congress, manifested a contrary intention, 
since it is therein expressly declared, in article 8, that: 
The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be admitted to 
the enjoyment of all the rights, advantages, and imnrunities of citi 
ns of the United States; and shall be maintained and pro 
ted in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and 
igion.’ 

Ilaving seen that the Philippine Islands have not been made a part 
of the United States, and bearing in mind the unlimited power of Con 
gress to dispose of territory of the United States, as already set forth 
the conclusion is inevitable that Cougress may declare the Philippine 
Islands independent. 

In the concurring opinion of Mr. Justice White in the case of 
Downes v. Bidwell, supra, he holds that Congress may not sell, alien 
ate, or cede territory which is “an integral part of the United States,” 
but he seems to entertuin the belief that territory which has not been 
incorporated into the United States may be ceded or transferred by 
Congress Needless to say, if Congress can alienate the Philippine 
Islands, that bedy may also grant independence to the Philippines. 
Mr. Justice White’s observations follow (182 U. s. 244, 815-318): 


‘The reasoning which has sometimes heen indulged in by those 
who asserted that the Constitution was not at all operative in the 
Territories is that, as they were acquired by purchase, the right 
to buy included the right to sell. This has been met by the propo- 
sition that if the country purchased and its inhabitants became 
incorporated inte the United States, it came under the shelter of 
the Constitution, and no power existed to sell American citizens. 
In conformity to the principles which I have admitted, it is im- 
possible for me to say at oné and the same time that territory 
is an integral part of the United States protected by the Constt- 
tution and yet the safeguards, privileges, rights, and immunities 
which arise from this situation are so ephemeral in their char- 
acter that by a mrere act of sale they may be destroyed. And ap- 
plying this reasoning to the provisions of the treaty wnder con- 
sideration, to me it seems indubitable that if the treaty with 
Spain incorporated alf the territory ceded into the United States 
it resulted that the millions of people to whom that treaty related 
were, without the consent of the American people as expressed by 
Congress, and without any hope of relief, indissolubly made a part 
of our common country. 

“ Undoubtedly, the thought that under the Constitution power 
to dispose of people and territory, and thus fo annihilate the 
rights of American citizens, was contrary to the conception of the 
Constitution entertained by Washington and Jefferson. In the 
written suggestions of Mr. Jefferson, when Secretary of State, re 
ported to President Washington in March, 1792, on the subject of 
proposed negotiations between the United States and Spain, which 
were intended to be communicated by way of instruction to the 
commissioners of the United States appointed to manage such 
negotiations, it was observed, in discussing the possibility as to 
compensation being demanded by Spain ‘for the ascertainment of 
our right’ to navigate the lower part of the Mississippi, as follows: 

“*We have nothing else’ (than a relinquishment of certain 
claims on Spain) ‘to give in exchange; for as to territory, we 
bave neither the right nor the disposition to alienate an inch of 
what belongs to any member of our Union. Such a proposition, 
therefore, is totally inadmissible and not to be treated for a mo- 
ment.’ (Ford’s Writings of Jefferson, vol. 5, p. 476.) 





“The rongh draft of these observations was submitted to Mr 
Hamilton, then Secretary of the ‘1 : for suggestior 
viously to sending it to the President » time before Mar 
and Hamilten made the following, amor othe notes upon 

*Pa 25. Is it true that the | «i S uy » rig ' 
0 nate an inch of the territory in 
I ssity mated j nother place rw ! 
the denial of such a right? It is apy ie 1 t 
wi h restrict the lienation of ritory ft : x 
e ty is af cable rather to p terri . i 

ted I Z 

S es to ! at x vl \ f 
to b uF lw t I W 
vol. 5, p. 443.) 

“ Respecting ft! Y > Mr. Jeff l ot nted foll 

: rhe power t ! te 1 eoT I f y 
not an g the eo ted wers gi by t Cor t ! 
G 1 Go % that 1 
: i t x 3 wil ! may t 
v h is } ind 1 a littl sell tt I 1 
thet lve ! rt ! . t I 1 
t i e requ i i ¢ I t ! l reel } h 
jude He vy it not be hoped that 1 ‘ ure 
f ver laid to rest by the twelfth amendment, once made a irt of 
the Constitution, declaring expressly that “ the y rs not 1 
gated to the United States by the Cor tution are rese 1 to the 
States respectively "? And if the General Government ha no 
power to alienate the territory of a State, it is too irt tibl in 
argument to deny ourselves the us of it n the present occa 
sior (Ibid 

‘The opinions of Mr. Jefferson, however, met tl approva f 
President Washington On March 18, 1792, in inclosing to 
commissioners to Spain their commission, he said, among other 
thing 

‘You will herewith receive your commission, as also observa- 

tions on these several subjects reported to the President and ap 
proved by him, which will therefore serve as instructions for vou 
These expressing minutely the sense of our Government id t 
they wish to have done, it Is unnecessary for me to do more here 
than desire you to pursue these obiects unremittingly,’ ete (Ford's 


Writings of Jefferson, vol. 5, p. 456.) 

“When the subject matter to which the negotiations related is 
considered, it becomes evident that the word ‘State’ as above 
used related merely to the territory which was either claimed by 
some of the States, as Mississippi territors ~as by Georgia, or to 
the Northwest Territory, embraced within the ordinance of 1787, 
h had also 
been endowed with all the rights and privileges conferred by that 


or the territory south of the Ohio (Tennessee), wl 


ordinance, and all which territory had originally been ceded by 
States to the United States under express stipulations that such 
ceded territory should be ultimately formed into States of the 
Union. And this meaning of the word ‘State’ is absolutely in 
accord with what I shall hereafter have occasion to demonstrate 
was the conception entértained by Mr. Jefferson of what consti 
tuted the United States, 

“True, from the exigency of a calamitous war or the nec: 


I = 'y 
of a settlement of boundaries, it may be that citizens of ie 
United States may be expatriated by the action of the ft: 


making power, impliedly or expressly ratified by Congress 


acy 


“But the arising of these particular conditions can not Justify 
the general proposition that territory which is an integral part 
of the United States may, as a mere act of sale, be disposed of. 
If, however, the right to dispose of an incorporated American 
Territory and citizens by the mere exertion of the power to sell 
be conceded, arguendo, it would not relieve the dilemma. It is 
ever true that, where a malign principle is adopted, as long as tt 
error is adhered to it must continue to produce fits baleful results 
Certainly, if there be no power to acquire subject to a eondition, 
it must follow that there is no authority to dispose of subject to 
conditions, since it can not be that the mere change of form of 
the transaction could bestow a power which the Constitution h 
not conferred It would follow, then, that any conditions annexed 
to a disposition which looked to the protection of the people of 
the United States, or to enable them to safeguard the disposal of 
territory, would be void; and thus it wonld be that either the 
United States must hold en absolutely or must dispose of anco 
ditionally. 

“A practical iNustration will at once meke the consequen 

*clear. Suppose Congress should determine that the millions o 
inhabitants of the Philippine Islands should not continue appu: 
tenant to the United States, but that they should be allowed to 
establish an antonomous government outside of the Constitution 
of the United States, coupled, however, with such conditions pro 
viding for control as far omly as essential to the guaranty of life 
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d propert and to protect against foreign encroachment. If 


th proposition of incorporation be well founded, at once the 
qu ion would arise whether the ability to impose these condi 
tions existed ince no power was conferred by the Constitution to 
annex conditions which would limit the disposition And if it be 
that the question of w the territory is immediately fit for incor 
poration when it is aequired is a judicial and not a legislative one 
it would follow that the validity of the conditions would also come 
within the ope of judicial authority, and thus the entire political 
poliey of the Governu i be alone controlled by the judiciary.” 
Itt 

Cr ‘ { VITH r CONSTITUTI AL AMENDMENT 

If Congr ‘ uid grant independence to the Philippines without 
constitutional amendment uuld not be acting wit i preced 
in the } ry the United States These precedents ar (1) 1 

ons of territory of tI United States in treaties settling boundary 
dispute nd (2) the withdrawal of American authority over Cuba. 

As to the treaties of cession whereby the United States, by the 
treaty il power of the President and the Senate, the right to 
cede territor y treaty has been admitted, the onl 1oted point 

ng wheth he consent of the State where the territory is located 
hould be obtained. Inasmuch as the Vhilippine Islands is not within 

ny St Unie the controversy as to the need of consent of 
the State concerned is not applicable in the present case 

Butler ir is work on fhe Treaty-making Power of the United 
States,” volume 2, page 193, mentions article 3 of the Adams-De Onis 
treaty of 1819 between the United States and Spain (1 S. Tr. and 
Con. 18S, 1016), which concludes thus: 

“The two high contracting parties agree to cede and renounce 
all their rights, claims, and pretensions to the territories de 
scribed by the said Jine; that is to say, the United States hereby 
cede to is Catholi Majesty, and renounce forever, all their 
rights, claims, and pretensions, to the territories lying west and 
south of the above described line; and, in like manner, His 
Catholic Majesty cedes to the said United States all his rights, 
claim ind pretensiol to any territories cast nei iorth of th 
said line, and for himself, bis heirs, and successors, renounces all 
Claims to the said territori forever.” 

It will be noted that the treaty actually made use of the word 
* cedk Butler savs tp. 193) regarding this treaty 

“By this treaty the United States renounced, or ceded, a large 
tract which ineluded the whole of Texas, as well as a great deal 
of the Mexican territory which was ceded to the United States by 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo in 1848, after the Mexican War.” 


The northeastern boundary dispute between Great Britain and the 
United States is another Instance Butler refers to that case in the 
following words (pp. 387-391) : 

‘In 1842 the dispute between this country and Great Britain 
over the northeastern boundary reached a very acute condition. 
Both countries made claims to a large extent of territory and 
some adjustment had to be arrived at in order to prevent actual 
hostilities. The controversy was finally settled by the Webster- 
Ashburton treaty, and a part-of the territory claimed by the 
State of Maine was included in the territory relinquished by the 
United States to Great Britain. Daniel Webster, then Secretary 
of State, declared in the course of the correspondence that the 
United States had no power to dispose of any part of the territory 
of a State by treaty without the consent of the State. Chancellor 
Ken differed with him, dec laring that ‘the better opinion would 
seem to be that such a power of cession does reside exclusively in 
the treaty-making power under the Constitution, although a safe 
discretion would forbid the exercise of it without the consent of 
any State.’ ” 

Butler is of the opinion that the central Government of the United 
States can cede territory to another power. He says in the same 
work (pp. 393-394) : 

“476. Conclusions deduced from the settlement of this contro- 
versy : The relations between this country and Great Britain had 
become so greatly strained owing to the disputes as to the north- 
eastern boundary that the only way to prevent war was to abso- 
lutely relinquish all title to the northeastern corner of Maine; 
even if any interested State had refused to grant its consent to 
the cession, and even if opposition had been interposed, as for- 
tunately was not the case, the central Government of the United 
States could certainly have ceded to Great Britain all that it did 
cede by the treaty of 1842, and thereby perform an act inuring to 
the benefit of every State of the Union, including the States 
affected by the new boundary line. . 

“If it be said only a part of a State was involved in that case, 
and that although the power might possibly be exercised as to a 
part of a State, an entire State could not have been ceded away, 
the answer can only be that if the salvation of every other State 
in the Union depended upon the boundary line being so fixed 
thht an entire State should be included in British possessions, and 


| 








in default thereof the Union might have been plunged into a war 
resulting in its destruction, undoubtedly the treaty-making power 
in the central Government would have been able to accomplish 
that result, and it might have been just as necessary to exercise 
it, as at times it has been necessary to amputate a limb in order 
to save the life itself; in such extreme cases (and it is to be 
hoped they will never occur) the full extent of the power would 
have to be exercised—regretfully, indeed, but nevertheless effect- 
ually.” 

As to the case of the independence of Cuba, it is true that the 
occupation of the island by the United States was brief and temporary, 
but it can not be gainsaid that American sovereignty attached thereto 
from the moment the American flag was hoisted there as symbol of 
American authority. The withdrawal of the American forces was there- 
fore to all intents and purposes a giving us of territory belonging to 
the United States. 

That the United States 
from the 


did exercise sovereignty over Cuba is evident 
wording of joint resolution of Congress of April 20, 1898, 
declaring war upon Spain. Section 4 of said resolution reads: 

That the United States hereby disclaim any disposition or 
intention to exercise sovercignty, jurisdiction, or control over said 
island, except for the pacification thereof, and asserts its deter- 
mination when that is accomplished to leave the government and 
control of the island to its people.” 

The above language denotes that the United States intended to 
and actually did exercise sovereignty over Cuba for the purpose of 
pacification, and that the United States intended to have and did 
have the government and control of the island before pacification was 
accomplished. 

This conclusion is strengthened by a perusal of the message of 
President McKinley to Congress on December 38, 1900, which reads 
in part as follows: 

‘Under the authority of the United States, as temporary occu- 
pant of Cuba, a general election was held in the island on the 
third Saturday in September, 1900.” 

Occupation of Cuba by the United States lasted nearly four years 
following the treaty of Paris of December 10, 1898. During that time 
all the functions of government were in operation under the authority 
of the United States. It was not till May 20, 1902, that American 
sovereignty was wiltuidrawn from the island. In announcing such 
withdrawal President Roosevelt, on May 10, 1902, said in a letter to 
the President and Congress of the Republie of Cuba: 

“On the 20th of this month the military governor of Cuba 
will by my direction transfer to you the control and government 
of the island of Cuba, to be thenceforth exercised under the pro- 
visions of the constitution adopted by your constitutional con- 
vention as on that day promulgated.” 

The fact that the control and government of the island of Cuba 
was transferred from the United States to the Republic of Cuba on 
May 20, 1902, necessarily implies that before that date the control 
and government of Cuba was vested in the United States. All this 
was done in virtue of a joint resolution of Congress without any 
constitutional amendment, and the constitutionality of the withdrawal 
of American sovereignty from Cuba was not at all doubted. 

If it be urged that the government of the island of Cuba under 
American sovereignty was only temporary and that therefore there 
can be no analogy between that island and the Philippines, we reply 
that American occupation of the Philippines is also temporary accord- 
ing to solemn avowals of the executive and legislative departments 
of the United States. 

Doctor Schurman, president of the first Philippine Commission, con- 
strued the American policy to mean: 

“ Ever-increasing liberty and self-government *® * * and it 
is the nature of such continuously expanding liberty to issue in 
independence.” 

President Taft, while civil governor of the Philippine Islands, on 
the 17th of December, 1903, said: 

“From the beginning to the end of the State-papers which 
were circulated in these islands as authoritative expressions of 
the Executive, the motto that ‘the Philippines are for the Fili- 
pinos and that the Government of the United States is here for 
the purpose of preserving the Philippines for the Filipinos,’ for 
their benefit, for their elevation, for their civilization, again and 
again appear. * * *® 

‘““Whether an autonomy or independence or quasi independence 
shall ultimately follow in these islands ought to depend solely on 
the question, Is it best for the Filipino people and their welfare?” 

When Mr. Taft was Secretary of War in April, 1904, in the course of 
a speech upon the Philippines he said: 

“When they—the Filipinos—have learned the principles of suc- 
eessful popular self-government from a gradually enlarged expe- 
rience therein we can discuss the question whether independence is 
what they desire and grant it, or whether they prefer the retention 
of a closer association with the country which, by its guidance, 
has unselfishly ted them on to better conditions,” 
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Tn 1908, after the Philippine Assembly had been opened, President 
Roosevelt in his message to Congress said: 
‘I trust that within a generation the time will arrive when the 


jinos can decide for themselves whet! 





Filiy ier it is well for them to 
hecor independent or to continue under the protection of a 
trong and disinterested power, able to guarantee to the islands 
r at honre and protection from foreign invasion.” 
President Wilson in a message to the Philippine people, delivered by 
G nor Harrison in Manila, October 6, 1913, said: 

“We regard ourselves as trustees acting not for the advantage 
of the United States but for the benefit of the people of the 
Vhilippine Islands. Every step we take will be taken with a view 
to the ultimate independence of the islands and as a preparation 


for that independence.” 


When Congress for the first time assumed control of the government 
of the Philippines and passed the Philippine bill of July 1, 1902, that 
body used the following language in the title of the act: 


*An act temporarily to provide for the administration of the 
affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for otber 
purposes.” 

In the preamble 
gress of the United has declared 

“ Whereas it is, as it has always been, the purpose of the people 

of the United States to withdraw their sovereignty over tl 

pine Islands and te their 

stable government ean be established 


of the 
States 


Jones law, act of August 29, 1916, the Con 


*hilip- 
recognize independenee 


therein; and 


aS soen as Aa 


“ Whereas fer the speedy aceomplishment of such purpese it ts 
desirable to place in the hands of the people of the Philippines 
as large a control of their domestic affairs as can be given them 
without in the meantime impairing the exercise of the rights 


of sovereignty by the people of the United States in order 


that by 
the 


and governarental powers 
the better prepared to fully assume the responsibili- 
ties and enjoy all the privileges of complete independence,” 


lV 


use and exercise of popular franchis 


they may be 
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A POLITICAL ACT 
The only purpo f raising the question of the nstitutionality 
of an act of Congress granting independence to the Philippines would 
be, aside from its obstructionist object, that such a law would be | 
annulted by the Supreme Court of the United States on the ground 
that it is unconstitutional. But the question is merely theoretical 
and speculative, inasmuch as the Supreme Court of the United States 
would pever take cognizance of it, because the declaration of inde 


pendence of the Philippines by the United States Congress would be 


a political act, beyond the jurisdiction of the courts to question or 
control Ft is a well-settled doctrine steadfastly adhered to by the 
eourts that they will not interfere with acts of a political characte: 
of the executive and legislative departments of the Government 


Charles H. Burr, in his essay on “ The Treaty-Making Power of the 


United States and the Methods of its Enforcement as Affecting the 
Police Powers of the States,” whieh won the Henry M. Phillips prize 
of $2,000 on April 20, 1912, says on page 30L: 


“ This question of the right of the treaty-nfaking pewer to cede 
territory is wholly political 


a question, and when, if ever, it 
arises for determination, it will necessarily be determined upon 
wholly political considerations. If it be found necessary or ad 


visable for the United States Government to cede territory, the | 


manner of the ceding will be immaterial. Whatever the Nattonal 
Governnrent does a government, will, it is apprehended, be 
recognized by the Supreme Court as a political act, and as a thing 

accomplished.” 
Butler in bis work, already 

Power of the United States,’ says (Vol. II, p. 898): 

=a apparent that courts of the United States woukd have 
no jurisdiction over questions which might arise from the cession 

of territery by the United States to other powers.” 

Vv 


JURISTS AND OTHER 


a8 


mentioned, on “ The Treaty-Making 


is 


AUTHORITIPS 

The opinion of jurists and other authorities on this question supports 
our proposition. 

Professor Willoughby, in his standard work on the Constitution, says 
(Vol. I, p. 513): 

“Should the alienation be by the way of granting independence 
to particular territory—as, fer example, Porto Rico or the Philip- 
pine Islands—this could be done by joint resolution.” 

Justice George A. Malcolm, of the Supreme Court of the Philippine 
Islands, recognized as the foremost authority on constitutional law 
affecting the Philippine Islands, bas expressed himself in the following 
manner in his book on “ The Government of the Philippine Islands” 
(pp. 350-351) : 

“ Careful analyses reaching back to other settled constitutional 
doctrines are here preferable. If, therefore, the United States can 
acquire or cede territory without express constitutional authority, 
why can not the seme sovereign power which permits of such 


action likewise permit unincorporated P ry to be made itnide 
pendent? What difference is there between ession to another 
foreign power and cession to gnaother people nporarily nder 
Ar n ntrol? If the United States 1 treaty iss on 
th on of freedom to Cuba, why can it not few i ! 
under the power reserved by the me treaty to mnt 
to this power, hand over a similar right to f) P} nes? If 
the freeing of the Philippines is deemed wi f m the star nt 
of national necessity, or advantage, or for reasons wl rt into 
consideration benefits to the Filipino people, what individual 
citizen can be heard to complain? If other sovereicn s 2 
recognize form@® portions of their territory as independent 
cause foreed to do so, why can not the United States as ver 
of equal rank recognize the Philippin as a republic, hecanse 1 
wishes to do so? And if Congress or its agent, the Pr: lent. s l 
recognize the Philippines toe be a sovercignty, how long on such a 
political question would a HNtigant have standing in a court? 
Plain answers to these interregatories, if the premises be 
eded, ist, by a logic inexorable and final, lead te an affirmative 
conelusion. And the premises, it is believed, mn not kx nder- 
mined 

It is respectfully submitted that the United Statea bas a 
legal and constitutional right to admit the Philippine Islands into 
the Union us a State, or to cede the Philippine Islands te a ‘foreign 
power, or to declare the Philippine Islands independent.” 

Ip the debate in Congress on the Louisiana Purchase Mer. Nicholson 
said in the eourse of his speech defending the step taken by Jefferson 

‘The Territory was purchased by the United States in their 
cerporate capacity and may be disposed of by them at their pleas- 
wy (Annal&S of Congre 1903-4, p t71, 1 ted in Magoon's 
“The law of civil goverument in territory subject to milit vy 
occupation,” p. 78.) 

Carman F. Randolph in his book on “ The Law and Policy of Aunex 
tion declares (pp. 147-148 

* * * Should a project of cession affect State land, the 
St onsent must | ired, but outlying territery the Federal 
Goverpbment is as free to Je aS tO acquire without the express 
consent of the States. 

As I have found no gal objection to our treaty-makiug bedy 
annexing land without the consent of the Mouse of Representatives, 
I fivd none to its ceding land of its own motion And territery 
may be severed as well as annexed by joint resolution of Congress, 

Chere is ne merit in the assertion that recognition of the Con 
stitution in the Philippines, with its consequence of conferring 
citizenship upon Filipinos, will preclude, legally or morally, our 
withdrawal from the islands because of consequences of allen- 
ating citizens, 

\s the extension of ignty over tert ip il 
matter not reviewab the urts, so ils withd val ind in tha 
latter, as in the former case, the exer f pow it Dp t 
able by the inbabftants 

In view of all the foregoing, the writer is of th pinion that the 
Congress of the United States has full wer wit it the need of a 
constitutional amendment, to grant independence to the Philippine 


Islands. 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, the people of the United States, as 
well as the Members of the Congress, are not well informed 
touching the question of Philippine independence. One reason 
is that the Philippines are so far away and we have so many 
problems at home. I bring this information to the attention of 
the people of the United States, as well as to the Congress, with 


the hope that they will read it and that the same will invite 
their further examination into the obligations and promises 


which we have assumed and made to the Filipino people. In 
other words, I ask that the Members of Congress and the people 
generally study this subject for the purpose of learning 
facts and the truth 

MODIFY THE VOLSTEAD ACT 


Mr. BERGER. Mer. Speaker and gentlemen, the old saying 
that we shall use but not abuse seems to hold the best solution 
of the drink problem alse, so far as a solution 
by human wisdom. 

And this adage holds good not only in regard to wine, heer. 
and fermented beverages but as to any article of the daily 
diet. It is just as easy to evereat as to overdrink, and more 
people overeat than overdrink. 

In ancient Rome, for instance, 
to be drunkenness but glutteny. Tacitus says a good deal more 
about. the feed and the sauces than about the wine at the 
patrician banquets. And gluttony, rather than drunkenness, is 
the usual theme of the satires of Juvenal. 

WORLD NOT PURBGED OF CURSE 

We are told by the Anti-Saloon League, however, that the 

world would be a better place without “the curse of drink.” 


the 


TO REMOVE THE EVILS OF PROHIBITION 


is diseoy erable 


the national sin did not seem 
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With this I But let me ask, Have the prohibitionists 
purged the world of the curse of drink? Is there not now more 
and worse drunkenness to be found in most of the large cities 
of the United States than ever before? 

On the other hand, what about the blessings of drink which 
consist in true temperance? Is it not a fact that a certain 
nimount of wine or alcoholic drink is necessary to social happi- 
ness, Wilhessed to by the fact that even now there is hardly a 
festivity, either in the circles of the rich or of the poor, where 
some wine or other drink is not procured—if it is at all pro- 
curable? With this difference, that since an honest and healthy 
beverage is hard to get on account of prohib#@@ion, the American 
people are often apt to use all sorts of substitutes or concoctions 
more or less poisonous. 








agree, 


HELPED TO INSPIRE MANY NOBLE MEN 


It is unnecessary for me to state what part 
have played in the history of nations. 

Wine and beer have helped to inspire the noblest races and 
the noblest men. 

Without wine and beer three-fourths of all poetry and more 
than one-half of all art would have been lost to us. Without 
wine and beer the lot of the common man, so terrible during the 
early and Middle Ages—-when the life of the peasant was the 
pawn of every petty lord—would have been simply unbearable. 
He would then have been deprived of what little blessedness 
these drinks sent to him, 

And this is the case in no small extent with the workmen of 
to-lay—the modern proletarian—who has been deprived of his 
beer and his wine, and who, only too often, is now using poison- 
ous moonshine, 


wine and beer 


SAXON, CELT, AND TEUTON ALIKB IN THIS RESPECT 

But let us look over the pages of history of our race. 

One of the simplest lessons history teaches even the casual 
observer is that the drinking -the liberal consumers of 
wine and beer and ale—have always been in the vanguard of 
human progress, 


races 


These nations have always been the greatest fighters for 
human freedom. They have always made the greatest sacri- 


fices for liberty whenever necessary. 

We have only to remember the stout English barons who 
wrested the Magna Charta—England’s first charter of liberty— 
from the unwilling despot, King John. We have just to think 
of the brave and valiant but beer-drinking Teutons, who suc- 
cessfully resisted and finally overwhelmed the colossal world 
power of Rome. I might also point to the heroic, wine-loving 
Celts, who fought for freedom and for everything else in every 
land. How many genuine Irishmen are prohibitionists to-day? 

REASONABLE DRINKING IN FRANCE 

We also know it was the gallant citizenry of France, drink- 
ing wine every day with its food, which at the end of the 
eighteenth century in a mighty revolution shattered the thrones 
of Europe. 

In short, if any reasonable amount of drinking destroys the 
people, it is hard to say where any of the northern races would 
be. There are the Scotch, for instance. The Scotch were 
always noted for three very powerful traits—religion, educa- 
tion, and whisky. And if drink were to destroy peoples, the 
Scots would have ceased to exist long ago. Yet, with all this 
the Scots are and have been for centuries one of the most noted 
racial groups in all the human family. 

Such are the other northern peoples of Europe—the English, 
the Germans, the Scandinavians, the Russians—some of them 
even drinkers of hard liquor—and on the average more drunken 
than the southern and southeastern Europeans. The hopes of 
civilization, however, seem to rest on these hardy northern 
races in spite of their drinking habits. 

OUR IMMIGRATION LAW FAVORS DRINKING NATIONS 

Just lately Congress passed an immigration bill making the 
census of 1890 the percentage for admission, which basis 
strongly favors these drinking nations. 

On the other hand, the most abstinent people of the world 
nowadays, as far as alcohol is concerned—are the Moham- 
medans (Turks, Arabs, and the rest) and the peoples of Japan, 


India, and China. But these prohibitionists are evidently 
almost excluded from settling in our country. 
Mohammed forbade aleoholic beverages. Christ did not. 


Neither did Moses. 


é THE “ PROHIBITION ’” RACDS 
The European nations, as a rule, have all through history 
been great consumers of alcoholic drinks. Nevertheless it 
would be hard to persuade even the most ardent of prohibi- 
tionists that the Europeans are behind the Mohammedans and 
Hindus in usefulness and virtue and other essentials of civili- 
zation 
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We all know that the contrary is the case. As a matter of 
fact, we see a handful of beer and ale drinking Englishmen 
holding in subjection 300,000,000 Hindu teetotalers. 

ALL GREAT MEN WERE DRINKING MEN 

Moreover, there can be no question that all the great men 
known in history, from Noah and Julius Cwsar down to 
General Grant, have been drinking men. There is an inscrip- 
tion about beer even on Tutankhamen’s coffin. George Wash- 
ington was not a prohibitionist, neither was Thomas Jefferson, 
nor Alexander Hamilton. 

In fact, moderate and temperate drinking seemed to be a 
help to the ablest men in history, because it meant relaxation. 
Raphael Sanzio, Michelangelo, and Rembrandt van Rijn, great 
painters, were moderate drinkers. 

So was William Shakespeare; so were Goethe, Schiller, 
Heine, Shelley, Byron, and every other great poet I know of. 

And how about Bismarck, Gladstone, Moltke, Napoleon? And 
how about our own generals, Sherman and Sheridan, not to 
mention Grant? They were all moderate drinkers. 

Can anyone mention a single great man in history who was 
a prohibitionist, unless he was great as a prohibitionist? 

OUR EARLY HISTORY FAVORED TEMPERANCE, NOT PROHIBITION 


If we look for lessons in our own history as to how to deal 
with intemperance we shall find that under the law of Massa- 
chusetts Bay, passed in 1635, no permission was required for 
the sale of beer and ale, while a license was required for traflic 
in “ardent spirits.” 

WHISKY BARRED IN 1637, BEER FAVORED 

In 1637 the courts first forbade the sale of strong water in 
taverns—prohibiting all intoxicants except beer. This was the 
first attempt in an American colony to promote temperance by 
favoring the use of beer, 

In October, 1649, it was ordered that every grocer and tavern 
keeper should always be provided with good and wholesome 
beer for the entertainment of strangers. 

In 1721 the tax on beer was discontinued. 

An act was passed in June, 1789, “ to encourage the manufac- 
ture and consumption of strong beer, ale, and other malt 
liquors,” wherein it is declared that “the wholesome qualities 
of malt liquors are greatly recommended to general use as an 
important means of preserving the health of the citizens of the 
Common wealth.” 

Intemperance had grown to a publie evil in the colony of 
Virginia as early as 1623. 

VIRGINIA AND PENNSYLVANIA PASSED LAWS FAVORING BEER 


One of the most important of all colonial laws bearing on the 
liquor traffic was passed in 1644 in Virginia. Under this law, 
no intoxicating drinks, except strong beers, were permitted to 
be sold in the taverns of Virginia. Debts for ardent spirits 
were declared not recoverable, and a discrimination was made 
only in favor of beer. 

In 1658 a law was passed to encourage the planting of hops. 
The Pennsylvania Assembly in 1689 imposed an import duty on 
ardent spirits, but not on beer. In Pennsylvania, as in every 
other American colony, beer was regarded as one of the neces- 
saries of life, which accounts for the discrimination in its 
favor. 

In his address to the assembly in 17138, Governor Gordon, of 
Pennsylvania, deplored the decadence of brewing, and recom- 
mended that the industry be encouraged. 

The lawmakers of Pennsylvania passed acts in 1720 and 1721 
to discourage the use of rum and to encourage the making of 
good beer. 

RARENESS OF BEER LEADS TO RUM REBELLION 


The cheapness of rum, and the superabundance of grain, mak- 
ing every farmer a distiller, together with the economic circum- 
stances at that time, led to a condition of affairs which cul- 
minated in the whisky rebellion. Beer became rare, and in 
1790 there were no less than 5,000 stills in operation, the pro- 
portion being one still for every 89 inhabitants. 

JAMES MADISON FAVORED BEER 


Before the House of Representatives in 1789, James Madison, 
moving the low duty of 8 cents a barrel on malt liquors, hoped 
“that this low rate will be such an encouragement as to in- 
duce the manufacture of beer in every State of the Union.” 

At the great festival held in Philadelphia in July, 1788, to 
celebrate the ratification of the new Constitution by 10 States, 
American beer and American cider were the only liquors per- 
mitted to be used. 

Dr. Benjamin Rush, at one time professor of medicine at the 
University of Pennsylvania, after whom the Rush Medical 


College of Chicago is named, thought that the true solution of 
the drinking problem lay in encouraging the brewing industry. 
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FEW USE HARD LIQUOR THEY DRINK BEER AND WINE 

In the course of an essay praising the thrift, industry, tem- 
perauce, and other virtues of the German inhabitants of Penn- 
sylvania, Doctor Rush said: 

y few of them use hard liquor in their families. Their common 
drink is beer and wine 
rHE VIBW OF ALEXANDER HAMILTON 

In his communication to the House of Representatives March 
4. 1790, Alexander Hamilton, Secretary of the Treasury, rec- 
ommending an increase of specific duties on imported spiritu- 
ous Liquors, said: 

As far as the decrease might be applicable to distilled spirits, it 
would encourage the substitution of cider, beer, and ale, benefit agri- 
culture, and open a new and productive source of revenue. 

THOMAS JEFYERSON AND WINE 

Hamilton's views were fully shared in this regard by his 
great adversary, Thomas Jefferson. 

On December 13, 1818S, we find Thomas Jefferson writing to 
NM. de Neuville in advocacy of the culture of grapes in America, 
vs follows 
No nation is drunken where wine fs cheap, and none sober where 
the dearness of wine substitutes distilled spirits as the common 
beverage 


AND EVEN W. H rari 
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Aud to bring matters down to date, permit me to alse quote 


hat distinguished statesman and lawyer, Hon. William H. Taft, 
former Vresident and now Chief Justice of the United States 
In bis work “ Four Aspects of Civic Duty,” he says: 

NOTHING MORE FOOLISH 


Nothing is more fovlish, nothing more utterly at variance with 
sound policy than to enact a law which by reason of conditions su: 
rounding the community is ineapable of enforcement Such instances 
ire sometimes presented by sumptuary laws, by which the sale of tp- 
toxicating liquor is prohibited under penalties in localities where the 
public sentiment of the Immediate community does net and will not 
sustain the enforcement of the law oo ee 

ty fhe enactment of a drastic law and the failure to enforce it there 
is injected into the public mind the idea that laws are to be observed 
or violated according to the will of those affeeted I need not say 
how altogether pernicious such a loose theory is. © * * The con- | 


fant violation or neglect of any law leads to a demoralized view of all 
laws 


LEADS To SECRET DRINKING 


[ recommend all of these views to the intelligent lawmakers 
of our Congress and to the well-meaning but misguided pro- 
hibitionists. They now compel the secret drinking of alcoholie 
poison, because they can not prevent that; but they can pre- 
vent and do prevent the use of beer and wine. 

THE NEW INDUSTRY 

Result? \ new “industry,” the bootlegging industry, has 
sprung up. It prospers immensely and in some places has 
almost acquired the size of a trust And many Government 
officials are financially interested. 

Lawmakers who understand human nature should not be 
hypocrites. Nor should they be cowards. And they should not 
permit prohibitionists and the Anti-Saloon League thus te pro- 
mote drunkenness 

ALCOHOL NOT A STIMULANT 

There seems to be a general misunderstanding as to the part 
alcoholic beverages play in the human body. 

Alcoholic beverages have often been described as a stimulant. 
[ think that is a mistake. They are not a stimulant. They are 


the cause of relaxation. Every hard-working man needs that | of surplus employees on the pay rolls of the Government or to 


relaxation, and especially in our complex civilization. We need 
that complete rest, that complete relax. 
And that is the reason why so many people who are nervous 
will take drugs when they can not get alcoholic beverages. 
Gentlemen, vou have no right to take away this means of 
relaxation and of rest from those who use it legitimately be- 


cause there are some who do not. Because there are some | 


weak sisters who are not able to use it normally, why should 
everybody else he forbidden to use it normally? 
WHY NOT BAN THE PLAYING OF BASEBALL? 

I ask you, because there is a man with a weak heart who 
can not play baseball, would you forbid the game of baseball 
to everybody? Because there are some people who have weak 
Stomachs and can not eat beefsteak, would you forbid beef- 
steak to the Nation? Because bodily exercise is not good for 
some people, would you forbid bodily exercises to everybody? 

Moreover, it can not be done. 
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MORE ALCOHOL SOLD THAN FVER 


It is notorious that in spite of all the efforts of the entire 
Prohibition Bureau immense quantities of whisky and other 
intoxicating liquors are produced and sold, not only in the 
remote country districts where that has been done always but 
especially in large towns and cities. 

During the last few months many thousand illicit stills have 
been seized and destroyed, and yet that is only a small per 
centage of the many hundred thousands that are still being 
operated. 

What happens under prohibition is simply this: 

PFOPLE GET POISON INSTEAD OF GOOD WHISKY 


Instead of the people drinking lawfully produced beer and 
Wine or even genuine whisky, although I personally am opposed 
to whisky because I believe whisky to be a toxin, people now 
drink strong alcoholic liquors of all kinds and descriptions, 
most of them dangerous and poisonous. 

And while the Government in the past derived hundreds of 
millions of dollars in revenue annually and at the same time 
controlled the liquor trade in every respect, that traffic is now 
ubsolutely beyond and outside of all control. 

This is clearly shown by the police and health records 

INSANITY SHOWS GAIN 


The arrests for drunkenness and the percentage of in- 
sanity caused by aleohol are now much greater than in the days 
when such beverages were produced and sold under the super- 
vision of the United States Government, and when the honest 
brewers and distillers paid taxes not only to Uncle Sam but 
also to the respective States and communities in which they 
lived 

PREE THE PROPLE FROM ILLICIT ALCOHOLISM 

In short, I believe that just at the present time Congress 
could do few things that would prove to be a greater boon to 
the great mass of the people than to repeal the foolish Volstead 
Act. ln place of it we should adopt a law which will declare 
that beer containing 2.75 per cent alcohol and wine that con 
tains no more than 12 per cent are “ nonintoxicating” within 
the meaning of the eighteenth amendment. 

Thus Congress would free eur people from the curse of illicit 
alcoholism with which the United States is now afflicted from 
New York to San Francisce and from the Great Lakes to the 
Gulf of Mexico. The new law would gladden the hearts of 
many millions. It would put an end to bootlegging and make 
moderation a virtue when now “ forbidden fruits” foster vice 
The new law would cause civic morality to flourish again even 
in the high places that are rather barren to-day 

Gentlemen, pass a bill repealing the Volstead law and give us 


|} back beer and light wines 


A PRACTICAL WAY TO REDUCE TAXES 


Mr. CANNON. Mr Speaker, it is now apparent that ad- 
journment will leave practically untouched many of the most 
pressing problems confronting the Congress when it convened 
last December. One of the most important and imperative of 
these relates to the reduction of the number of Federal em- 
ployees. The country is burdened with a constantly growing 
army of tax eaters. Notwithstanding the cessation of war- 
time activities and an insistent demand for a reduction of taxes, 
ihe number of Federal employees, consuming a large propor- 
tion of the income received through taxation, is increasing 
rather than diminishfg. And this Congress, charged as no 
other Congress has ever been charged with the responsibility 
of decreasing expenditures and reducing taxes, is closing the 
session without a systematic effort to inquire into the number 


apply ordinary business methods in reducing the personnel of 
the departments to a reasonable minimum. 

The tax burden of the country is one of the discouraging 
and demoralizing conditions which confronts us both from an 


| economic gid from a moral standpoint. 


| 


Homes are being sold because people are unable to pay their 
taxes. Business men are distressed because they are unable to 
meet their taxes. Farms upon which people have lived for half 
a century, giving their time and their industfty and their effort 
to making homes and rearing families, are now passing from 
them by reason of tax sales. 

Our 40,000,000 workers enjoy an estimated gross income of 
$60,000,000,000, Of that they are contributing about 14 per 
cent for the maintenance of the Government. If they should 
contribute labor instead of dollars every worker would give as 
his share more than seven weeks’ labor every year. Every 
week each one of us would work approximately one day with- 
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One of the principal causes for this persistent increase is ft 
tendency of all departments to take over additional functior 
and enlarge the scope of their jurisdiction. 

Before the Civil War there was a very strong attachment 
the pri: e « wul self-government in all parts of the count 
and theoretically we adhere to this doctrine at the present t 
but the Federal Government is to-day with increasing frequs 


entering new fields of activity, and having once entered 


| activity continues to grow. 


; near! 


| 
( ‘ Government 1 ) ( t 
( Cope Lise ‘ I ‘ ] 
‘ I ri { 1 i\ Li al of | 
e | t nu aployee: 
ld i ind i int « the 
( eus i t o to e highest totals 
I a i hn cng th til rucgl 
it vi e than five yea) nee the close of the war and | 
‘ ‘ sed to | de f a return to a 
peace ( ‘ loyees on the | 
} | ma thar per cent al » that of 1916, and 
} t only in st 1 totals 
I to the population and weal of the country. 
Lhis condition not only augments the drain uy the Treas- | 
thereby directly increase the rate of taxation, but | 
ws from productive employment and creative industry 
lurge numbers of capable workers whose t talents are 
\ e treadmill of needless and supertiuous } 
at I 1 re rhe 
true thie vl of the war created activities which 
re e the service of additional clerks, but the nun r retained 
j ion to 1 requiren Vr ically all 
creaied activities ure centralized in the departments 
hi { ‘ Lhe numbe emp ed in W hington in 
id of 7,000, I t we had 
rein ! enk of ft the num I I 1 to approxi- 
I ‘ 137,000 In the five years that have elapsed since the 
of the armistice the number has naturally been much 
l ed, but there are still in Washington 1 e than 65,000 em 
} l j ( at l ! e 1O0 y ( yre-y ] 
I ! | te cs th { i of li t ‘ | 
nun r required to transact ti business of the 
( ment on a ] e-time basis 
A national survey discloses 544,671 civilian employees of the 
Pederal Government, and the number of officials of all classes | 
ipported by the ta levies is put by the nati l tustrial 


conference at 3,400,000 Of every dozen wave e 


ers one is a 


(iovernment employee. The population of the United States 
has increased something like 40 per cent since 1900, but in that 
tidnne e number of Government employees has more than 
double 
A fair idea of the growth of the Federal service may be 
gathered froin a consideration of the totals from 1901-1924: 
901 be _ 246. 000 1918 aes S . 7. 760 
1uas 301. 000 1920 r cs ~116 
17 nt 306, GOO  ) ae == staid 1&3 
1909 ‘ 340, 000 Tt phieniataiaipeetndntel 863 
1911 260, 000 1983 % i 513 
1 438, O57 1924 512 





rhe significant fact is that, measured by standards of previ- 
ous yeurs, the service is constantly growing in excess of any 


The United States Government is to day probal ly the largest 
employer of labor in the world. With a civil personnel of more 
than 540,000 persons and an annual pay roll of nearly $750,- 
000,000, it presents problems in employment administration of 
greater diversity and importance than those of any private 
industry One person out of every dozen over 16 years of age 
gainfully employed in the United States is on the public pay roll, 
and as a result the American people are footing a huge salary 

nearly $4.000,000,000 a year. 

rhe total cost of this huge army of Government retainers to 
every man, womar 


year, or 46 per 


| of $1,000,000 annually. 


The result is a steady increase in the number of employees ; 
in the expense of administration. 

Glancing at a few of the departments in which this tende 
is to be noted, we find that the Interior Department, exclus 
of Indians and pensions, administered the expenditure « 
$13,342,000 in 1902, and in 1922 $35,000,000, an increase o 
ly 200 per cent within two decades The Departmen 
Commerce, created since 1902, spent in 1922 $20,000,000. 1 
Interstate Commerce Commission spent in 1902 $275,000, In 
in 1922, $5,150,000. And other departments and bureaus 
growing in proportion. 

Some of these departmental usnrpations have more, sor 
less, to show for the money they have spent. But few, one 
started, fail to strike deeper and deeper into the pubtic coffer 
As the country grows, of course, the cost of governing it ma‘ 
be expected to mount. But during the past few years, and 
particularly at the present time, cost is rapidly outstrippil 
growth, with no end in sight. 

In eight years the people have paid out nearly $8,000,000 
to keep the Federal Trade Commission going. It has grown 
and spread and reached out until it is eperating branch offices 
and maintaining a long array of subsections, furnishing job 
for 400 people, from doctors and lawyers down to clerks and 
messengers, at Salaries ranging from $10,000 to $480 a yea 
Thus, a department starting out eight years ago with the idea of 
spending $75,000 a year is now expending in the neighborhood 
Once create a Federal bureau de 
signed to carry out even a temporary scheme of regulation and 
it is created in perpetuity. 


rhe Children’s Bureau, established in 1912, started out with 


a staff of six and an annual appropriation of $25,640. At th: 


| 


end of its second year there were 76 employees on its pay roil 
at an annual expense of $164,000. By 1919 the appropriation 
was $658,604; in 1923 the cost was approximately $1,000,000 
for directors, assistant directors, research agents, field agents, 
statisticians, and their assistants. It is accomplishing a 
needed and valuable work, but it illustrates the precipitons 
and wholly unanticipated increases in personnel and budget 
typical of all Government bureaus, a mushroom growth wholly 
out of proportion to the growth of the country in population 


| or wealth and calling for careful scrutiny on the part of the 


taxpayer, 

These are merely individual factors in the cost of maintain- 
ing our Government. It is this sort ef growth within the Gev- 
ernment, adding large numbers every year to already over- 


staffed corps of employees, that has contributed heavily to the 


burden of taxation. 
Another outstanding feature of the public service is the lack 


| of proper and effective coordination between the various de- 


and child in the United States is about $34 | 
cent of the amount of wages paid by all the | 


partments and bureaus. 

Each department considers itself as an entity almost wholly 
detached from the remainder of the Government. 

As a result investigation shows a duplication of work in 
many departments. In the matter of the tariff, for example, it 
is to be observed that there are a number of bureaus all en 


|-gaged in what may be well regarded as a typical example of 


factories producing more than $5,000 worth of goods in 1921. 
Cnureful study of the occupational figures of the Census Bu- 
reau ] the number of public Servants in the United States | 
at not less than 2,000,000. In other words, conservative Gov- 
ernment statistics show we have working for us to-day in civil 
] id the national defense full-time employees to the | 


number of all 
World War 


the military forces we sent abroad during the 





I railroads of the country were to marshal their forces, 
the 1 fail to match the army of men and women on Goyv- | 
ernment pay rolls. All the coal mines and all the automobile 
plunts in the country combined fall short of the man power of 
( hired men on all the farms in the United 


rovernment. All the 
States barely equal in number our public pay roll attachés 

And instead of declining the number insists on gradually 
going up. The population of the country is by no means in- 
creasing in the same ratio, nor are the requirements of the 
1 ir If the increase in the number of Government employees 
1 same ratio for another 40 years, one out of 
every five workers will be a Government clerk or official sup- 
ported by the wage earners and taxpayers of the country. 


needless and costly duplication. 

The United States Tariff Commission is the Government's 
instrumentality for procurmg information pertinent to all in- 
dustries in their relation to the import and export trade of the 
United States. The commission also studies tariff relations 
between the United States and ether countries, commercia! 
treaties, preferential provisions, and economic alliances. 

The division of foreign tariffs, in the Bureau of Foreign and 
Demestic Commerce, maintains files of information on tariffs, 
customs, duties, trade-marks, and related subjects. 

The Department of State has a foreign trade advisers office. 
The Pan-American Union makes a study of Latin American 
tnriffs. Thus there are four agencies of the Government in- 
vestigating the same subject. A coordination of such work by 
the departments would result not only in improved service but 
in material reductions in the number of employees required and 


the corresponding charges upon the Treasury. 


nh 


was found possible only after the most rigid insistence to reduce 


In the survey of the Pension Bureau made in May, 1923, it 
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the force from 1,081 to 867 employees at a saving of $246,000 in 
salaries, This was accomplished by the elimination of duplica- 
tion, lost motion, and slack time. 

Various sections were consolidated, others were discontinued, 
and a further saving of some $20,000 annually in supplies and 
material was accomplished. 

What was done in this bureau might be done in others. 

In one of the departments where the daily absences from 
sickness and other causes aggregated 1.000 per day insistence 
upon administrative attention brought about a reduction to 75 
per day. 

In one year 19 internal-revenue agents drew $13,400 for 
traveling expenses. Pointed inquiry resulted in 30 of the same 
agents drawing but $6,900 in the year following. 

In another department an administrative official when in- 
formed that there was likely to be a surplus in his department 
instructed a subordinate to see to it that all the appropriation 
was exhausted before the end of the fiscal year. 

In still another department a chief gave out 15 minutes’ 
work to his forecé and instructed them to make it last all day. 

When Government was costing $2,000,000 a day, Senator Ald- 
rich estimated that $1,000,000 of it was absolute waste. Gov- 
ernment now costs about $25,000,000 a day. How much of it 
is waste to-day? 

The only way to determine the amount of this waste and 
provide for its elimination is through the agency of congres- 
sional committees duly authorized to make a thorough investi- 
gation. The departmental heads, however conscientious and 
aggressive, are powerless to remedy the evil. 

The problem is trenchantly stated in the following abstracts 
from a letter written by Mr. Herbert D. Brown, the Chief of 
the Bureau of Efficiency: 

IT know that there are a great many unnecessary clerks in Washing- 
ton—literally thousands—because investigations made by the Bureau 
of Efficiency have disclosed that fact. 

There is no doubt in my mind but that it would be possible for ad- 
ministrative supervisors to reduce the number of their clerical assist- 
ants very greatly: (1) Because the volume of work in the departments 
to which they are attached is considerably less than it was during the 
period of the war, and (2) because now that the war strain is over 
tims can be found for improvements of methods. Now that the peak 
of the war load has been passed it should be possible to institute a 
program of strict economy. 


In spite, however, of the conclusion reached by Mr. Brown 
attempts to weed out superfluous, unnecessary, and inefficient 
employees are practically impossible. No better illustration 
of this can be offered than that submitted by the Commissioner 
of Patents, Mr. Ewing, in the hearings before the House Com- 
mittee on Patents in January, 1916. In reply to an inquiry 
as to whether employees once attached to the pay rolls were 
retained when there was insufficient business to keep them 
employed, Commissioner Ewing said: 

It is mighty hard to get rid of them. The truth of the matter fs 
they are all protected by the civil-service rules, and a dismissal must 
be accompanied by a statement of reason. The statement of the reason 
that we have not enough business for them is not a reason why any 
particular person should be dismissed. 


This is the system under which thousands of unnecessary 
employees are kept on the pay roll and under which’ the cost 
of government is maintained at stilted figures, out of all pro- 
portion to the service rendered. Until there is a reduction in 
personnel in all departments by the weeding out of the sur- 
plus employees, and with them the incompetent and inefficient ; 
until there is an elimination of duplicated work and a contrac- 
tion in profitless activities, the cost of conducting the Federal 
Government will remain at or near its present swollen figures, 
There seems to be no other possible conclusion. 

President Harding on May 23, 1921, declared: 


To bring economy and efficiency into Government is a task second to 
none in difficulty. Few people have any conception of the growth of 
Government business in the last decades before the World War; still 
fewer at all realize the pace to which the growth has been speeded up 
Since the war started. The multiplication of departments, bureaus, 
divisions, functions, has resulted in a sort of geometrical increase in 
the task which confronts the heads of executive departments when they 
face reconstruction problems. 


Again the President said: 


I know the unpopularity of insistent reductions and enforced eco- 
nomics. The spender is freely, though often thoughtlessly, applauded. 
But in the sober reflections of the people whom we serve the honest and 
zealous endeavor to reduce the cost of government is sure to win abiding 
favor, 
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We must have legislative reorganization of the governmental 


—— - a 


machinery so as to eliminate overlap and wast: There must 
be a rigorous retrenchment in public expenditures to eliminate 
the waste and duplication that still exist in our publie economy, 
as well as a reduction of needless functions and servi 

Mr. Speaker, the retrenchment of expenditure and the redue 
tion of taxation was one of the principal, if not the paramount, 
duties delegated to this Congress. No action by the Congress 


can effect such retrenchment more directly or more expedi 
tiously than a reduction In the number of employees on the pay 
rolls of the Government. That there is an excess of employees 
over the number actually required for the adequate and ample 
transaction of Government business is universally coneeded 
The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, probably the 
best-informed man on the subject in America and in a position 
to judge this situation more accurately than any other official 
of the Government to-day, estimates that 80,000 superfluous 
employees are being carried on the pay rolls, and no doubt that 
is a conservative estimate. 

An investigation to disclose the extent of this surplus of 
employees and authorizing recommendations as to methods of 
reducing to a minimum the number on the rolls is provided iu 
this resolution. 

This plan is both practical and economjcal. The committee ts 
authorized to sit during vacation, when ample time will be 
afforded for investigation and a thorough study of the situation 
may be made, as indicated, without the expenditure of a dollar 
When Congress reconvenes in December it will have at its com 
mand ample and authoritative data and will be in a position to 
tuke immediate action providing for a reduction of the number 
of employees, which will result in an annual saving of hundreds 
of thousands of dollars now disbursed in useless salaries and in 
the return to productive industry of surplus employees now 
needlessly retained at Government expense and engaged in lost 
motions in the blind alleys of departmental routine 

The same jealous care that would be given to any private 
trust should be exercised in the administration and use of 
Government money and time. There should not be one stand- 
ard for private transactions and another for the Government 
service. Millions have been wasted because of the failure of 
Federal personnel to realize their responsibilities as trustees to 
the Nation. The Congress has the opportunity to discharge its 
full duty in that respect even at this eleventh hour by the 
passage of this resolution. 

WHAT AND WHO DEFEATED THE M'NARY-HAUGEN BILL 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
lessons are learned from moments of defeat which aid in reach 
ing the hour of final victory. But it is essential to that end 
that correct conclusions be reached and that the lessons learned 
be the whole truth and not mere statements with selfish motive 
and based on half truths only. 

It does not follow of necessity because a skillful speaker or 
writer calls attention to a bad situation that the remedy he 
himself advances is the right one. He may be simply am 
bitious or misled. Or, again, he may be purposely stating only 
that part of a truth which is to his own advantiuge. 

Since the defeat of the McNary-Haugen farm relief bill many 
wild statements have been made as to what caused it. IL was 
a sincere supporter of that measure. I made the first speech 
delivered in Congress in behalf of its principle, on the Sth of 
January, 1924, eight days before the bill was introduced. | 
used as the basis of my address the report of the Secretary of 
Agriculture on the wheat situation, which report had just been 
published. Again, on the 23d of May, when the measure was 
before the House after long hearings in committee, L spoke for 
it. During all the time it was being considered I worked for 
its success. No one was more disappointed than I when the 
final vote was reached on the 3d of June and it failed of 
passage. 

Why did it fail? That was the first question which began 
clamoring for an answer in my mind, because to me this is 
only the first battle and not the end of the war for justice 
to agriculture. To that end let us see, first of all, who op 
posed it. 

I have checked and mapped as to location every vote for and 
against this bill. I have classified them all as to party. I 
have been at great pains to find out whether the vote was sec- 
tional, poktical, or a division between city and country districts 
I found that the vote was influenced to some extent by all of 
these factors, but there are some outstanding facts which will 
interest you and may help to point the way to the best step 
to take next. 

I will first analyze the vote of the members of the Tlouse Ag- 
ricultural Committee itself. There are 12 Republicans and 9 
Democrats on that committee. When the bill was finally voted 
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Southwest, the Middle West, and the it 
fine sipport. in 16 States it had no opposition, and in only J 
was it without some support. 

The gentlemen representing great industrial centers expresse) 
the fear that it would raise the cost of living to their wor} 
ing people, and some were not convinced that this bill offere 
the right solution to problems which they knew to exist 
know, too, that the measure was fought by the packing 
milling interests. But it is not my purpose, now that the vot 
has been taken, to enter again into a discussion of the merit 
of the bill. We will be here fighting again for agriculture nex 
December, and I am now but studying and mapping the grou: 
upon which we nrust advance. 

There were 161 votes and pairs for the McNary-Haugen bil! 
and 252 were against it. Seventeen Republicans and twenty- 
four Democrats did not vote. One hundred and two Repub- 
licans and fifty-seven Democrats voted for the measure; to 
this add the one Independent and one Farmer-Labor vote. On 


Lake States gave 


, hundred and five Republicans and one hundred and twenty-six 


| publicans en the committee and four Democrats. 


‘ ‘ i voted for it and three 
n | rit tee, four voted 
© voter inet i | | is another inter 
‘ | i I ’ in the ¢ mittee and 
of 4 House was led p cipally by two Members— 
’ cousidered a leader of the 
AI A i ‘ Louisiana, who 
( { { | Committee as the 
! 1) n Ca the lLemocrats six i have a major- 
© 
ese ft en is particularly sig- 
Bia i r i It is Cre ly conceded here, Mr. 
had more to ¢t With defeating the McNary- 
I i { n a ther A ers of this House They had 
| the minor 1" rt bill dissenting 
the Agricultural Committee, Mr. Vorct’s name 
j first and Mr. ASWeLvw’s name being second of four signing 
1 eport They joined in saying, among other 
t 
] ! which ft 1 » 1 et prod rs Increased 
t ‘ eat, flow ric cor W l, cattle, et Pp, swine, or any 
f is ttle he« ‘ swine,” as mentioned in the bill, 
y in the majority report, and 1 no amplification 
i W ! thag the plon is unworkable; that it will defeat 
that the corporation proposed in the bill were to attempt 
i t n operation to the cormmmodities mentioned ft would fail 
do otrh nation-wide distres It impossible within the reasonable 
limits of a minority report to st y all obj ions which eccur 
to us, but w hall point ont the principal objections, which, in our | 
ul el ‘ istrate Conclusively the futility of the plan. 
rh ‘ leman from Wisconsin |Mr. Vor } was not con- 
tent with signing the minority report against the bill, but in 
order to more effectually kill it he had added to the report 


hat he called “Additional 
proposed a bill of his 


Views of Mr. Vote,” in 
own, and he 


which he 
spoke for an hour and a 
half again 
mittee. He did not revise and print his speech until the de- 
bate was nearly over so that it could not be taken up in detail. 

ft is not ny purpose to criticize m) nor to ques- 
tives, but the surprise with which the opposition 
always placed 


progressive ideas 


colleague 
n their m 
of one who has 


fo represent and the common people was re- 


ceived was not in any way lessened when I found that of the 10 
Wisconsin Congressmen of that group 5 lad voted against this 
mensure for the relief of our farmers and 5 for it, thus divid- 
ine so thut their vote was neutralized and of no effect in the 


result If we add the vote of the one Socialist Member [Mr. 
Rererr|], who voted against the bill and told me it was not 
balance of Wiscensin’s delegation was toward 
the defeat of the MeNary-Haugen bill. The hope, therefore, 


socialistic, the 


of those who believe in this legislation does not lie in that 
cirection, 

And what about the opposition of the gentleman from 
Louisiana | Mr. ASwetL.]? My farmers will be much inter- 


ested in his leadership against this bill. because if ‘the Demo- 
ould win a majority in the next 
tives he will, as their ranking member of the 
Committee, be the chairman of that 
powerful Member in the framing of farm legislation, They 
will that with very few exceptions the South 
agnuinst this bill under his Jeadership, and they will not hook 
in that direction for the solution of their problem. They will 
not forget that he closed his speech in this House last Tnesday 
with statement about this bill, which my farmers had 
studied and approved and asked for: 


erut sl 
Agricultural 
conmnittee and the most 


notice 


this 


Except that it is unconstitutional, 


clalistic, commounistic, 


unworkable, 


would 


impracticable, ‘so- 
bolshevistic, and 
otherwise it might be all right. 


enslave the farmefs, 


Mr. Speaker, I hold no brief for the Republican Members from 


the great industrial centers of the East. New England, Re- 
publicans and Democrats alike, voted against the MeNary- | 
llaugen as did the Demecrats of the South 


bill just as solidly 


tts gave it one vote, a Republican, 
gave it one vote, a Democrat. 


and New York 
lt got some support in Pennsyl- 


vania from both parties, and then, beginning with West Vir- 
ginia and Ohio, its support grew as the great West was ap- 
proached. Of the votes cast in Ohio it got half.. West Vir- 


ginia gave it 4 votes; all that voted. Indiana cate it 11 aut 
of 183 votes, and Illinois gave 16 out of 27, all but one of the 
opposition being from Chicago, and 2 not voting. 

Irom there on west it was almost a solid vote for the Me 
Nary-Haugen bill, only the great cities voting against it. 
Texas gave it but one vote, and the coast districts of California 
were against it, but all in all the West, the Northwest, the 


Nee nee nee ti aac enema ae 


himself in that group claiming | 


the MceNary-Haugen bill as a member ef the com- | 


Democrats voted against the bill; to this add the one Socialist. 


This analysis shows that the vote was not exactly political 
although the bulk ef the sapport was Republican and the bulk 
of the opposition Democratic. 

But let us in closing come back to the House Agricultura! 
Counnittee and its Stand on this bill. Mr. Haucen, the gentle 
min from lowa, is the chairmen of that committee, and it makes 
a great deal ef difference who is the chairman of a committec 
when if comes to getting a bill reported out. This was his bill! 
and bore his name, and it was supperted by eight other Re- 
If the Re 
publicans remain in the majority in the next Congress, Mr. 
HavceN will still be chairman of that committee, in all human 
probability. If the Democrats are in a majority, the seniority 
rule will place Mr. Aswett, of Louisiana, the leading opponent 
with Mr. Vorer, as the chairman. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a practical matter to the people of the 
farms, Who heed and deserve the action of this Congress in 
meeting difficult conditions, This bill did not pass, but there is 
certainly greater hope for suitable legislation in the future 
coming out of a committee headed by the one whose name is on 
this measure—Mr. Havuakn—than from a committee headed hy 


| the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Aswet.], who termed the 


supporters of this measure Bolsheviks. My people will not be 
pleased with the action of the industrial centers and the South 
in defeating the McNary-Haugen bill, and they will protest; but 
they will not forget that its defeat was due to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin and the gentleman from Louisiana above all 
others, because they as members of the committee brought outa 
minority report against it and fought it on the floor of the 
House. They will resent the opposition of the Northeast and 


| the Hast, but they will not injure themselves by putting at the 
| head of this creat cominittee the ones who fought and ridiculed 


voted | 





them in the Congress of the United States. 
And finally, Mr. Speaker, while I can hardly believe such 


| a thought could rule anyone at such a time as this, if it was 
ldouse of Representa- | 


the intention of anyone to defeat or fail to suppert this bill so 
that it might be said in the coming campaign that this Con- 
gress has done nothing for the farmers, this analysis of the 
vote shows who is to be blamed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS 


Mr. PORTDPR. Mr. Speaker, to-day TI introduced a_ bill 
nuthorizing a bond issue in the sum of $204,000;000 to furnish 
the fimds necessary to complete approved river and harbor 
projects as Tapidly as is economically practicable. It ts intro- 
duced ut this time in order that ft may be fully discussed and 
its merits thoroughly established before it is bronght up for 
action at the December session of Congress. The bill does not 
take the place of the “river and harbor” bills, whose function 
is to adopt new projects or modify existing ones. It simply 
prevides the means of financing projects which have already 


| been adopted and most of which are partially completed. 


We have spent since the beginning of our history approxi- 
mately $750,000,000 for river and harbor improvements. This 
does not include the Panama Canal or floed-control expendi- 
tures. A large part of this investment has been lying unused 
for years, the Government bearing the expenses of mainte- 
nance and losing the interest on the anproductive investment. 

Over $2 years ago Abraham Lincoln when a member of the 
General Assembly of Illinois made an appeal for the improve- 
ment of the Sangamon River, in the course of which he said: 

Yet ft is folly to undertake works of this or any other kind without 
first knowing that we ‘are able ‘to finish them, as half-finished work 
generally proves tobe labor lost. 
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Less than one-fourth of the total investment in these im- 
provements is 10W needed to complete them and thereby pro- 
tect and make productive the existing three-fourths. Sound 
business principles would seem to demand that this be done 
promptly to secure the use and benefit of such a vast expendl- 
ture of the people’s money. 

The bill follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9730) authorizing the issue and sale of bonds to pay 
the cost of completing authorized public works on rivers and har 
bors, and for other purposes 
Whereas among the present-day problems none is more acute and 

pressing for solution than that of transportation, which is the con- 

necting link between producer and consumer; and 

Whereas experience has demonstrated the great importance and 
imperative necessity for the speedy completion of the public works 
on the waterways of the United States—the great economy resulting 
from water transportation, as shown by both Government and private 
operations, is the master key to the transportation problem, as it 
presents a cheap and dependable highway of commerce; and 

Whereas the Government has expended approximately $750,000,000 
fn the partial improvement of approved river and harbor projects in 
the United States; and 

Whereas not only is the greater part of this investment unproduc- 
five by reason of the fact that the improvements have not been com- 
pleted to a point where they can be economically utilized, but also 
the Government must bear the expenses of maintenance and lose the 
interest on its investment; and 

Whereas $204,000,000, according to the estimate of the United 
States engineers, is required to complete all river and harbor projects 
heretofore approved by the United States engineers and authorized 
by laws approved by the President; and 

Whereas it has been shown that material economies in construction 
can be obtained by carrying on this work as rapidly as is economically 
practicable, and this has proven impossible under the present policy of 
annual appropriations ; and 

Whereas the prompt completion of these projects is needed both for 
the purpose of securing the nation-wide benefits which will be derived 
therefrom and for the purpose of utilizing the large investment already 
made on the waterways throughout the entire country; and 

Whereas it is a just and sound business practice to distribute the cost 
of permanent improvements over the period during which the benefits 
from the improvements are to be enjoyed: Now, therefore, 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to borrow on the credit of the United States, from 
time to time, as the proceeds may be required to defray expenditures to 
be made under the direction of the Secretary of War and the super- 
vision of tye Chief of Engineers for the construction of authorized 
public works on rivers and harbors, the sum of $204,000,000, or se 
much thereof as may be necessary, and to pay upon the request and at 
the direction of the Secretary of War such sums as may be required by 
the Secretary of War for the completion of the public works on rivers 
and harbors heretofore approved by the United States engineers and 
authorized by laws approved by the President, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury is further authorized to prepare and issue therefor coupon 
or registered bonds of the United States in such form and in such 
denominations as he may prescribe, redeemable in gold coin at the pleas- 
ure of the United States after 10 years from the date of their issue 
and payable 30 years from such date, bearing interest quarterly in gold 
coin at a rate not exceeding 45 per cent per annum: Provided, That 
suid bonds may be disposed of by the Secretary of the Treasury under 
such regulations as he may prescribe, giving all citizens of the United 
States an equal opportunity to subscribe therefor, but no commissions 
shall be allowed or paid thereon; and a sum not exceeding one-tenth of 
1 per cent of the amount of the bonds herein authorized ts hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay the expense of preparing, advertising, and issuing the 
same: Provided further, That the proceeds of the sale of the bonds 
herein authorized shall be used only for the purpose specified in this 
act. 

HISTORY OF RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENT 


From time immemorial people have gravitated toward their 
waterways. Being the world’s most durable and economical 
traffic bearers, they have been instrumental in building the 
important commercial centers of the world. ¢ 

Navigable rivers are the greatest business asset that any 
nation can possess. They always run down grade to the sea— 
and the sea is our one wide highway to the markets of the 
world. It covers three-fourths of the area of the globe—our 
rivers and harbors are but arms of the sea. 

In the United States nature has directed rivers through the 
heart of the continent in the pathway of our greatest commerce. 
Near their shores lies the most productive region in the world— 
rich in agriculture, vast forests, minerals, coal, sand, gravel, 




























Fer interior rivers and lakes other than the Great 
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clay, and manufactured products. They are crossed by all the 
great trunk-line railroads of the United States 


Waterways are the people’s property. Having been placed 


under Government control, they should receive consideration at 
least equal to that afforded the railroads which are owned by 
private individuals. 


On the other haad, this great natural asset has been handled 


with marked indifference. Millions have been expended here 
and there, and in many cases not sufficient to conserve the 
capital already invested. 


Gen. Harry Taylor, who has recently been confirmed as the 


new Chief of Engineers of the Army, in an address before the 
West Virginia Manufacturers’ Association, gave the following 
figures for the amounts spent by the Federal Government on 
various classes of river and harbor improvements from the 
time when such improvements were first instituted up to 
June 30, 1923: 

Gor the improvement and maintenar 


Ail 


ce of harbors on 


our Atlantic, Gulf, and Pacific coasts, and in Hawait 


and Porto Rico al $385, 000, 000 
For coastwise channels and intracoastal canals among _ ; 

the Atl tic and Gulf coast ‘ 15, 000, 000 
For connecting channels and harbers of the Great 

Lakes . 142, 000, 000 


Lakes ..... abana ican ciliata £45, 000, 000 


For investigations, surveys, and contingent expenses 
not susceptible of classification ae , 20, 000, 000 
For projects which have been abandoned or ive 


proved obsolete or have been otherwise dropped from 


reports 20, 000, 000 


EE | cides cincinnati te SD _.. 1, 027, 000, 000 


The above figures are, of course, approximations. They do 


not include the amounts spent for levee construction on the 
Mississippi River nor for flood control on the Sacramento 


River. They cover both improvement and maintenance. 
In this connection General Taylor states: 


For a long period in the early days of the administration of im- 


provements separate maintenance accounts were not kept and re 
liable figures of the total cost of the new work are consequently not 
available. The best information at hand sbows that approximately 
$750,000,000 represents the capital cost of river and harbor improve- 


ment, this figure being, if anything, too large Great as this ex- 


penditure is, it sinks into insignificance in comparison with the capital 
expenditure on other means of transportation, The capital expendil- 


ture on the railroads of this country is i 


1 the vicinity of $20,000,- 
000,000. We have been spending money on highways for the last 


four years at the rate of approximately $500,000,000 per year, 80 
that the expenditures in two years for roads very nearly equals t 
total expenditure for river and harbor improvements 


ning of the Government. 


10 
since the begin- 


The completion and successful operation of our natural 
system of waterways is the accepted agency for the solution 
of our transportation problem. ‘The need is so imperative 
and so apparent and the benefits that will acerue to the Nation 
as a whole so evident that little argument should be re- 
quired as to the integrity of the proposition te complete them. 
With straight-thinking people it becomes therefore onty a mat- 
ter of ways and means, 

BCONOMIBS AND SERVICH APFORDED BY WATTRWAYS 

Waterways are an inseparable part of our national transpor- 
tation, a system which to be thoroughly efficient and economical 
should consist of a proper coordination of the three existing 
agencies, namely, railways, waterways, and highways. 

A general recognition that transportation by water is many 
times cheaper than by either rail or highway has created 
throughout the United States in the interest of cheaper freight 
rates and lower cost of living a growing favor for w iterway 
improvement. 

In a recent report issued by M. G. Barnes, member of the 
American Society of Engineers and chief engineer of the divi- 
sion of waterways of the State of Illinois, there appears a 
statement to indieate relative transportation costs. It shows 
the number of miles $1 will carry a ton of freight by different 
methods: 


Miles. 
0 WW UR a ee casita { 
SE CUD deh itn hintncttienmitinmtntliitiititnaican ies den . ) 
IIE sch cn listless leh ideality cen ctrenengcindldbithdidlisth latbiiinatn an ciaicinis dintovcan distant 10 
New Werk. Barge Canal...........s.60 allt caieatl clini laiata ities atta 200 
no actrees enced in 
Ohio and Mississippi Rivers (downstream) __.___- jin Oe 


Brig. Gen, Frank T. Hines, former Chief of Transportation, 
Inland and Coastwise Waterways Service, War Department, in 
a recent article states it in another way: On a highway a 
single horse with an ordinary dray can draw 2 tons of freight. 
Fiitch him to a car on a railroad track and he can pull, at the 
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same rate of speed, 15 
the bunk to a 
thy 


tons. If, however, he be hitched from 
well-designed boat in the stream he will with 
same effort be able to pull 105 tons of freight through still 
witer, 

The average rail rate throughout the United States last year 
wis 10.78 mills per ton-mile. The Federal barge line operating 
on the Mississippi River carried freight last year for 34 mills 
per ton-nile and earned a profit for the Government. The 
Great Lakes steamers are thriving carrying freight at 1.14 mills 
per ton-mile. 

The convincing example of economy and service af- 
forded by water facilities is the performance since 1918 of the 
Government owned and controlled barge Even with 
its limited equipment and the delays encountered in service due 
to jack of proper channel development in the lower Mississippi 
it has been able to prove the economical value of the water car- 
rier by actual accomplishments the worth of which no one can 
clisprute I‘uring the 80-month period ending December 31, 1923, 
the line act aved to shippers in 25 States a total of over 
$2,000,000 in transportation costs, which represents an average 
saving of $1.40 per ton. 

There has been an attitude on the part of the shipper located 
away from water transportation facilities that the benefits of 
water carriers are solely for cities located immediately on the 
waterways. Nothing could be further from the truth. The 
vast majority of all water-borne commerce either originates on 
2 railroad line or is delivered to a railroad to be carried to its 
cestination. Eor instance, the Federal barge line performance 
for the calendar year ending June 30, 1923, shows that of the 
total tonnage handled by the line during this period 54.3 per 
cent, or over one-half, was in connection with joint hauls by 
railroads. This fact demonstrates the value of water facilities 
to the inland community. An average of 65 per cent of the 
total tonnage of the barge line since its inauguration has been 
handled in conjunction with rail lines and, exclusive of grain, 
1%) per cent of the tonnage either comes from or goes to rail 
lines. And, too, we must remember in this same connection 
that in the 30-month period, above referred to, the barge line’s 
savings of over $2,000,000 affected 25 States, and that the great 
majority of the cities either receiving or shipping freight in 
these States can be classified as interior pots. 

There is not enough tonnage solely at the river points to keep 
a facility such as the barge line busy. Also these rates at 
interior points reflect the same saving of 20 per cent as the all- 
Water rate between St. Louis and New Orleans. 

Now, a word as to service. 

The prevailing opinion of water-borne commerce is not in line 
with the actual facts as to time consumed. In the case of the 
barge line, it has established and maintained sailing schedules 
comparable with the best rail time. ° For instance, the line 
recently inaugurated a new express service on the Mississippi 
River between St. Louis and New Orleans which gives shippers 
a 5-day service southbound and 10 days northbound. 

Five days St. Louis to New Orleans via water is a schedule 
which the ordinary daily freight train can not meet. Ten days 
from New Orleans to St. Louis compares favorably with the 
regular rail time between these two points. 

As an illustration to convince that the combination of econ- 
omy and service applies to the water carrier, I will cite the 
performance of the self-propelled barge Birmingham, which 
made the initial trip in the new express river service March 29 
of this year. The inaugural trip was made from New Orleans 
to St. Louis as per schedule of 10 days, running time. The 
Birmingham carried a capacity load with a total tonnage of 


service. 


ul illy 


1.123 tons. Included in the tonnage were 448 tons, or 17 car- 
loads, of sugar. The saving in freight costs accruing to the 


shippers of this commodity amounted to 10 cents a hundred 
pounds, or a total of $897 was saved on the entire sugar ship- 
ment. <A total of 514 tons of coffee, or 27 carloads, carried at 
the same saving per hundred pounds, netted the shippers of this 
commodity $1,028. The commodities carried went to many cities 
of the North and had come from nearly all countries of the 
world. The above savings are in addition to those enjoyed by 
the shippers of hundreds of other commodities carried by the 
Birmingham on its initial trip. 

I have no available figures as to tonnage carried on the first 
southbound trip. However, a telegram has been shown me 
which was received by the* Mississippi Valley Association from 
the Federal manager of the barge line immediately after the 
boat docked at New Orleans, stating that the first merchandise 
steamer southbound from St. Louis, leaving April 4, arrived at 
all ports on time. 

Mr. A. B. Shepherd, vice president of the Jones & Laughlin 
Steel Corporation testified before the Rivers and Harbors Com- 





mittee as to the time required for delivery of their steel by 
water. He cited a trip from Pittsburgh to St. Louis by water 
in 144 days, as against 10 days by rail. 

PARTIALLY COMPLETED WATERWAYS CARRY ENORMOUS TONNAGE 

The low cost of river transportation is becoming so well recog- 
nized that private capital is investing enormous sums in water 
equipment. Last year industry on the Ohio alone spent $10,- 
000,000 for new river equipment. A survey recently made 
shows that the investment of private capital in water facili- 
ties on this river totals approximately $20,000,000. 

Such outstanding firms as the Pittsburgh Steel Co., the Car- 
negie Steel Co., the National Tube Co., the Jones & Laughlin 
Steel Corporation, and others maintain large fleets of barges 
to take advantage of the economies afforded by this means of 
transportation. Only last year the Jones & Laughlin Steel 
Corporation authorized a million-dollar building program to 
provide new floating equipment to supplement their present 
facilities, which, by the way, transported steel last year on the 


Ohio and Mississippi as far as St. Louis at a saving 
to the consumer of $2.75 a ton, and in shipping to 
Memphis, ‘Tenn., in spite of the difficulties and delays 


due to the incompleted conditions of the Ohio River project and 
to a shift of the channel in the Mississippi after the big flood of 
1922, they have made an average saving of between $2 and $3 
per ton, as compared with the rail freight charge, and the pur- 
chaser has secured the benefit of this saving in the price of 
steel he bought. The same company handles its own coal on 
the Monongahela River for a distance of 60 miles at a cost of 
15 cents per ton as against a rail rate of 75 cents per ton. 

General Taylor stated recently before the House Rivers and 
Harbors Committee that to the best of his knowledge there is 
not a boat yard on the Ohio River that is not fully occupied 
with work building towboats and barges for private concerns, 

So much for private interest in water transportation. 

We often hear the doubt expressed as to the possible use the 
waterways will be put to if they are sufficiently improved to 
permit dependable and economical navigation. This doubt is 
convincingly answered by the tonnage now being carried on 
rivers, even under the most adverse conditions. 

let us briefly review the available tonnage figures for three 
rivers in the Pittsburgh district—the Ohio, Monongahela, and 
Allegheny Rivers. During the year 1921 a total of 17,353,782 
tons was shipped over these three streams; in 1922, 18,211,902 
tons; and in 1923, 28,234,000 tons. For the year 1923 a total 
of 23,560,000 tons was carried on the Monongahela, 4,613,000 
tons on the Allegheny, and 7,286,000 tons on the Ohio. In 1923 
the Monongahela River alone handled only about 1,600,000 tons 
less than the Panama Canal and 783,000 more thah the Suez 
Canal. On the Mississippi River between St. Louis and New 
Orleans the following tonnage was carried: 1922, 655,789 tons; 
1923, 595,115 tons; and for the first six months of 1924, 339,522 
tons. Officials of the Federal barge service, which carried the 
tonnage above referred to, are confident that the line will carry 
1,000,000 tons in 1924. 

The strongest argument in favor of the immediate develop- 
ment of our waterways for transportation purposes is found in 
the present activities on them. 


VALUE OF WATER TRANSPORTATION TO AGRICULTURE 


The commerce of the world relies to a surprisingly large ex- 
tent on agriculture, and agriculture is entitled to the best pos- 
sible and cheapest form of transportation that human genius 
can provide. The grain and livestock and all of the products 
of the soil that move marketward comprise a total volume so 
large as to baffle the human mind to comprehend. Trans- 
portation service and economical shipping rates are of first 
importance. Lacking either of these the greatest single indus- 
try of the world is crippled. 

It is the cheapness of waterway transportation -that holds 
out the greatest possibilities for the broadest and most cer- 
tain prosperity for agriculture. This advantage, which can not 
be ignored, must be employed if agriculture is to prosper in 
proportion to the importance of the role it plays in the indus- 
trial and business affairs of the world. 

A study of the pap showing the agricultural producing sec- 
tions of this country, with the thought of waterways in mind, 
will reveal some interesting and impressive facts. The Missis- 
sippi River flows from near the Canadian border almost directly 
southward to the Gulf of Mexico, dividing the United States in 
two nearly equal sections. This majestic river, known as “ The 
Father of Waters,” furnishes a channel for boat traffic as far 
north as the Twin Cities, Minneapolis and St. Paul. 

The Missouri River heads far in the Northwest, in western 
Montana, and empties into the Mississippi near St. Louis. In an 
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early day there was steamboat traffic as far upstream as Great 
Valls, Mont. In the seventies Sioux City, Lowa; Yankton, 
S. Dak.: Fort Benton, Mont., and other Missouri River points 
were shipping ports of very considerable importance. The 
tratlic carried vast quantities of freight downstream to the Gulf 
and from the Gulf far into the interior. 

‘The Ohio River has long been available for navigation from 
near its source adjacent to Lake Chautauqua, in western New 
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wk, but a short stride from Lake Erie, south and westward | : 
York, but a s . . : | of the best-posted men who ever served in Congress, stated on 


to its mouth at Cairo, IIL, where it merges with the Mississippi. 


There is yet another water course, the Illinois River. ‘This 


channel directly connects the Great Lakes and the Gulf of | 


Mexico. 

These great rivers branch out and encompass the whole 
agricultural section affording usable highways which, if de 
veloped, would provide not only adequate transportation facili- 
ties, but provide these at a rate which would prove an enormous 
impetus to agricultural development and to all the countless 
industries that inevitably grow with the building of agricul- 
ture, 

ibe amount of wheat transported by the Federal barge line 
in the month of August, 1923, was 1,364,707 bushels and on 
this single month’s shipments the shippers realized a saving in 
freight of $53,225. When this is accomplished by one barge 
line of very limited equipment and wholly inadequate dockage 
the possibilities of the navigable rivers loom large for trans- 
portation service and shipping economy. It appears that this 
single barge line, handicapped though it was, made a profit 
of very impressive proportions carrying freight at 34 mills 


wus 10.78 mills per ton-mile. Under present conditions the 
railroads paralleling the waterways are permitted to make a 
lower rate, so, as a matter of fact, the existence of a barge 
line effects a much greater saying than the amounts quoted. 
The potential agricultural tonnage available for the water- 
ways is enormous. In a statement of Mr. James EK. Smith, 
president of the Mississippi Valley Association, which he 
made before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House 
of Representatives on March 20, 1924, he stated that the nine 
leading agricultural States, including Kansas, Nebraska, South 


| 80 critically seanned by experts as are the river and harber bills 
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PROCEDURS IN ADOPTING RIVER AND MALBOR PROJECTS 


There are very few people who realize the great care with 
which river and harbor projects ure scrutinized and the large 
number of separate and impartial examinations which are made 
of each such project before its improvement is authorized by 
Congress. 

The late James R, Mann, who was for many years ac- 
knowledged leader in the House of Representatives and one 


the floor of the House: 


Whatever men nray think about the merits of particular pro 
in a bill, there is no legislation which comes before Cor 


Itions 
gress which is 
wrore 


a 


they reach the House. * © ® rhere are more processes involved, 


and far more expert men, wholly disinterested, unbiased, uncontrolled 
by politics, in reference to a river and harbor item than for any other 
legislation provided by any legislative assembly in the world. 


Ilere are the steps through which any river or harbor project 
must pass before any work is authorized to be done on it: 
l. Authorization by Congress for a preliminary examination 
and survey. In effect, this authorizes the Chief of Engineers 
to direct the district engineer, in whose district the proposed 
improvement lies, to make a preliminary examination and to 
report to him whether there appears to be sufficient merit in 
the proposal to justify a thorough examination and survey. 


2. The district engineer makes this preliminary examination, 


| and his report, which deals largely with present and prospective 
per ton-mile, This is decidedly suggestive when it is under- | 
stood that the average rail rate throughout the United States | 


commerce and the benetits to commerce which the proposed im 
provements would afford, is sent to the division engineer. 

3. The division engineer, who is a senior officer, with years of 
experience on river and harbor work, and has supervision over 
several districts examines the report of the district engineer 


| and makes his comments on it, and any recommendations he 
| may see fit and sends it on to Washington. 


4. It is then turned over to the Board of Engineers for 
Rivers and Harbors, which is a body specially created by law 
to review all river and harbor projects in an impartial way and 


| from a strictly national point of view. This board reviews the 


Dakota, North Dakota, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Iowa, Tilinois, | 


and Missouri, produced, in 1922, 490,313,000 bushels of wheat, 
or 56.51 per cent of the total production of the United States; 
1,599,465,000 bushels of corn, or 55.04 per cent of the total pro- 


duction of the United States; 828.388,000 bushels of oats, or | 


68.14 per cent of the total preduction of the United States; 
75,563,000 bushels of rye, or 73.10 per cent of the total produc- 
tion of the United States; 117,510,000 bushels of barley, or 
64.54 per cent of the total production of the United States, or 
a total of 8,111,239,000 bushels of the grains mentioned. 

Representative Epwakrp C. Lrrri#, of Kansas, testifying before 
the same committee on April 4, in outlining the merit of water- 
way development on the Missouri River to the farmer, said: 
“A couple of years ago I made considerable study of this situa- 
tion, and I find at hand some of the remarks | made then. I 
said that the State of Kansas paid 104 cents a bushel co send 
its wheat to Chicago and 21 cents mere to get that wheat to 
Liverpool—that makes 314 eents a bushel, We are shy that 
much on every bushel of wheat we ship to Liverpool, 

“ You can ship wheat from New Orleans to Liverpool for 8 
cents, or you could at that time, You econld ship wheat by 
barges, with tugboats, from St. Louis to New Orleans for 8 
cents, 

“That makes 8 cents and 8 cents, which is 16 cents. If we 
could get the tugs and barges running from Kansas City to St. 
Louis and down the river we would send out wheat to New 
Orleans for about 10 cents, and 8 cents from there to Liver- 
pool would make 18 cents. We would save the difference be- 
tween 18 cents and 81 cents on every bushel, or 13 cents a 
bushél on wheat. 

“In 1921 Kansas raised 128,000,000 bushels of wheat. At 
134 cents a bushel that would be over $17,500,000. If you will 
give us a million and a half a year to fix the Missouri here 
for a few years we will have a 6-foot channel to St. Louis and 
then save $17,500,000 a year for the farmers.” 

Favored thus in the solution of the transportation problem 
by the maximum use of the waterways the great agricultural 
produeing section of this eountry will move ferward in im- 
portance in world commerce and amazingly in the benefits to 
which it is justly entitled. No other section in the world is 
favored to such ean extent in natural resources. No other sec- 
tien is more clearly entitled to the best transportation facilities 
and service, and none is more deserving of favorable shipping 
rates. 


report of the district engineer and the comments of the division 
engineer, and reports the whole matter to the Chief of Mngi- 
neers with its views and recommenditions. 

5. The Chief of Engineers then examines the report of the 
district engineer and the comments and recommendations of the 
division engineer and the Board of Mneineers for Rivers and 
Harbors in order to determine whether a thorough examination 


} and survey are justified by the present and prospective com- 


merce and the benefits to commerce which the proposed improve- 
ment would afford. If his decision is unfavorable (Sa) the 
Chief of Engineers so reports to Congress. Congress may let 
the matter drop there, and the matter is ended. If, however, 
they think that any facts or eonsiderations have been overlooked 
or not given sufficient weight they may (5b) authorize a further 
examination of -the preposed improvement and a subsequent 
report to Congress. 

If in step 5 the decision of the Chief of Engineers is favor- 
able, or if Congress has authorized further examination, as in 
step Sh, then— 

6. The Chief of Engineers directs the district engineer, or 
such other officer or board as he may designate, to make a 
thorough examination and survey of the proposed improvement 
and to make recommendations as to exactly what werk should 
be. done and an estimate of how much it will cost and the rate 
at which the work should be prosecuted. This report also 
completes, as far as possible, commercial statistics and gives 
consideration to such subjects as the adequacy of terminal 
facilities, the possibility of water-power development, ete. 

7. This report is transmitted through the division engineer, 
who again makes his comments and recommendations and for- 
wards it to Washington. 

8. The report, with the comments of the divisfon engineer, 
goes to the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors, which 
reviews the whole question and makes its report and recom- 
mendations to the Chief of Engineers. 

9. The Chief of Engineers examines the report of the district 
engineer or other oflicer or board and the comments and re ‘wom 
mendations of the division engineer and the Board of Dngineers 
fer Rivers and Harbors. 

10. The Chief of Engineers sends to Congress his report and 
recommendations on the proposed improvement, cither trans- 
mitting in full or summarizing for the benefit of Congress the 
views and opinions of the district engineer, the division engi- 
neer, and the Board of Wagineers for Rivers and Harbors. 
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11. This report is referred to the proper committees of Con- 


gress, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors in the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Commerce in the Senate. 

12. Hearings are held by these committees, at which all in- 
terested parties are given an opportunity to be heard, and at 
which the Chief of Engineers and his assistants may be asked 
for further information, If the decision of the committee is 
favorable, then 

13. The committee includes an item for the proposed improve- 
ment in a bill which it reports to its House of the Congress 
with the recommendation that it pass. 

14. The bill must pass both Houses of the Congress and be 
approved by the President. The proposed improvement, then, 
is an adopted project, and work is authorized upon it when 
Congress shall have provided the necessary funds. 

Surely, Mr. Mann was justified in his statement that no 
other legislation is given the careful and impartial scrutiny 
that is accorded river and harbor legislation before a project 
can be adopted, and the chance of an unwarranted improve- 
ment being adopted is practically nil. 

ESTABLISHED METIHIOD OF FINANCING IMPROVEMENTS 

But when a project has been adopted there is still the matter 
of providing funds for its carrying out. This is no small matter 
under the present procedure, Here are the steps in providing 
these funds: 

1. The district engineer, in his annual report to the Chief of 
Engineers, includes an estimate of the money required for the 
next fiseal year for each of the approved projects in his district. 

”. The division engineer comments on these estimates in trans- 
mitting this report to the Chief of Engineers. 

3. The Chief of Engineers reviews the estimates of the dis- 
trict engineers and the comments of the division engineers in 
preparing his estimate of the total funds required for river and 
harbor improvements during the next fiscal year. 

1. The Chief of Engineers transmits his estimate of the 
funds required for river and harbor improvements to the Chief 
of Finance of the War Department for consideration in con- 
junction with all the other requirements of the War Depart- 
ment, 

5. The Chief of Finance prepares for the Secretary of War 
the preliminary budget estimates to be transmitted to the 
Bureau of the Budget. 

6. The Bureau of the Budget considers these preliminary 
estimates in conjunction with similar preliminary estimates 
from all the other departments of the Government and returns 
them requesting such modifications as it deems necessary to 
fit them into the financial program of the Government. 

7. The Chief of Finance of the War Department, after con- 
sultation with the Chief of Engineers, prepares revised esti- 
mates to be transmitted by the Secretary of War to the Bureau 
of the Budget for inclusion in the Budget. 

& The Bureau of the Budget holds hearings to determine 
the necessity for providing the funds requested in these revised 
estimates. 

9. The President transmits the completed Budget to Congress 
as his recommendation of the funds required by the different 
departments of the Government. 

10. The Committee on Appropriations of the House of Repre- 
sentatives holds hearings to determine the necessity for pro- 
viding the funds recommended in the Budget. 

11. The Committee on Appropriations reports the bill to the 
House of Representatives with its recommendations as to the 
funds required. 

12. The House of Representatives votes on the bill as re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations, and may modify 
any item in it. 

13. The Committee on Appropriations of the Senate holds 
hearings to determine the necessity for providing the funds 
contained in the bill as it passed the House of Representatives. 

14. The Committee on Appropriations reports the bill to the 
Senate with its recommendations as to the funds required. 

15. The Senate votes on the bill as reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and may modify any item in it. 

16. If the Senate and the House of Representatives have 
voted different amounts for any item in the bill, that must be 
a subject of conference between the two Houses, and the deci- 
sion of the conferees must be accepted by both Houses before 
the bill goes to the President for signature. 

17. Finally the bill must be approved by the President, 

The practical result of this procedure is that it is impossible 
to predict how much money may be made available for carry- 
ing on the improvement of waterways, even after the project 
has been adopted by Congress, and it is therefore impossible 
for the engineers to adhere to any definite program of con- 
struction, Anyone who has ever done any construction work 


| 





on a large scale knows the absolute necessity of working to a 
definite program if waste is to be avoided and the work to be 
finished at a reasonable cost. That this is impossible under 
the present procedure is due not only to the long and compli- 
cated process of making appropriations but also to the changing 
personnel of Congress and the lack of understanding or lack of 
interest, or both, of some Members who are not familiar with 
the benefits to be derived from waterway improvements nor 
with the necessary conditions for their economical procurement, 
LACK OF RESULTS OF PRESENT METHOD OF FINANCING 

During the visit of Lloyd-George to America last year he 
was asked while in St. Louis what was the most impressive 
thing he had seen during his tour of this country. At the time 
the question was put to the great English statesman he was 
standing on the bank of the Mississippi a short distance north 
of St. Louis. Without hesitation he replied, “ I have witnessed 
to-day in the nonuse of the Mississippi River the greatest 
example of extravagant waste I have ever seen.” 

How long will it take to complete the work of development of 
our rivers and harbors and render available for public use the 
badly needed transportation facilities which will result there 
from? Under the present system of appropriating for them 
nobody knows how long it will take, because the will of Con- 
gress varies from year to year, and the engineers who are 


| charged with the duty of carrying out this work are therefore 


handicapped in carrying out a consistent and comprehensive 
program. 

Consider, for example, the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers. 
Here is what General Taylor says about the results to them of 
the present system of appropriations: 

In those cases, where the projects were adopted with a view to com- 
pletion within a certain specific number of years—in the case of the 
Mississippi between the Ohio and Missouri, 12 years; in the case of 
the Mississippi between the mouth of the Missouri and Minneapolis, 
12 years; and in the case of the Missouri River from Kansas City to 
the nmrouth, 10 years—the appropriations have not been sufficient to 
permit of the work being done at that economical rate. In some years 
practically nothing has been done, with the result that these improve- 
ments, which might have been completed by this time, and a large 
part of the work done during the period of low prices before the war, 
have now run over into the period of high prices, and much work 
remains to be done. In fact, due to the small appropriations and the 
lack of continuous and effective prosecution of the work, a consider- 
able portion of the work already done will have to be done over again. 


Maj. Gen. Lansing H. Beach, who retires as Chief of En- 
gineers, United States Army, on June 18, stated to the members 
of the House Rivers and Harbors Committee considering water- 
way legislation on March 20, that “it would probably take to 
the year 38,000 to complete waterway improvements if the 
present system” of piecemeal appropriations is continued. 

NBPED OF PROMPT COMPLETION OF ADOPTED PROJBCTS 

Delay in improvement of our waterways is a loss every year 
in wealth amounting to more than would be required for im- 
provement of the whole system of waterways, and it is sub- 
jecting the people to an immeasurable loss of prosperity which 
is unnecessary. 

Waterway improvements are of little value unless com- 
pleted. It is immaterial how much work may be done on a 
waterway if one small section remains unimproved the entire 
project is about as useless as a great bridge with one span out 
or a railroad with a section of track missing. 

We learned during the World War the serious weakness of 
our transportation system. We must have relief from the 
freight congestion of a rapidly growing commerce so that 
facilities will be available to carry great quantities of freight 
at rates which water facilities alone can afford. 

An improvement of such magnitude is calculated to benefit 
the entire country. 

It will save to the farmers at least 20 per cent to 80 per 
cent of their freight costs, because it will give cheap transpor- 
tation right through the heart of the great agricultural section 
of America. 

Our farms and our factories must have world markets in 
which to sell their surplus goods and to take from them the 
things we want but do not ourselves produce. We must pro- 
tect our trade lines; other nations have a monopoly on many 
articles of commerce that are necessary under our standard of 
living. There must be reciprocity—a swapping of our surplus 
factory and farm products for their articles of commerce, all 
of which means transportation in one form or another. 

Our system of rail transportation is undergoing a change of 
life. There are several contributing factors, such as our nat- 
ural inerease in population, the inability of the weak rail lines 
to keep pace with the stronger ones, the unnecessary multipli- 





PC a ee ee ell 


a 


4 






1924 





eation of overhead charges, terminal congestion, and the lack 
of capital fer needed expansion. 

From now on the major transportation agencies of the coun- 
try—its rail, water, and highways—must be so integrated that 
all avoidable friction shall be eliminated and all be made to 
work smoothly for one common purpose, namely, the movement 
of persons and things from one point to another at the lowest 
cost consistent with good service. In this general scheme of 
orderly and effective transportation the waterways must be 
placed in a position to participate under the favorable condi- 
tions which only their full and complete development will 
bring about. 

AMOUNT NEEDED TO COMPLETD APPROVED PROJECTS 


The latest estimate made by the United States Army En- | 


gineers of the amount required to complete all approved river 
and harbor projects is as follows: 
PRINCIPAL BEACOAST HARBORS 


Portland Harbor, Me _ ~~~ ig aaah S ‘ $100, 000 


Boston Harbor, Mass —_— ; sia ia ata! 1, 545, 000 
Providence River and Harbor, R. I a ail il 238, OOO 
Bronx River, N. Y an ws td 143, 000 
Jamaica Ba a _ 541. 000 | 
Harbor at Flushing DOS, Me Ratan _ abe , 800 | 
eS a acl 300 
New York Harbor, N. Y a oad ay. 2. 400 
Coney Island Channel, N. Y- ice n * si li rT, OOO 
Red Hook Channel, N. Y_-- ae - enue tees , GOO 
Buttermilk Channel, N, Y : 7 r le , 200 
Kast River, N. Y a vite bees aa , 800 
Harlem River, N. Y -- Cine . site , 600 
Hudson River Channel, N. Y » , 400 


Newark Bay and Hackensack and Passaic Rivers, N. J , GOL 









New York and New Jersey Channels, N. Y. and N. J----- , 000 
Elizabeth River, N. J. -- ies eneiili , 000 
Raritan River, N. J....-- J msatieneantnanAiaaiaiea ss , 0 
Schuylkill River, Pa_ ~~~ ike seein , VOU 
Delaware River, Pa., N. J., and Del., Philadelphia, Pa., to 

the sea os Pe ne ee, eee a a ee 4, 190, 000 
Wilmington Harbor, Del piiiowinaihe otite Sestied 257, OO} 
Baltimore Harbor and Channel, Md 5 comctnitiamisiile 844, 000 
Norfolk Harbor, Va inidinndneitind inte a 2, 222, 500 
Thimble Shoal Channel, Va : ‘ ath Sicitianinstanten 74, 560 
Cape Fear River, N. C., at and below Wilmington ines ~« 420, 000 | 
Charleston Harbor, 8S. C ee oeee ts 5 i ee 6, 040, 000 
Savannah Harbor, Ga = hapeeltnliaceniedgilemsslideasa nn s 1, 042, 000 | 
Brunswick Harbor, Ga_- sb teenie erie ccna 1, 012, O00 


St. Johns River, Fla., Jac ksonville to the ocean............. 441, 200 


Harbor at Key West, Fla_..-..___~ ; ; 970, 000 | 


Tampa Harbor, Fia............... a ae 
Mobile Harbor, Ala___- oui 
Southwest Pass, Mississippi ‘River, La... 
Sabine-Neches Waterway, Tex 2 


, 000 
1 , 000 
uininidiniad 1, 574, 000 
1, 719, 000 








Galveston Channel, Tex— __- Dciil encdtninntadeet tlie sel bestilicnlniitiad 2, 466, 400 
oe BO Be ee ee rae 1, , 000 
Port Aransas Harbor, Tex __.___- er euthites 500 
Los Angeles Harbor, Calif. — . a a at il a , 000 
San Francisco eee Calif__ <- r ieee. ens os , 000 
Oakland Harbor, — dg dieieit ite ditcilihtycdakheaians salnithedinaliaeiie i 450 
Richmond Harbor, Calif_ ‘ mee noo 
Son Pablo Bay a Mare Island Strait, Calif snalenann , 000 
Coos Bay, Oreg ee ae z id a = 000 
Columbia and Lower “Willamette Rivers below Vancouver, 

Wash., and Portland, Oreg.....____.... ileDalins atipetibaids 3, 098, 000 
Grays Harbor and bar entrance, Wash... _---_-__-_ none 600, 000 
Lake Washington Ship Canal, Wash__-__-~-- cu cmiviseadaid 563, 000 
Te ee, eee 760, 000 
ee RE ee see 325, 000 
eG = OR Ee ee Ea 300, 000 

ica aaa 97, 322, 910 
SECONDARY HARBORS AND COASTWISBE CHANNELS 
fe I satehiniiipiipiatindadin 61, 000 


Harbor of refuge at Nantucket, Mass____ 34, 000 
New Bedford and Fairhaven, Mass . 60, 000 








Pawtucket River, R. I__---~-- sodas 77, 000 
Ilarbor of refuge at B lock Is sland, I 21, 000 
Great Salt Pond, Block Island, R. = citatiadiahaitin naps teint xi 116, 000 
Paweatuck River, - & Gen Coen.......c. enanleniidslindaiiaaiaiit 64, TOO 
eG) Bie Ce CON atin od nna cn cwnniidinleds 120, 000 
Connecticut River below Hartford, “Conn - aia centile alli 105, 500 
ee ER ea ae ae 41. 150 
UU, a enieseep cs iionsshieiaiah ecanen iktliiindstledtiies 81,200 
Pl UG eee eee natdicke 118, 000 
CE I aii dite hee etckbrlibinincied sctdlllicidity 120, 000 
Greenwich Harbor, Conn __ ~~ sci cities a Nien han 7. 400 
Port Chester Harbor, N. Y ---~-~ sp cecdibanaiegall cilia casein blidldiadiati ni 12, 500 
| a a ee a 103, 000 
rT SC 0s Se lets, eit, an ncecithitlin tithiicahibicnetendtlheibihnnas 475, 000 
New Rochelle Harbor, N. Y..---~~.----- din orseesctllediiiadin 35, 000 
Port Jefferson Harbor, N. ¥-....-~-~- ~~~ i caitlin 53, 600 
Mattias eee ee eee Se he 81, 800 
BO RE Ee ee ee Cassie 5, 700 
Tarrytown Harbor, Bil, Wdihicadiliitsiatigian<nentillhiniditnilitheenaywcigiitingits sail 6, 300 
Burlington Harbor, Ne ecg ctl delle x cree celia sad aati onan idiatienthaanity 217. OOo 
Cheesequake Creek, N. J_------- op thdicn tatiana ee ident 50, 000 
Matawan Creek, N. J_------- Binichteadlbie sina lcci 12, 120 
Shoal Harbor and C= ton Cre ek, Ni Mists dic nindbabibiad 47, 130 
Shrewsbury River, Pete dada thtbondat sahil 50, 000 
Mantua Creek, N. ;. pasicietp dn doar Dtis anes ax Alla sian eta Liii as 40, 495 
Ce hit ct onndincsmonne nedlnhaiideastictndadiles 58, 300 
I i rrcsesenenineninetineecpenennieiietnanignlptineieenathian 61, 200 
aren neers enn iagnnimiapaaari 148, 000 
Tuckerton Creek, N. J__-~-- lta adhtadiths sivtaasipandadikinian teil 1, 640 
Inland Waterway from Delaware River to Chesapeake 

Bay, Del. and Md------ Shine tp batiin x eylingtingniplnandicimminnininin - 3, 000, 000 
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Appoquinimink River, Del 

St. Jones River, Del 

Murderkill River, Del 

Smyrna River, Del . 

Inland waterway between Rehoboth Bay and Delawure 
Bay, Del - . — 

James River, Va 

Inland waterway 
aes ‘ 

Harbor of refuge, Cape Lookout, N. C 

Winyah Bay, N. ¢ 

Waterway between Charleston and Winyah Bay, 8. C 

Wappoo Gut, 8. C 

Waterway between Beaufort, 8. C., and St. Johns River, 
Fla 

Oklawaha River, Fla 

Indian River, FI 

St. Lucie Inlet, Fla 

Sarasota Bay, Fla 


from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort Inlet 


Harbor at St. Petersburg, Fla 

Apalachicola Bay, Fla 

La Grange Bayou, Fla - 

Barataria Bay, La 

Sayou ‘Teche, La 

Intracoastal waterway from Mississippi River to Bayeu 
Teche, La 

Intracoastal waterway, Franklin to Mormentau, La 


Intracoastal waterway, 
La. and Tex 

Calcasieu River and Pass, La 

Pascagoula Harbor, Miss 

Channel from Aransas Pass to Corpus Christi, Tex 

Crescent City Llarbor, Calif 

IIumboldt Harbor and Bay, Calif 

Noyo River, Calif 

Yaquina Bay and Harbor, Oreg 

Umpqua River, Oreg 

Willamette Slough, Oreg 

Lewis River, Wash 

Anacortes Harbor, Wash 


Calcasieu River to Sabine River, 


Total 


LAKE HARBORS AND CILANNELS 


Narrows of Lake Champlain, N. Y 
Duluth-Superior Harbor, Minn. and Wis 
Harbor at Port Wing, Wis 

Keweenaw Waterway, Mich 

Harbor of refuge at Grand Marais, Mich 
Green Bay Harbor, Wis 
Milwaukee Harbor, Wis 
Racine Harbor, Wis 

South Haven Harbor, Mich 
Grand Haven Harbor, Mich 
Grand River, Mich 
Muskegon Harbor, Mich 
White Lake Harbor, Mich 
Ludington Harbor, Mich 
Manistee Harbor, Mich 
Charlevoix Harbor, Mich 
Chicago Harbor, Ill 
Indians Harbor, Ind 
Michigan City Harbor, Ind 
Sandusky Harbor, Ohio 
Huron Harber, Ohio 
Lorain Harbor, Ohio 
Cleveland Harber, Ohio 
Fairport Harbor, Ohio 
Ashtabula Harbor, Ohio 
Conneaut Harbor, Ohio 
Buffalo Harbor, N. ¥ 
Black Rock Channel and Tonawanda Harbor, N. Y 
Oswego Harbor, N. ¥ 

Cape Vincent Harbor, N. ¥ 


I da castaaestincionnitensi ice 


PRINCIPAL RIVERS 
{fudson River, N. Y_.----- 
Mississippi River: 
Setween the Ohio and Missouri Rivers 
Between Missouri and Minneapolis, Minn 
Mississippi and Leech Rivers, Minn 
Missouri River: 
Kansas City to the mouth ‘ 
Kansas City, Mo., to Sioux City, Iowa 
Sioux City, Iowa, to Fort Benton, Mont 
Cumberland River, Tenn. and Ky.: 
Below Nashville___-~ 
Above Nashville 
Tennessee River: 
Below Riverton, Ala 
Above. Chattanooga, Tenn pia 
Chattanooga to Browns Island - 
Survey of a : 
Construction of locks and dams on the Ohio River 
Monongahela River, Pa. and W. Va 
Allegheny River, Pa., construction of locks and dams 
NI a cere 
Illinois River, Il 


SECONDARY RIVERS 
Roanoke River, N. C : 
Cape Fear River , above Wilmington, N. € 
ontpenat (Cape Fear) River, N. C 

Johns River, Fla., Jacksonville to Palatka 
Lake Crescent and Dunns Creek, Fla 
Kissimmee River, Fla_- 
Flint River, Ga 


Indefin 
Indefir 
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Tit? 


Chattahoochce River, Ga., and Alabama River, Ala. (Re- 

vised estimate being prepared) ............--__-----. $267, 000 
Black Warrior, Warrior, and Tombigbee Rivers, Ala__-_- 46, 800 
Yensas River and Bayou Macon, La... --...---...--- 4, 200 
K SI IN ccc cen tsuneo ill leas neat Indefinite. 
I OE TI ini nenecinekrtiininstnsipaeieenaeasaendiiies Indefinite. 
(;ascopnade RKivet! a Indefinite, 

ih: TO: a a 43, 000 
Snake River Oreg., Wash., and Idaho ae 7 86, 800 
Willamette River above lVortlaud and Yamhill River, Oreg 53, 900 


Grand total, approved river and harbor projects 


Since this estimate wus prepared the War Department appro- 
priation act for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, has been 
enacted, carrying $37,250,000 for rivers and harbors. Part of 
this appropriation will be required for the maintenance of ex- 
isting improvements and the remainder will be available for 
expenditure on further improvements under the projects in- 
cluded in the above list. The net result is to reduce the amount 
still required to be provided to about $204,000,000. 


‘ 


This figure does not include any maiptenance werk, which 


can better be provided for by annual appropriations, the 
amount required being subject to variations in the light of 
actual experience from year to year. Moreover, maintenance is 


a current expense and is properly payable from current rev- 
enues. The annual maintenance now averages about 2 per 
cent per annum of the investment involved, and this percentage 
will be smuller when the projects are completed, as the engi- 
neers have testified that while there will be more work to 
maintain the cost is likely to be less, since completed improve- 
ments ure less subject to damage by floods or otherwise than 
partially completed projects. 


SOUND BUSINESS METHOD OF PROVIDING FUNDS 


Our Government has been compared with a business cor- 
poration, the citizens of the country corresponding to the 
stockholders of a corporation, Congress to the board of di- 
rectors, the President to the president of the corporation, and 
the members of the Cabinet to the administrative vice presi- 
dents of the corporation. A corporation is run for the benefit 
of its stockholders and the Government is run for the benefit 
of the citizens of the country. In the campaign ef economy 
during the last few years, which has made tax reduetion pos- 
sible, the effort haus been to get “more business in Government 
and less Government in business.” It is largely due to the 
fact that business methods have been applied to many of the 
activities of this Government that economies have been secured, 
and the application of business methods to the financing of 
river and harbor improvements will produce equally beneficial 
results. 

A business secures money for the construction of permanent 
improvements by the sale of seeurities. The choice of the form 


Bonds is- 
Year sued during 
year 


ii a a a $60, 000, 000 
ied 50, 000, 000 
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of security to be used—stock, bonds, or some other form—is 
determined by the circumstances in each case, but there is 
always a capital obligation of some sort representing the cost 
of all permanent improvements. 

There are various reasons for this procedure, but the funda- 
mental one is that it permits the prompt utilization of the 
improvements and the necessity of paying for them is post- 
poned until the benefits from their use are being realized. In 
other words, this is a way to make the improvements pay for 
themselves. 

The same line of reasoning applies with equal force to the 
financing of river and harbor improvements by the Government. 
Why should the taxpayer of to-day pay the entire cost of these 
improvements when the taxpayer of to-morrow—and many more 
to-morrows-——will be deriving the benefits from them? The bene- 
fits of lower costs of transportation and reduced losses from 
congestion at critical points will result not only in these direct 
savings but also in the increased prosperity which the freer 
and cheaper circulation of commodities will preduce. All this 
will provide the taxpayer of to-morrow with mere funds to 
meet the cost of the improvements—spread over a number of 
years—than the taxpayer of today has available. It will be 
literally making the improvements pay for themselves. 

The annual appropriations for rivers and harbors are now 
running from $35,000,000 to $60,000,000 per year, of which 
about $15,000,000, or 2 per cent of the $750,000,000 investment, 
is required for maintenance. With a bond issue for $204,000,000 
providing for the completion of the approved projects, the 
annual charge for the first 10 years would be $15,000,000 for 
maintenance and interest charges on the bonds, gradually rising 
to $9,180,000 in the fifth year and never going over that figure, 
making a total of frem $17,700,000 te $24,180,000 annually in- 
stead of from $35,000,000 to $60,000,000. This is based on the 
maximum rate of interest—4} per cent—authorized in the bill. 


| Khe interest rate, and consequently the interest charges, are 


almost certain to be materially lower than these figures. As- 
suming fhat the bonds would be retired at the rate of $10,000,000 
per year, beginning with the eleventh year after their issue, 
which would retire them all 30 years from their issue, the 
maximum annual charge would be $34,180,000 in the eleventh 
year, gradually reducing to $27,540,000 in the thirtieth year, 
and thereafter would be merely the annual maintenance of 
$15,000,000 per vear. The following tabulation shows how 
these bonds could be handled to reduce the immediate drain on 
the Treasury, as indieated above, keep the maximum charge 
for succeeding years at less than the appropriation for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, which is the lowest which has 
been made for several years, and spread the bulk of the cost, 
in gradually decreasing amounts, over a period of 20 years, 
commencing five years after the great majority of the improve- 
ments will be completed. 


Interest on 


Annual 








Bonds out- honda 4 Bonds re- Total bond Total 
standing ae at ‘i tired during | charges for all charge for 
during year per cent year year projects year 
$60, 000, 000 $2 700,000 |........+0---- $2, 700,000 } $15, 000, 000 $17, 700, 000 | 
110, 000, 000 CEE Enxbiioeccsniacs 4, 950, 000 15, G00, 000 19, 950, 000 
150, 000, 000 OU Picescdcnccanan 6, 750, 000 15, 000, 000 21, 750, 000 
180, 000, 000 0 SI Crittendeetcctcd 8, 100, 000 15, 000, 000 23, 100, 000 
204, 000, 000 CY Ridckstunionsod 9, 180, 000 15, 000, 000 24, 189, 000 
204, 000, 000 9, 180, 000 |_ 9, 180,000 | 15, 000, 000 2, 180, 000 | 
204, 000, 000 9, 180, 000 |. 9, 180, 000 14, 000, 000 24, 180, 000 
9, 180, 000 |. 9, 180, 000 15, 000, 000 24, 180, 000 | 
9, 180, 000 |. 9, 180, 000 15, 000, 008 24, 180, 000 | 
CTS bx. nae oneal 9, 180, 000 15, 000, 000 24, 180, 000 | 
9, 180,000 | $10,000,000 | 19, 180,000 | 1.5, 000, 000 24, 180, 008 
8, 730, 000 10, 000, 000 18, 730, 000 15, 000, 000 33, 730, 000 
& 280, 000 10, 000, 000 38, 280, 000 15, 000, 000 33, 280, 000. 
7, 830, 000 10, 000, 000 17, 830, 000 14, 000, 000 32, 830, 000 | 
7, 380, 000 10, 000, 000 17, 380, 000 14, 000, 000 32, 339, 008 | 
6, 930, 000 10, 000, 000 16, 930, 000 14, 000, 000 31, 939, 000. 
6, 480, 000 10, 000, 000 14, 480, 000 15, 000, 000 31, 480, 000 
6, 030, 000 10, 000, 000 16, 030, 000 15, 000, 000 31, 630, 000 
5, 580, 000 10, 000, 000 15, 580, 000 15, 000, 000 30, 580, 000 
5, 130, 000 10, 000, 000. 14, 130, 000 15, 000, 000 30, 130, 000 
4, 680, 000 10, 000, 000 14, 680, 000 15, 000, 000 29, 680, 000 
4, 230, 000 10, 000, 000 14, 230, 000 15, 000, 000 20, 230, 000 
3, 780, 000 10, 000, 000 13, 780, 000 15, 000, 000 28, 780, 000 
3,330,000} 10,000,000} 13,330,000} 15, 000, 000 28, 330, 000 
2, 880, 000 10, 000, 000 12, 880, 000 15, 000, 000 27, 880, 000 
2, 430, 000 10, 000, 000 12, 430, 000 15, 000, 000 2T, 430, 000 
1, 980, 000 10, 000, 000 11, 980, 000 14, 000, 000 26, 980, 000 
1, 580, 000 10, 000, 000 0}, 530, 000 14, 000, 000 26, 530, 000 
1, 080, 000 12, 000, 000 13, 080, 000 14, 000, 000 28, 080, 000 
540, 000 12, 000, 000 12, 540, 000 14, 000, 008 27, 540, 000 
ca] ocecquscceauesiesinsccddenculpeabtenmmdsianel 14, 000, 000 14, 000, 000 
Se sa menginenintinsien 14, 000, 000 16, 000, 000 
7 es a 15, 000, 000 14, 000, 000 
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The morning papers of June 9, 1924, announce that the latest 
note issue put out by the Treasury bears interest at the rate of 
2% per cent. If such a rate can be secured on these bonds when 
they are issued, it would reduce the maximum interest charge, 
in the above tabulation, to $5,610,000 instead of $9,180,000 and 
the maximum total charge for any year to $30,610,000 instead 
of $34,180,000, All other interest figures in the above would be 


correspondingly reduced—about 290 per cent—and would carry | 


reduced total charges for each year. 
ADVANTAGES OF THIS MBHTHOD OVER PRESENT PROCEDURE 

The advantages of this method over the present procedure 
may be divided into two general classes—tirst, the advantages 
from the construction point of view and, second, the advantages 
from the taxpayer’s point of view, which include the first class 
as well. 

From the construction point of view the provision of the 
necessary funds when and as needed will permit the laying out 
of a program for the prosecution of the work at the most eco- 
nomical rate, with full assurance that this program will not 
have to be modified on account of lack of funds. 
ularly important in the matter of the procurement and full 
utilization of equipment and the building up and maintaining 
of a well-trained and efficient personnel. There have been 
instances in the past when equipment has been provided with a 
view to carrying out a program of construction, and the funds 
provided in subsequent years have been so restricted that a 
considerable part of this equipment has lain idle because there 
was not sufficient money to carry out the program for which it 
was provided. As in most businesses, it costs money to train 
personnel to efficiently carry on the work of improving water- 
ways, and when* the funds are reduced below the amount re- 
quired to keep this personnel profitably occupied it is necessary 
to lay off part of the trained men, some of whom never come 
back, thereby necessitating the training of others to take their 
places when sufficient funds are again available. 

A further advantage from the construction point of view lies 
in the possibility of procuring lower costs for a given piece of 
work when it can be carried on at such a rate as to make the 
use of larger and more efficient equipment possible. (Quantity 
production methods are responsible for our ability in this coun- 
try to compete with, and in many cases to undersell, concerns 
of other countries on many manufactured products, and that in 
spite of the fact that our wages and scale of living are higher 
than in any other country in the world.) The same principles 
of quantity production applied to work on waterway improve- 
ments will produce similar savings in the cost of completing 
these projects. 

General Taylor gave an excellent illustration of the econo- 
mies which can be achieved when funds are available to do the 
work at the maximum economical rate. He referred to the 
Chesapeake & Delaware Canal, which was estimated to cost 
$13,000,000, and which he states he believes would have cost 
all of that if it had been built at the rate which was made 
necessary by limited appropriations. However, due to certain 
circumstances which made it impossible to proceed with some 
other projects, some additional funds were available, and under 
the lump-sum appropriation system it was possible to divert 
them to other projects. It was decided to divert sufticient to 
the Chesapeake & Delaware Canal to permit contracting for 
practically the entire job at one time. The result was a much 
lower unit price for the work to be done, and it is now ex- 
pected to complete the canal at a cost of $9,500,000, which repre- 
sents a reduction in cost of $3,500,000, which is 25 per cent. 
This was possible only because the contractor, with several 
years’ work assured, felt justified in building a large and efficient 
dredge, which was able to do the work much cheaper than 
such smaller and less efficient equipment as he would have 
had to use if the work had been let in smaller quantities and 
spread out over a number of years. The same sort of econo- 
mies can be achieved by the Government engineers if they are 
assured the funds required to do their work at the most 
advantageous rate. 

From the taxpayer’s point of view, in addition to all the 
advantages enumerated above, there are further advantages 
‘which make this method of financing river and harbor improve- 
ments most desirable. These consist, first, in securing the com- 
pletion as promptly as possible of the river and harbor im- 
provements in which so much of his money has already been 
spent, although few of them have been completed, so that he 
can enjoy the benefits of cheaper and more satisfactory trans- 
portation and the commercial prosperity which that will carry 
with it, and, second, in distributing the cost of completing these 
improvements over a period of years during which the improve- 
ments will be completed and when the benefits derived from 
them will help pay off the bonds sold to pay for the construction 
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. 
work, and, third, in reducing the demand on the Treasury for 
money for this purpose at this time when economy in the Govy- 
ernment expenditures is so important. 
COOPERATION OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT WITH THE STATES IN 
CONSTRUCTION OF HIGHWAYS 

Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, the tremendous development in 
highway construction in the various States of the Union since 
the passage of the Federal highway act in 1916 has demon- 
strated the desire of the people for a system of adequate and 
permanent highways. The sentiment for good roads has mani- 
fested itself in a most tangible form by the construction of an 
astonishingly large mileage of durable, modern highways that 
have not only resulted in greatly improved interstate post roads 
but to an even greater extent the development of excellent inter- 
county highways which afford greatly improved means of com- 
munication between cities and towns and agricultural sections 
and enable both dwellers in such towns and cities and on the 
farms to have a better and closer system of communication and 
better opportunities for the sale and exchange of commodities, 
for more rapid transportation, and for the growth and develop- 
ment of the localities through which such highways pass, in ad- 


| dition to many other conspicuous benefits. 





The Chief of the United States Bureau of Public Roads re- 
cently stated in the hearings before the Committee on Roads of 


| the House of Representatives that since the passage of the 


Federal aid road act in 1916, 33,000 miles of highways have 
been completed in the United States and 13,800 were under 
construction on the Ist of March of this year. 

No State in the Union has manifested greater interest in the 
development of a system of modern highways than has Texas. 
I recently called upon the United States Bureau of Public Roads 
for a statement of the extent to which the Federal Government 
had cooperated with the State of Texas in the construction of 
highways and the extgnt to which it was continuing to do so, 
I also asked for information regarding the completed and ap- 
proved road projects in my own congressional district, and feel- 
ing that the information furnished by the Bureau of Publie 
Roads will be of interest to many I am taking occasion to in- 


' clude in my remarks the data submitted: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF PUBLIC Roaps, 


June 4, 192}. 
Hon, CLay Sroxe Brices, 


House of Representatives. 

Dean Mr. Baices: I have your letter of June 3, asking for informa- 

tion relative to Federal-aid road work in Texas, particularly 
counties of the seventh congressional district. 

The apportionments made under Federal-aid acts, 


in the 


by fiseal years, and 
payments made to the State for completed work in each of these years, 
are as follows: 


Year | Apportion- Payments 
| ment made 


a a $201, 927. 81 

1918 al Ae heli Aaa acon * ARS, B55, 62 ; 

1919___. ad ; 3, 808, 206. 07 $204, 205. 59 
1920 i ahi nae Saud 5, 559, 816. 81 | 353, 267. 91 
1921 sa pikeoint i — : 5, 861, 598. 46} 3, 164, 850. 18 
1922 Sarid ; 4, 425, 172. 41 | 5, O15, O45. 87 
aa ; ataenicnaee | 2,950, 114.94 5, 843, 077. 67 
aa dencicabe lis ald Ra te adelane Rina --------| 3,838,351.12 | '4, 968, 464. 37 


| = ee | 27,314,043.24! 20, 449. 101. 59 


*To May 31. 

The amount contributed by the Federal Government to each of the 
counties of the seventh district in which work has been done is shown 
by projects on the sheet which is attached, giving the status of Federal 
aid in congressional district No. 7, Texas, as of May 31, 1924. This 
table shows the project numbers and names, types constructed, the 
counties In which located, with total cost and Federal aid paid. 

For the whole State, as of May 31 of this year, the 
mileage was 3,139, with a total cost of $42,457,817, and Federal aid 
paid to the amount of $16,307,427.84. There was under construction 
1.556 miles, estimated to cost $24,411,935, of which the Federal allot- 
ment is $9,605,778.16. In addition, there has been approved for con- 
struction 214 miles, estimated to cost $3,824,285, with a tentative 
allotment of Federal aid amounting to $1,399,550.26. This makes a 
total program of 4,909 miles, with a total cost of $70,694,038, of which 
$27,312,256.24 is in Federal funds. The total amount paid to the 
State as of the above date for work completed was $20,449,101.59, 

I trust this information will be of service to you. 

Very truly yours, P. St. J. WILson, 
Acting Chief of Bureau, 


completed 


(Inclosure.) 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


JUNE 6 


















































Staius of Federal aid in congressetonal district No. 7, Texas, as of May 31, 1924 
PROJECTS COMPLETED AND FINAL PAYMENT MADE 
Project Nam Type County Miles 
— — — ——_—_———_——-} nen 
1 Reisene COR 6 iii ctcdcctcmdctsnctsdinwisaed I ieee ee | $ 23,602.79 $11, 771. 91 5.5 
2 Houston brat ich sisal elaalseltaadaaab cain ietasestgagsle Aas ail SRI cid ck cebadenciadadell | BER SE nc. eewseed 61, 424. 60 8&5 
I34-A | T OE I UNIIE 56 na coc se cbestadiaceseadens Sata WE sscditarcicautscoeceieel SOIR BP Ci scaicnionnitial 7, 840. 35 10.6 
1M4-B Dea Sallie ah aikii etka cae SIIMINN ipsa SI ae a | 414, 065. 25 206, 709. 62 22.1 
Lt 4 Do Siatipwinctntnianitibaiend oc eS = NN ceuleclcisdnicanngidcesiasaniiieadtane | 236, $20. 40 | 61, 311. 00 9.7 
| Galveston-Virginia point ........-nccacccencecassc----| Block, conc. base-.| CP ONIIIN. ., ttcemrnnesctebsins } 134, 869, 62 30, 000. 00 1.6 
Highway 35 een ee eet ak: Uiemcieisedetntaal Chambers 98, 625. 76 38, 000. 00 11.3 
Walker County line to Houston County line .......-- © CON itch an a I ie eae eee 181, 651. 50 58, 567. 00 16.3 
Di kinson Hayou Bridge Kuinnebcligtatitelh inti } Brid OK ccicethtlndiinl | Galveston 30, 598. 77 ee 
Be ee a ee es SOTO ccccie:iacincisinigcas alti UNI til a 173, 561. 11 13.0 
B Ne abn ba nck igutis cdantnbidad nada scien alli acccusidcachiokewasal ic itiacese sa caadencmed 116, 743. $3 58, 371. 91 6.9 
otal ‘iecueie eentetoatsielistineiainiapenis wieieiotees Riclensis dices tats teal, athe I ITI II a net 657, 401. 46 105. 6 
' 
PROJECTS UNDER CONSTRUCTION 
eh Tn TE iit cakrimndnsenipeienagnstinneiittcs Gras ca RG | DO Rnncctainccctenseabead $455, 856.33 | $227,928.16 | $129, 153. 30 34.5 
} drained. 
FD: 5 bein Te As On iiss en edhe eee sandines OOWEE 5 cs ckiinass Montgomery................ 202, 984. 76 PUES Lbcudesassien 21.5 
Dit. ssscndiinasieissviieeanbibcdiaidaavastenbeeaamatoaies einai tisnctiidndsciilbinl Krainin | 658,841.09 | 297, 128.16 | 129, 188.20 | 56.0 
. - PROJECTS APPROVED FOR CONSTRUCTION 
wh eT ee oiapeee ont Sec hatnntiataectooe 
40%} Atl I ak ae ee ee COORG. ..cccesee | CN i ee $358, 937. 34 $122, 250. 00 9.7 
4 Cle wid- Living: oe a Gravel . Scns EE pike aie ce kee 41, 654. 84 20, 000. 00 4.2 
| i niches 
Total a leet nareeccnyercanens[-ancasnncnnsgnanstuttidibesdasechiiiiuisceniuesd aN 142, 250.00 | 13.9 
- pum SS > a nie a omeeenaaee jieeniii | 
The advent of the automobile and its widespread distribu- Just to remind a few people of the taxes they used to pay 
tion throngheut the land, numbering something over 16,000,- | but pay no more—thanks to a Republican Congress—let me set 
000 in the United States, and nearly 70,000 registered cars | out a few items which were eliminated or reduced in your last 
in the State of Texas, has undoubtedly been largely respon- | year’s payments and will not be collected this year or never- 


sible for 
the rapid 


good roads and for 
and better highways. 


the almost universal demand for 
and constant inerease in new 


In order that the investment in good roads should result 
in the greatest and most lasting benefit, the Bureau of Public 


Ronds insists that highways constructed should be, as far as 
possible, of the most durable and permanent type, and should 
be maintained and properly protected so avoid deteriora- 
tion and disintegration—thereby avoiding increased cost 
of restoration and maintenance. 

The linking of the county and city through a system of 
modern highways is not only resulting im a more rapid de- 
velopment and growth, but is also establishing closer relations 
between the people and resulting in a better understanding of 
conditions and has become the means of greater mutual help- 
fulness and progressive prosperity. 


aus to 
an 


THE PUBLIC DEBT HAS BEEN REDUCED MORE THAN FIVE BILLION 
DOLLARS IN LESS THAN FIVE YEARS 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, “ Reduce the taxes" has been the 

cry in all times since before the days of Christ. “Tax reduc- 

tion” is the slogan to which many a candidate in all elections 

in a theusand years has pinned his faith. I remember a can- 


didate for county assessor who went into office one time on the 
slogan, “ Vote for Abernathy and reduce your taxes,” and he 
had just about as much to do with the reduction of taxes as 
had the janitor of the courthouse. 

The Congress does have to do with taxes, and the Congress 
has reduced the Federal taxes greatly—this year and in the four 
years before. The Federal taxes have been going down year 
after year since the Republican Congress was elected in 1918. 
It may be your State, county, school, and city taxes have 
been going up, but your Federal taxes have been coming down 
rapidly. 

Many people get Federal taxes and local taxes mixed up. 
The Congress has nothing whatever to do with local taxes— 
city, county, school, or State. The Federal taxes are collected 
chiefly from income taxes and the tariff. 

1 have told how this Congress has cut $252,750,000 off the 
income taxes you are paying this year and about $472,000,000 
off the tax you would have been called upon to pay in the next 
calendar year. That is great. It is wonderful. 

But the last Republican Congress did better than that—vastly 
better than that, and it has long since been forgotten. It was 
not much praised at the time. People took it as a matter of 
course, as they take the sunshine and the rain. 

The last Congress which was Republican reduced your taxes 
for 1923 more than $633,000,000, and you heard hardly a word 
about it. 

it was not earried in red headlines, no thanksgiving services 
were held, and, so far as I know, no Member of the Congress 
ever heard anybody commend the action. _ 








more, we hope. 

These amounts are the taxes collected in 1922, but were not 
collected in 1923. because the tax on these items had been abol- 
ished or the rates reduced: 





On freight, express, pasnager fares, Pullman, ete... $169, 518, 727. 30 
Oem: AAT BIRO <0 ein ctninnetnsg+e<ghbine 10, 855, 403. 81 
OEE CE, CRC cenit trtineutiasdniinsmeiidmaraieenion 8, 376, 964. 55 
Toilet soap, chewing gum, and drug-store items____ 4, S72, 953. 49 
PEnseR, -CCGRI, § COCs. haste ti adit Atlin htm etblinds 4, 951, 752. 232 
eg A a ee a 2, 215. 607. 05 
Electric fans, thermos bottles 213, 907. 28 
Brtsees MGES OF Tet soe ln tetn deb icigsde 6, 528, 971. 03 
Motion-picture films_...---------~.------..-----.- , 4, 67 8, 868. 17 
| CORE GEREOIIOEE, GO Wea ccecccsmunenamnans 3, 236, 475. 26 
Catuete, Was, (TURES, GEC g eninge simcciennmniey 7, 012, 582. 31 
Reduction in income and profits tax_.--..-..-..-.- 397, 744, 152. 29 
ON caine np hienstaeceegeeaianenretiaaaie 633, 701, 364. 6 67 


The Republican Congress gave the people the Budget system. 
The Budget system and an economical Republican Congress 
are responsible for lifting from the people a vast burden of 
taxation and a reduction in the publie debt by a stupendous 
sum. 

Look at the public debt for a moment. You can hardly com- 
prehend the figures, but they are illuminating. A Republican 
Congress was elected first in 1918. That is the year I was 
elected to Congress. The public debt reached its maximum on 
August 31, 1919, when it was $26,596,701,648.01. In 1919 the 
Republican Congress began its program for reduced appropria- 


tions, economy in government, and reductions in the public 
debt. On June 20, 1924, the public debt was $21,301,501,055.86, 


a clear reduction in less than five years of $5,295,200,592.15. 
Can you beat it—more than $5,000,000,000 paid eff on the public 
debt in less than five years? 

In the past year the debt has been reduced more than the 
usual $1,000,000,000. 

Let us look at these figures in detail: 


The pudlic debt 





Ga. 3A. 19, Wie oe. ens $26, 596, 701, 648. 01 
dT? Ue a eee ee 21, 301, 501, 055. 86 
ee ee ae 5, 295, 200, 592. 15 

This year’s reduction 
OED i, Rs CI Wi cenendhipinchinaneneiptadiicenengen $22, 349, 707, 365. 26 
June 30, 2036, GebO wOcendditicdadbtimducwstin 21, 301, 501, 055. 86 
Oo ee nee 1, 048, 206, 309. 50 


As a matter of fact, by July 1, 1924, about forty-five millions 
more will be paid off, so the total reductions in the debt for 
this year will be about one billion and ninety million dollars. 

The Republican Congresses since the election of 1918 have 
accomplished much. Here I am speaking only of the business 
side of the administration. Surely this businesslike and eco- 
nomical administration of publie affairs should commend the 
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old-f d, conse tive farmer, Protest \ ical s iti 
forefathers were ¢ y-day | nee settier in i rn Illine l 
I 1y of his relatives still the land 1} to mal up that 
sa ‘ rvati i t ! Illinois the great Stat 

Guy Harpy grew p at Iwark County, Ill Hlis fa dic 
when Guy, the oldest of thre« 3, was 13 The widowed n i 
v he w 1¢ Left without 1 ins, tl oys all w to wi T 
future Congressman got a je with a little grocery stere in AbMion and 
lived with the proprietor Guy was to get $50 a year and his board 
and go to the village school in winter time This he did for two 3 
Studying nights and ng short course in a immer normal school 
at Albion | ot a teacher's certi ite at 18 I is not alw eas 
for a you 1 ay ring boy of 18 to find a sct to teacl Rut he 
found one and his income was raised to the extravagant sum of $30 
per mont! Hie tanght two years in the country schools of old Edwards 
County. Then he went down to Florida and taught school in the back 
wood I ‘ he crackers for two terms In Florida at 20 he t 
the civil servic xamination for railway mail clerk, and te i ‘ 
months was offered an appointment. This he dectined » accept as 
had been so thrifty in saving money on a teacher’s salary of $30 {7 
I th that he had saved up enough to go back to college In 1893 
and 1894 he was a student in the Bible College at Transylvania Un 
versity, Lexington, Ky This school has turned out many notable 
minister of he Christian church HARDY’sS ge 1s )6€Oare ail 

ister ind é l of j relatives are or have been ministers i 

l ch I 

All this ti he had been a resident of Al n In the fall « L894 
the young student, the 22 years of age, v t to Colorado for ‘ 
climate he says. He never admits that he went there for his hea 
although |} does say that his father and mother both ha 

) ear he the ht it wise to select tl j 

piace in America in which to live—and he says there is no healthier 
climate in the world than that of Colorado 

IIA went to Colorado at 22, withot funds or friends, seeking 
fortune and a healthful climate. He landed in Canon City bout t 
lst of November, 1804 tefore Christmas he had a job as reporter 
on the lecal paper, the Canon City Record, at $12 a week iy the 


first of the next Jnly, 1895, he was the owner of the paper, subject to a 


Colorado was a long ways out W t in the days His old friend 
would have lost track of him if it had not been r his old home town 
paper, the Albion Journal It is the old home town paper that keeps 
track of the boys who have gone away. It records their doings and 


magnifies their successes. It praises their efforts and records no 
failure. Many a boy can thank the editor of his old home town paper 
for many kind words of praise and encouragement, 
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ma st I nt his town Mr. Harpy 
has found a oml deal of ne for public « ¢ urin the w 
devoted at f his ti t w in act t bei food admit 
trator f his county 
In 1918 G HLA is no ted and « o Congres ! mp 
pened this way The d ct rd way ‘ > ti | ke 
publ ins felt t ut the had o ya fa Ww eleetir i‘o ‘ mn 
| felt t ) l t i the 
race The conve ion met in Puel M LIARDY wa t 
ventio are Was in iO Sens 1 candiiate I a | had COT 
sugvested in that connection ite was at home attending to isiness j 
After much discussion of ¢ (at HLiAnDY name wa pr 
nose | and he was given pr iW mous neon ition AM™ 
t fe Nove er | wa 1 flatterin rity 
Cong in H y | wen elected three times the r le of 
the third district of Colorado Lach time 3 vot hows a j 
lead over other Republicans on |! eket The people of his « 
have shown the greatest confidence bin } bas be full 
his record in Congress 
1s a Member « the Heuse of Represen i ( ssma I 
has o een a spectacular operator He h ! de no effort t ‘ 
off fireworks, introduce fool il nor spread th unco i 
been ¢ rious-minded onserva e, activ ‘ et hard-w 
Memba one of the ki w get resuits tl as fortur 
t itmit He wa ‘ 1koow! ww n he cam 
quaint with some of the rs Ile ha e w } - 
He found a good friend in it notable leader, Jam R. M I 
ha known Uncle Joe ¢ n efore I ! iT i 
I l < e tl i ‘ iT t t ir 
xt} 7 ne { ’ { 
Ort ind’ P Re 
‘ j \ nat ‘ } or 
: . , 
I Who \ j 4 I + if ‘ i 
¥ ' i : 
Ii ( M \ to Ay i 
cr l 
‘ ‘ ' 
ht M ! 
Comr » A ' } ; 
fidence on the part of his col gues, when Mr. H i ‘ 
” much-coveted places 
The Appropriations Committee is considered b uny tl 
portant committee in the House. It is mac p< ‘ 7 repre 
senting 28 Atates, The committee passe ine reports « all 


| appropriation bills. The budget that it handles amounts to more than 
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three and a half billions of dollars And the power of this committee 
is so vreat and the confidence in which it is held by the House is so 

ure that any amendment offered on the floor to raise an item in | 
or to add an Hem to an appropriation bill has a slack chance of 
pussing This Appropriations Committee practically holds the purse 
strings to the Nation's Treasury. Colorado people should be proud of 
the fact that Congressman Harpy has secured q place on this impor- 
tant committee so early in his congressional career 


Members of the Appropriations Committee do not come much in the 
limelight Their names do not appear on many bills nor get much 
in the press. They spend weeks and sometimes months in the com- 
nrittee rooms going over (he appropriation bills, scanning and inquiring 
into every item in a thousand page budget 


Congressman ILArpy has worked hard and has proved to be a valu- | 


ible member of this great committee He takes a broad view of 
things--a national view—but he is strong for cutting down appropria- 
tion nd reducing taxes 

(ongressinan HArpy was a close friend of the late President Hard- 
ing Their newspaper instincts and experiences gave them a common 
tie They had something in common to talk about besides the affairs 


of state, and President Harding was always glad to talk about the} 


newspaper game. One of the best stories that went out from here 
about the late President was one Mr. Harpy wrote about a newspaper 
chat with President Harding It was widely copied. Mr. Harpy has 
written some excellent stories about Congress and Washington life 

Last year newspapers all over the land, big and little, were running 
his series of stories, “ Looking in on Congress,’ ind a number of 
Congressmen I know have been using material taken from them for their 


own speeches 

Congressman Tlarpy is a safe, reliable, conservative, hard-working 
Member of the House lle handles mrch business for his constituents, 
Ilis mail is heavy. He has done a vast amount of work for the ex- | 


serviee men, tle has been one of their best friends in the House 
In the way of legislation I have observed that Mr. Harpy has stood 


for retrenchment and economy, lower appropriations and lower taxes, | 
the child labor amendment, restricted and selective immigration, better 


education and naturalization, a tariff for Anrerican manufactures and 
American labor, farm relief, reclamation, and for everything that ap- 
pears to be good for the West 

Congressman Harpy is a great admirer of President Coolidge and 
has unbounded faith in him He met Mr. Coolidge when he was 
Governor of Massachusetts at a meeting of the National Editorial 
Association and they have since been friends 

Mr. Hanpy is a Republican of the type who can easily follow the 
lead of a Republican administration headed by a Harding or a 
Coolidge, 


In the Congressional Library the other day I happened to run | 


across a copy of the Pueblo Chieftain, which contained a worthy 
tribute to Congressman Harpy, It so nearly expresses my own views 
that I am going to copy it here. I am sure his old Ulinois friends 
will be glad to know of the notable success this Albion boy has made 
in ¢ colorado, where he has lived for 80 years. 

The Pueblo (Colorado) Chieftain says: 

“ There were some Representatives and Senators who made a 
good record and should not be included in any sweeping condem- 
nation. One of these good Congressmen was Guy Harpy, Rep- 
resentative of the third congressional district of Colorado 

“Congressman HArpy has established for himself, both in 
Washington and in Colorado, a record for practical common sense 
and efliciency. He is a loyal Republican, but not a narrow and 
petty partisan He has given steadfast support to the policies of 
the Republican administration, and has done eyerything possible 
to forward the interests of the people of this district 

“The people of southern Colorado could have no better Rep- 
resentative in Congress, and they should continue to keep him 
there as long as he is willing to accept their commission.” 


Mr. BOX. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 
ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 


Che motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 10 o'clock and | 


48 minutes p. m.) the House. under its previous order, ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Saturday, June 7, 1924, at 11 o'clock 
a. m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were | 


taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


553. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report | 


of an accumulation of documents and files of papers in the War 
Department which are not needed or useful in the transaction 
of the current business of the department and have no perma- 
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nent value or historical interest; to the Committee on Dispost.- 
tion of Useless Executive papers 

554. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a see- 
tion of proposed legislation to remove suspensions and dis- 
allowances of payments made by disbursing officers for extra 
| time served on Saturday afternoons from June 15 to Septem- 
ber 15 of each year, as authorized by Executive order of June 
| 9, 1914; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 





| REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBI 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XITT, 

| Mr. MAPES: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com. 
|} merece. H. R. 9537. <A bill to authorize the Secretary of Com- 
| merce to transfer to the city of Port Huron, Mich., a portion 
|of the Fort Gratiot Lighthouse Reservation, Mich.: without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1005). Referred to the House Calendar 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: Committee on Rules. H 
Res. 351. <A resolution to empower the Committee on World 
War Veterans’ Legislation or any subcommittee thereof to make 
; a survey of soldiers’ homes, hospitals, and hospital facilities 

including contract hospitals; without amendment (Rept No 

1016). Referred to the House Calendar 

Mr. LAGUARDIA: Committee on the Post Office and Post 

Roads. S. 3319. An act authorizing the extension and opera- 
| tien of the transcontinental airplane mail service to Boston, 
| Mass.; without amendment (Rept. No. 1008). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 

Mr. MILLS: Committee on Ways and Means. H. R. 7918 
A bill to diminish the humber of appraisers at the port of Balti- 
more, and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. No 
1009). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
| State of the Union 
Mr. HAUGEN: Committee on Agriculture H. R. 4495 A 
| bill to provide for the establishment of a dairying and live- 
stock experiment station at Mandan, N. Dak. (Rept. No 1018) 
teferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
| the Union. 

Mr. HAUGEN: Committee on Agriculture. H.R.9092. A 
bill to authorize the transportation, at publie expense, of the 
remains of officers and employees of the Department of Agri- 
eulture who die while away from their official stations; with- 
| out amendment (Rept. No. 1010) Referred to the Committea 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WYANT: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. H.R. 4522. A bill to provide for the completion of the 
| topographical survey of the United States; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1011). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


AG BILLS AND 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. BUTLER: Committee on Naval Affairs. H.R. 8741. A 
bill for the relief of Flora M. Herrick; with an amendment 
(Rept. No. 1012). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. EDMONDS: Committee on Claims. 8.51 An act for 
the relief of the owner of the schooner Jtasca and her master 
and crew; with amendments (Rept. No. 10183). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE 


| Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
| from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9152) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel F. Brown; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H.R. 9583) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
| liam H. Grammer; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9642) granting a pension to Julia Miller; Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R. 9721) to amend the act 

| entitied “An act to provide compensation for employees of the 
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United States suffering injuries while in the performance of 
their duties, and for other purposes,” approved September 7, 
1916: to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONNERY (by request): A bill (H. R, 9722) to 
amend the act entitled “An act to provide revenue, to regulate 
commerce in foreign countries, and to encourage the industries 
in the United States, and for other purposes,” approved Sep- 
tember 21, 1922; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAGUE: A bill (H. R. 9723) to amend the Federal 
employer's liability laws to provide for persons other than sea- 
men engaged under maritime contracts; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THATCHER: A Dill (H. R. 9724) to authorize an 
appropriation for the care, maintenance, and improvement of 
the burial grounds containing the remains of Zachary Taylor, 
former President of the United States, and of the- memorial 
shaft erected to his memory; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. DICKSTEIN: A bill (HA. R. 9725) to repeal the act 
entitled “ An act to prohibit the importation and the interstate 
transportation of films or other pictoral representations of prize 
figits, and for other purposes,” approved July 31, 1912; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. UPSHAW: A bill (H. R. 9726) to prevent the 
mobilization and cultivation of foreign sentiment on American 
soil, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (i. R. 9727) to encourage the fullest American- 
ism, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: A bill (FH. R. 9728) to extend 
the time within which certain causes of action may be brought, 
growing out of the operation of railroads and other transporta- 
tion systems under the Federal control act; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (HF. R. 9729) to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to provide revenue, to regulate commerce in for- 
eign countries, and to encourage the industries in the United 
States, and for other purposes,” approved September 21, 1922; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 9730) authorizing the issue 
and sale of bonds to pay the cost of completing authorized pub- 
lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways. and Means, 

By Mr. THATCHER: A bill (H. R. 9731) to authorize the 
eonstruction of a lighthouse in the Ohio River near Louis- 
ville, Ky.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: A bill (H. R. 9732) to 
encourage and promote the sale and export of agricultural 
products grown within the United States; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. FLEETWOOD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 288) 
consenting that certain States may sue the United States, and 
providing for trial on the merits in any suit brought hereunder 
by a State to recover direct taxes alleged to have been illegally 
collected by the United States during the years 1866, 1867, 
and 1868, and vesting the right in each State to sue in its own 
name; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Joint resolution (H. J. Res 
289) exempting from tariff duty all articles imported from 
foreign countries which are exchanged for American farm 
products for exportation; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SEARS of Florida: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 290) 
to provide for the refund of certain taxes; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BACON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 291) deelaring 
it to be the policy of the United States not to enter anv asso- 
ciation of nations which does not uphold the ideals of America 
as set forth in the Declaration of Independence and the Con- 
stitution, urging the calling of an international conference, etc. ; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RATHBONE: Resolution (H. Res. 352) relating to a 
governmental investigation of the coffee trade between the 
United States and Brazil; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANNON: Resolution (H, Res. 354) empowering the 
Committee on the Civil Service or any subcommittee thereof 
to investigate the question relating to the number of persons 
required to transact Government business in the various depart- 
ments; to the Committee on Rules. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severaliy referred as follows: 





By Mr. BRAND of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9783) for the relief 
of ©. Earl Smith and Marie Patton: to the Committee on 
Claims, 

By Mr. CONNOLLY of Pennsylvania: A bill (HH. R. 97: 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Evans; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R. 9735) gran ¢ a pension to 
Elizabeth Jane Barton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GARDNER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9736) granting 


a pension to Adaline Blizabeth Fetz; to the Committee on In 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9737) granting a pension to John T 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 9738) granting an Increase 
of pension to Ann E. Spencer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIDST: A bill (TL. R. 9739) granting a pension to 
Margaret J. Murr; to the Committee on Invalid Penstens 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 9740) granting a pension to Emma Eliza- 
beth Steffy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 9741) granting an ifn 
crease of pension to Illen BE. Webb; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LOZIER: A bill (H. R. 9742) granting a pension to 
Albert M. Vance; to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. OLIVER of New York: A bill (H. R. 9748) granting 
an increase of pension to Cecilia Quinlan; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERLMAN: A bill (H. R. 9744) for the relief of the 
R. S. Howard Campany; to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9745) granting 
an increase of pension to Laura C. York; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9746) granting a pension to Enoeh Cody; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9747) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Lankford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9748) granting an increase of pension to 
Buster Davis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (BH. R. 9749) grant- 
ing a pension to Jennie C. Gerton; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 9750) granting a pension 
to 'ranc Murray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 9751) granting an inerease 
of pension to Kate J. Jerolman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HM. R. 9752) granting an increase of pension to 
Katherine R. Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9753) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael J. Delaney; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 974) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary FE. Nutting; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (EL R. 9755) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Wolf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (Hi. R. 9756) granting permission to 
Lieut. Col. Kyle Rucker, Judge Advocate General’s Department, 
United States Army, to aecept the decoration of the Ordre 
Grand-Ducal de la Courenne de Chene (Commandeur), ten- 
dered by the Grand Duchy of Luxemburg; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9757) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Lloyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (EH. R. 9758) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary J. Harris; to the Committee on Pensions 

sy Mr. WOODRUFF: A bill (H. I. 9750) for the relief of 
Augustus M. Herring; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 9760) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Sims; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. © 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

8029. By Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota: Petition of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Medford, Minn., in support of 
the constitutional amendment to prohibit sectarian appropria- 
tions (H. J. Res. 159); to the Committee on the Judiciary 

8030. By Mr. GILLETT and Mr. UPSHAW: Petition of 
various religions and patriotic bodies representing over 10,000,- 
000 citizens, urging the adoption by Congress of H. J. Res, 
159, a constitutional amendment proposed by the Minute Men 
of America, an organization of 5,000,000 citizens, forbidding 
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appropriations of any public funds, Federal, State, or munict- 


pol, to any sectarian institutions. The following bodies have 
Unified (nh presenting these petitions: Methodist General Con- 
fersrernnes Springtield, Muss.; the presbytery of Genessee of 
i Vresbyterian Chureh; the presbytery of Clarion of the 
Piesb\cerian Church; the presbytery of Columbia of the Presby- 
terion Chureh; the presbytery of Portland of the Presbyterian 
Church; the presbytery of Steuben of the Presbyterian Church; 


tie presbytery of San Jose of the Presbyterian Church; the 
presbytery of Central Washington of the Presbyterian Chureh ; 
the presbytery of Peoria of the Presbyterian Church; the 
presbytery of Geneva of the Presbyterian Church; the Lex- 
ington conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church; the 
Des Moines conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church; 
the Dakota conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church; the 
west Wisconsin conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church ; 
the Wisconsin conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church ; 
the presbytery of Blairsville of the Presbyterian Church; the 
Mississippi Baptist convention; the Indiana Baptist convention ; 
the Wentucky Baptist general convention; Delaware Baptist 
State convention; the Connecticut Baptist convention; the 
Michigan Baptist convention; the Nevada Baptist convention; 
the Colorade Baptist convention; Oklahoma general Baptist 
couvention; the Lowa Baptist convention; the western Wash- 
neton Baptist convention; the Pennsylvania Baptist general 
cohvention: the Florida Baptist convention; the Georgia Bap- 
tist convention; the Baptist general convention of Texas; the 
southern Baptist convention; the Minnesota Baptist conven- 
tion; Indiana conference Methodist Episcopal Church; south 
(ieorgia conference Methodist Episcopal Church South; the 
Missouri Baptist general association; north Indiana conference 
Methodist Episcopal Church; the Wilmington conference of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church; eastern Swedish conference 
Methodist Episcopal Church; the presbytery of Sacramento of 
the Presbyterian Church; the presbytery of Detroit of the 
Presbyterian Chureh; the presbytery of Zanesville of the 
Presbyterian Church; the presbytery of Petoskey of the Presby- 
terian Chureh; the presbytery of Kalamazoo of the Presby- 
terian Church; the presbytery of Bot Butte of the Presbyterian 
Chureh; the presbytery of Westchester of the Presbyterian 
Church; the presbytery of Kittanning of the Presbyterian 
Church; the presbytery of Iowa of the Presbyterian Church; 
the presbytery of Hudson of the Presbyterian Church; the 
presbytery of Brooklyn-Nassau of the Presbyterian Church; 
the presbytery of Mankato of the Presbyterian Church; 
the presbytery of Nevada of the Presbyterian Church; the 
presbytery of St. Joseph ef the Presbyterian Church; the 
presbytery of Iowa City of the Presbyterian Church; the 
presbytery of Philadelphia of the Presbyterian Church; the 
presbytery of Chillocothe of the Presbyterian Church; the 
presbytery of Neweastle of the Presbyterian Church; the 
presbytery of Washington City of the Presbyterian Church; 
ihe presbytery of Yellowstone of the Presbyterian Church; 
the presbytery of Chester of the Presbyterian Church; the 
presbytery of Bushvilie of the Presbyterian Church; the presby- 
tery of Boston of the Presbyterian Church; the presbytery of 
Lackawanna of the Presbyterian Church; the presbytery of 
Okiuhoma of the Presbyterian Church; the presbytery of Win- 
nebage of the Presbyterian Church; the presbytery of Georgia 
of the Presbyterian Chureh; the presbytery of Jackson of the 
Presbyterinn Church; the presbytery of Central West of the 
Presbyterian Chureh; the presbytery of Freeport of the Presby- 
terian Chureh; the presbytery of Hannibal of the Presbyterian 
Church; the Texas conference of the Methodist Episcopal 
Chureh South; the Mississippi conference of the Methodist 
Episcopal Chureh South; the Pacific conference of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South; the New York Baptist missionary con- 
vention; The Montana conference of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church; the Tennessee conference, Methodist Episcopal Church 
South; the New Mexico conference, Methodist Episcopal Chureh 
South; the north Texas conference of the Methodist Episcopal 
Chureh South: the north Georgia conference of the Methodist 
Episcopal Chureh South; Louisiana Baptist State convention; 
the Arkansas Baptist State convention; the Wyoming con- 
ference of the Methodist Episcopal Church; the northwest Ne- 
braska conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church; the 
presbytery of Spokane of the Presbyterian Church; the North 
Dakota conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church; the 
rie conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church ; the presby- 
tery of Olympia of the Presbyterian Church; southern Illinois 
conference Methodist Episcopal Church; Baptist convention 
of North Carolina; the presbytery of McAlister of the Presby- 
terinn Church; Virginia conference of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church; and the New Jersey Baptist convention; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, 
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Sarurpay, June 7, 1924 


The Chaplain, Rey. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Our Father, Thou hast placed us In a beautiful world. The 
heavens declare Thy glory and the firmament showeth Thy 
handiwork. Day unto day uttereth speech and night unto 
night declareth knowledge. Thou hast clothed the lilies with 
glories surpassing Solomon, and Thou dost take care of us as 
if we were the only creatures of Thy hand, 

We bless Thee for the privileges of service in Thy name, and 
for all the manifold opportunities to help others along the 
pathway and to bear the burdens of life and its anxieties. Be 
pleased to be in this closing session, and grant, we beseech of 
Thee, the continuance of Thy favor during the intervening 
months. Be always our guide. Help us to avoid the wrong, 
to pursue the right, and to honor Thee continually. We ask in 
Jesus Christ’s name. Amen, 


The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester- 
day’s proceedings, when, on request of Mr, Curtis and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the 
Journal was approved, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A messuge from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaf- 
fee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed 
without amendment the bill (S. 1987) accepting certain tracts 
of land in the city of Medford, Jackson County, Oreg. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9561) making 
additional ayypropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1925, to enable the heads of the several departments and inde- 
pendent establishments to adjust the rates of compensation of 
civilian empleyees in certain of the fleld services, ‘i 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
bills and a joint resolution of the following titles, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R.26. An act to compensate the Chippewa Indians of 
Minnesota for lands disposed of under the provisions of the 
free homestead act; 

H. R. 646. An act to make valid and enforceable written pro- 
visions or agreements for arbitration of disputes arising out 
of contracts, maritime transactions, or commerce among the 
States or Territories or with foreign nations; 

H. R. SO86. An act to amend the act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1915,” approved August 1, 1914; and 

H. J. Res. 283. Joint resolution to permit to remain within 
the United States certain aliens in excess of quotas fixed under 
authority of the immigration act of May 19, 1921. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed enrolled bills of the following titles, and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

H. R. 3477. An act for the relief of James B. Porter; 

H. R. 4816. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to 
permit the city of Vicksburg, Miss., to construct and main- 
tain water mains on and under the National Cemetery Road at 
Vicksburg, Miss. ; 

H, R. 4885. An act to pay tuition of Indian children in 
publie schools ; 

H.R. 5825. An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court 
of Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in 
any claims which the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians may 
have against the United States, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 6049. An act for the relief of V. EK. Schermerhorn, 
EK. C. Caley. G. W. Campbell, and Philip Hudspeth. 

REPORT OF BOARD OF VISITORS TO NAVAL ACADEMY (8S. DOC. NO, 152) 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Iaid before the Senate the 
repert of the Board of Visitors to the Naval Academy for 1924, 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and 
ordered to be printed, 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Public Printer, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a schedule of useless files of papers and records in the 
office of the Superintendent of Documents not needed in the 
conduct of business, and asking for action looking to their 
disposition, which was referred to a Joint Select Committee 
on the Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive De- 
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partments. The President pro tempore appointed Mr. Mos! | In response to the foregoing 1 1 Stat l Y 
and Mr. FLercHerR members of the committee on the part of | Co™mission bas the honor 
the Senate and ordered that the Secretary notify the eae | 
of Representatives thereof. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the | 
Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to law, a list of | 
documents and files of papers not needed or useful in the trans- | 
action of the current business of the department or having 
no permanent value or historic interest, and asking for action 


“ Is the present ‘pres ym in th 
ontined to the United States or is if world-w 

lh present lepression n the mn na ; 
practicall world wide, a joueh mo wVvel ' ‘ . 
in others 


8 ‘ eas . > : The United States is the world's largest ) , ) 
looking to their disposition, which was referred to a Joint t ' 
° * eas o , . he bOasl ot I ! ” I i if I 
Select Committee on the Disposition of Useless Papers in the : ee , 
S : oun . . a rank as follow Che Ur ad K rdom 
Executive Departments. The President pro tempore appointed ibid : : 
y : ; . eerl ry li {uss Ital lapar Cvech ’ ‘ (‘hit 
Mr. WapswortH and Mr. FLETCHER members of the committee I a Kel ; mer . . [ ‘ 
> ’ ‘ raz vleitim, Switzer ‘ i P ! l 
on the part of the Senate and ordered that the Secretary ° — . : oe meg: 
— ° : ° > - A prompt answer to th quiry ) the SS + not perm i 
notify the House of Representatives thereof. : 
adetatied study of the relati eX ’ ) t 
DEVRESSION IN COTTON MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES (5S. DOC. ountries, and the following stat its and : , on 
NO. 150) as evidence that there is more : depression x y in rf 
’ 2c — _ ‘ . . ton manufacturing industry « nost er i 
Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the | . : om . sa ncustry of ae ates 
> ' ry. or . . ° ‘ } nites nion Sir irle \ eara in | ' an 
Senate a report of the Tariff Commission, in response to Senate | tl t =o hI ve } : . ae ' 
e . * or , mf I ) t vielis te 4 ‘ "x » t lye ai lo 
Resolution 219, on the present depression in and the effect bat “ pete os MPUECS PUSINNCS Ape 20, 1020 5s 
. . . MA the Britis rstion ine $ ‘ endent » ere tra , 
of imports upon the cotton-cloth industry, which, without a » industry, arpend ; ; aoe 


four-fifths of its employment, has, ti he world upheaval resulting from 
the World War, suffered more s ‘rely than the itton | ist! f 
any other country He says, further, We can not I t that duri 


objection, will be printed as a Senate document, with illus- 
trations 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent 
that that part of the report which does not include tables be 
printed in the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, and that the report be | ' ; 
referred to the Committee on Finance. The United Kingdom ts the predominating factor 1 the international 


the past disastrous three yeat the industr has fYered ar stimated 


loss of £150,000,000 


Mr. SMOOT. The Senator will not object to having the trade in cotton cloth, but its sales are mainly to Asiati unter 
tables printed also? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. They will be printed as a 


particularly India and China, wher price is th main on leration 


Phe high prices prevailing in recent years have resulted in a great 


Senate document, but it would be too bulky to print them in 


curtailment of this Asinti ide primarily , i he purchasing 
the Recorp. ] 


power of the masses is strictly limited and has not icreased in pro 


an . . tie ‘ the rease . ' a , Sritin . vr " ; 
There being no objection, the report was referred to the portion to the increase in tl ) of British I rvddition 
‘ : ‘ : : ‘ there |} ye hee various other [ t . suc 4 the exchange . tte 4 
Committee on Finance, ordered to be printed as a Senate docu © Rave DCN VATIONS OTher [actor uch as th cohang littons, 
. : : . the Sw: ay ren . } e dist en 7 in 
ment. and to be printed in the Recorp in part, as follows: ve wadeshi movement n India internal j urban i Ch ' 
ss | keener competition from American xport goods te that he * pill 
™N Ss ey re « $ 
UNITED | eet oe COMMISSION, tated against any return te full-time operation by th british mille 
Vashington, June 7, 192; s 
ul \. B. CUMMINS The following table this table is taken from a paper prepared for 
ol . e ” . 
the Manchester Stuatistien! ‘i ty mre ( W Daniel '" 
President pro tempore, United States Senate. os ieee |=SECenueg y Prof , und 
produced in the International Cotton Bulletin for March, 1924 howd 
\ in T . 7 . > ey j “ “e . 
fy Dear SBeNATOR: Herewith I have the honor to transmit a report | ype changes in the distribution of British piece goods exports bet ‘ 


of the Tariff Commission, in response to Senate Resolution No. 219, 


Yt amd 1925 
t report on the present depression in and the effect of imports upon 


the cotton-cloth industry PABLE 
tespectfully, . 
THOMAS O. MARVIN. Chairman Vr tage distribution 
(liuclosure.) yuntry - 
7 ) ry 
UnNtreo STATES Tartrr COMMISSION } 

Washington, D.C Far Fast | - 6 
On May 12, 1924, the United States Senate adopted the following | Near East ; 4 
resolution No. 219: Central and South America 5 } 
Whereas a prolonged depression of exceptional magnitude has, and oer ainaiin era » i 
ix, occurring in the cotton textile industry, causing an attendant de Africa 8 rs 
reaxe in production of 40 to 60 per cent and general unemployment United States } 13 
ind its consequent want and distress in communities where this in Other countries . . 1.6 4 
lustry is located: Therefore be it Totals (percentages) oo w 
Resolved, That the United States Tariff Commission be, and hereby Totals (million yards . 75 4,272 

not incompatible with the public interests, all available facts re The above yardage totals show a wide decli in demand for Brit 
quested hereinafter : ish piece goods Although, a shown by the above table, the per 
“(1) Is the present depression in the cotton manufacturing in centage of total distribution of British piece goods exported to the 


lustry confined to the United States or is it world-wide? 
(9) To what extent and for how long a period has the present 
lepression jn the cotton manufacturing industry of this country been 


United States increased from 0.6 of 1 per cent in 191% to 4.2 per 


cent in 1925, the actual increa n sles of British lece good to 


the United States was from 44,404,500 aquare yards tn 1913 to 74 


apparent ? 922,200 square vards in 1923, an increase of nearly 4 tim 
“(3) What is the quantity and value of cotton cloth imperted into At the present time many of the British cotton mills a ah down 
ind exported from the United States under the present tariff act as | and a substantial proportion are working short time The spinning 
ompared with those under the acts of 19097 mills that use American cotton are, by agreement, operating only 
“(4) What is the percentage of imports and exports, as compared | 26} hours a week Although the spinning mills that use Meyptian cot 
to the domestic production, of cotton cloth in the census years 1909 ton in the manufacture of finer goods are more fully employed, tt 


1914, 1919, 1921, and 19237 
“(5) What types of cotton cloth constitute the bulk of the import 


would appear that, all classes of goods msidered, the industry as a 


| 
is, directed to furnish to the Senate as expeditiously as possible, if | — ————— 


whole, spinning and weaving is not perating to more than two 


' 
trade, and are these cloths similar or different in character from those | thirds capacity 
produced in this country? One phase of the present depression in the British cotton industry, 
“(6) What are the main reasons for the importation of cotton | the fact that there has been not only ao lo in production but also a 
cloths; in particular, are such imports due primarily to price or to | diminution in productive machinery, is illustrated In a rt if ‘port 
quality? (published May 1, 1924, as Special Bulletin No. S10 f the Depart 
“(7) To what extent has the domestic industry been affected by | ment of Commerce In part this is as follows 
the postwar Increases in the importation of cotton cloths? *Sinee the armistice there has been a substantial reduction tn the 
“(8) Would changes in the present tariff rates on cotton cloths | number of spindles and looms tn place in Lancashire Authorities 
be of material assistance in stimulating production and restoring | disagree as to the exact figures, but there ! m a | 
prosperity to this industry?” decline itself. The Cotton Spinners’ and Mannfact rs lirectory 


LXV——701 








11120 


in j lists vowed a decline between the years 1917 and 1923 of 

1.4 14 ndle ind 17,122 looms. The estimate published by the 
I t Cotton Bulletin ts to the effect that the reduced spindle 
1920] , amounted to over 2,000,000 spindles. * * ® 


‘It was particularly commented upon in the cotton districts the 


iI which secondhand machinery was shipped overseas in 
the years 1121-22 The pent-up demand in the Far Bast was so great, 
and the prospect of obtaining new machinery from British or other 

machinist » remote, that high prices were paid for machinery 
which had been running a number of years in Lancashire. Of course, 
the oth factor—-the actual wearing out of machinery—accounted for 
most of the net reduction in recent years. There is still a great need 
in Lancashire mills for the replacement of worn-out machinery and a 
tlill greater need for improved apparatus, automatic looms, etc. 


mill managers are not only concerned about the 


Fradu disappearanee of machinery but they are worried about the 
thrinkage in the size of their work forces It has recently been esti- 
I d that not more than 80 to 85 per cent of the looms in Lancashire 

operated if full-time operations became a rule in 1924. Boys 
and girls have not be-n, going into the cotton trade in sufficient num- 
bers to fill the gaps of the older people leaving it and the war-time 
losses have never been made up. This situation applies much more to 


than 
been 


the weaving sheds it does to the spinning departments, as the 


kpinning mills have running at least part time through mach 


of the depression 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE 


whereas weavers have found it much more feasible 
to close down entire ly ” 
oe rl International Cotton Bulletin of March, 1924, stated, 
* Trance, in direct contrast to the last census, is the only European 
country of importance to reduce her total cotton consumption during 
hulf year under review.’ It contains the following report from 
French manufacturers: 

Phe condition of the weaving industry continues satisfactory. 
Uiatil recently tl spinning industry has lagged behind the weaving; 
however, In some coiton districts an appreciable improvement has 
iluken place in this respect during the last few days. On the whole, 
stocks are small. In the present condition of things it 1s not antict- 
pated that any organized short time will take place in the whole of 


the eotton districts within the 
prices of the 


exchange, it is 


However, owing to wild 
material and the high tension of 
foretell what the future of 


near future. 
fluctuations in the raw 


the rates of impossible to 


the cotton industry will be even within the next few days.” 
In the ulletin for September, 1923, the French manufacturers 
ep i 
‘ ontinue to leave only very little, if any, profit at all. 
fwithstanding the perceptible increase in the pri of cotton, owing 
to tl rise in the rates of exchange, the average prices obtaining have 


hardly increased since the publi 
rhe 'Vextile Mercury 


the last bulletin.” 
(published at Manchester, 


ition of 


dermany England), 


in its issue of May 10, states: 

‘According to a Reuter telegram from Berlin dated May 4, spring 
business In the German cotton industry has generally been satisfactory. 
liome demand, it is true, is not so eager as during the first months 
of the year, and retail business is somewhat quieter, but no great 
falling off in demand is yet felt. Most mills have work in hand up 
to t third quarter of the year, some even to the end of the year. 
Employment, however, varies, 50 to 65 per cent of capacity being 
general, with 70 to 80 per cent at a large number of mills, and 100 per 
ent at few As regards export, the German mills are placed at a 
disadvantage by the high prices they are obliged to charge, due to 


their not having been able to purchase raw material before the rise in 
price and to the empty running at the mills. The further development 
of the industry will depend largely on the solution of the question of 
money and and on a mitigation of the policy of high 
prices and severe conditions followed by the combines in the textile 
industry.” 


credit, also 


India: The fo4tlowing extract is from the address of Mr. 8. D. Sak- 
chairman of the Millowners’ Association, at the 
annual meeting on February 26, 1924, as reported in the Indian Textile 
Journal for March: 

‘The year that has just passed has clearly indicated to us that we 
nre now drawing very close to the pre-war level of profits, and, per- 
before normality has established itself our industry may pass 
still more critical time during the current year. Indeed, 
gentlemen, we are now feeling the effects of the aftermath of war. 
India can hardly hope to escape the gloom which seems to have en- 
veloped with far greater staying powers than India. But 
the main reasons for this continued depression are, ja my opinien, the 
giringency and uncertainty prevailing in the money market and an 
inclination on the part of buyers to wait with a view to be able to 
make a better bargain In the future.” 

Italy: The International Cotton Bulletin of March, 1924, contains 
the following report from Italian mapbufacturers: 

“Although the demand is scarce, spinners and weavers have suffi- 
cient work to keep the machinery going a few months. In particular, 


latwala, Rombay 


haps, 


through a 


countries 


weavers who produce fancy goods and cloths containing artificial silk 
are sufliciently engaged, whilst those working on gray cloth, shirtings, 
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and such like, are rather short of orders. No organized stoppage is 
in force, but many mills are working short time, especially those weav- 
ing gray cloth. On the whole, the position is sound, and statistics 
show that stocks are small. It is hoped that a stronger demand will 
arise with the coming season, but with such an unsettled raw-cotton 
market the prospects are uncertain.” 

Spain: The International Cotton Bulletin of March, 
the following report from Spanish manufacturers: 

“The demand for goods Is now at a standstill. 
at most, about 40 per cent of the production, with a tendency to 
increase. Amongst the principal causes of the dullness of trade the 
following deserve mention: 

“1. The reduced consuming capacity of the country, owing to the 
general depression of business and to the losses suffered in and after 
the year 1921, 

The disproportion existing between 
tural wages, and the cost of living. 


1924, contains 


Stagnation affects, 


“on 


wages, especially agricu) 
In consequence of this the agri 


cultural worker does not possess any margin for expenditure on 
clothing. 
“3. The depression in the world’s economic situation, causing a 


suspension of Spain’s foreign trade. The present industrial crisis has 
inevitably forced down sale prices in order to enable the sale of cur- 
rent production, leaving a profit which scarcely covers general costs 
and in some cases of sales from stock leaves no profit at all. 

“As long as these conditiens persist prosperity is improbable: but, 
at the same time, a general deterioration is not looked for unless new 
difficulties arise.” 

Brazil: The United States trade 
reported May 24, 1924, as follows: 

“The market for cotton goods in Rio de Janeiro has shown a gen- 
eral slackening, due to the course of the foreign exchange market and 
the general falling off in domestic business.” 

Relgium: The International Cotton Bulletin of March, 
tains the following report from Belgian manufacturers: 

“The demand for cloth is very limited in this country owing to the 


commissioner at Rio de Janeiro 


1924, con- 


high current prices of the Belgian franc. The depreciation of our 
currency is, on the other hand, favorable to export business, In 


cotton-spinning mills orders are renewed regularly; and although the 
orders booked are not very important, there is no reason to consider 
a reduction in the hours of work for the present. The fluctuations in 
the rates of exchange enforce on certain days a stoppage of sales, 
buyers and sellers finding it impossible to cover themselves promptly 
enouch.” 

Switzerland: The International Cotton Bulletin of March, 1924, con- 
tains the following report from Swiss manufacturers: 

“The demand is, on the whole, fairly satisfactory. No important 
changes have taken place. The number of those establishments which, 
by special permission, are allowed to work 52 instead of 48 hours a 
week has, however, somewhat increased, and resulted in a _ corre- 
sponding increase in the wages of the workers in those establishments.” 

Poland: The International Cotton Bulletin of March, 1924, contains 
the following report from Polish manufacturers: 

‘The demand is now very small, and this nas led to curtailment of 
production. This state of affairs is caused by the general economic 
crisis in Poland, which is associated with the stabilization of the 
Polish mark and the efforts of our Government to improve the finances 
of the State. Under these circumstances the profits of the manu- 
facturers are nil, or, at the most, very small indeed. We do not see 
any hope of an immediate improvement of things. In our opinion the 
crisis will be a long one, as was the case under somewhat similar 
conditions in Austria.” 

Austria: The United States Assistant Trade Commissioner at Vienna 
reported, May 9, 1924, as follows: 

“The textile industry, with few exceptions, is suffering greatly from 
the shortage of money, which has become very acute. Dealers are 
neither able to collect outstanding debts nor to sell their stocks; con- 
sequently the industry receives few orders, so that stagnation is most 
pronounced. The ever-fluctuating price of American cotton also tends 
to prevent sound business operations. Print works are reported busy 
on specialties, with no orders for staple printed fabrics,” 

II 

“To what extent and for how long a period has the present depres- 
sion in the cotton manufacturing industry of this country been ap- 
parent?” 

The present depression in the cotton manufacturing industry of the 
United States has been apparent for about 11 months, from July, 1923, 
to May, 1924, inclusive. 

This statement is supported by two tables included herewith. Table 
2 (see Appendix) shows the bales of cotton consumed by American 
mills, and Table 3 shows activity in the cotton-spinning industry of 
the United States. These tables show that cotton consumption and 
spindle activity were unusually high in the nine months from October, 
1922, to June, 1923, inclusive, but that in July of 1923 there was a 
sharp drop in cotton consumption and in spindle activity and that 
both of these, although fluctuating from month to month, have since 
continued on a generally lower level. 
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As to the extent of the present depression, answer depends on what 
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factor and what period is to be taken as a base. The total active ‘ ‘ ' ; 
spind hours are reported each month by the Bureau of the Census | -_ 4 nttaad & 
. ‘ : ’ : 
(se fable 3) and can be taken, since there are no similar data as to| , . i ° 0 
. iu i ’ 
loom activity the best availal standard for comparison Data | I sanet Pee? i 
are available only to April, 1924 Che total active spindle hours dur- the on a a ‘ 
n nl < +} } ; : he epressio 
ing the 10 months from July, 192 1e beginning of the pression por , and i . : 
throucgh April, 1924, averaged 7,531,775,255 If we ympare these 3 
: i 
figures with the average tive spindle hours during the 10 months 
from July, 1922, through April, 1923, which amounted to 8,410,060,997 Fao , $ 
we find that the percentage of decline in spindle hours is 10.45 = 
lables. which will be found in their proper place in the Appendix 
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( t production data 
f For tl reason production and im 
! ! t | i riven for 1923 in the foregoing 
{ figur th for 1921, as a tenta- 
1 were 3.58 per cent in quantity and 
( w! f V 7.61 per cent in quantity 
‘ ] S the cor tion of cotton in the 
‘ r if \ it is 
Pp t t t y and 
V f n-cloth p which 
case t} I ta for 1923 will prove to 2 maller than those 
it ed 

Ix} from tl] United States have exceeded | rts in every year 
Bi l The ilk « the exported cloths ar woven of coarse or 
I f r ’ the bulk of the imported cloths are 
v f 

I eg ow le ie production and imports and exports by years, 
f! ISS9 to 1923, Inclusive. Tables 10 and 11 show in detail the 
census re ds of production of the various cl 3; these two tables 
show the derivation of the figures used above for the production of 
< t cotton cloths Export data are given only for countable 
cot tt and exports of special fabrics, such as pile fabrics, etc., 
ni { orded t) inder, geome bel listed separately and some 
t | th manu tures of cotton n. 8s. p. ff.” To obtain a 
‘ i ) ton cloths provided for eo nomine, also articles 

! been excluded from the production 
‘ v thr rt figures. The data as shown, there 
i t ton clot! ich are now dutiable 
j { nd 90¢ ! iff t of 1 
\ 
\ of cotton h « te the bulk of the import trade, 
t 1 ! ol i ent in « icter from those pro- 
J ‘ 

Lhe types of cotton cloth predominating in the import trade vary 
fre ti fo time. Fer a number of years prior to the World War, 
i i t 1 0, the | ng cloth imported consisted of dyed 
\ iiams; these were eight-harness warp sateens, with a silk-like 
1 ted by secret proc es. They were very popular as linings 
1) t import was of medium-fine and fine plain white goods, 
8 1 cambries, nainsooks, lawns, and organdies. There were 

of fine shirti nd ginghams, of dotted 
s ‘ I ‘ \ c filling sateens, typewriter cambrics, 
I J n and novelty dress goods. Colored goods predomi- 
1 d, f 1 by bleached goods, whereas imports of gray goods were 
re 1] 

I 920 voiles ce tuted the 1 n import. Fine plains ranked next 
in tl rts } 

Revi ng with 1920 imports increased both in quantity and in value, 
This increase has been due mainly to the larger importations of fine- 
yarn goods; in 1913, for instance, cloths woven of fine yarns, above 40s 
in I yarn number, constituted less than one-half of the total, 
\ t 923 they constituted over two-thirds of the total. The 
D triking postwar changes have been three: The decline in imports 
of t elght-harness warp Venetians; the increase in imports of five- 
} warp si ns made of fine yarns; and the great popularity ofa 
nev that has n named ‘cotton broadcloth.” 

] cloths now imported are as follows: (1) Cotton 
‘ ! hirtings, (2) fine « d warp sateen, (3) voiles, and 
(4 (lawns, <« ndies, nainsooks, cambrics, ete., of average 
\ } \ { ) I fi typ coustituted over three- 
f ; of the total import during 1923 and 1924 to date. Cloths 

d in ! r but appreciable quantities have included ratines, 
d: ese CT venetians, fine ginghams, dotted Swisses, and fancy- 
wove fabr Gra goods have predominated, with colored goods 
f it hed ods la (For descriptive detail of the cloths | 
I el i A, Appendix.) 

i dy ion of goods entered in the gray has probably 

be d part to t lower rates of duty, in the present as in other 
le to w ished goods. In larger part, however, it has 
1 due to t impr nt during the last decade in the finishing 
{ ties in this country for such cloths. One advantage in import- | 
i i the gray is that the goods can be finished here as desired to 
I t the anging demands of the market. It is claimed in the trade 


that ‘ s fe finishing are as low in the United States as in 
E 





his is in line with the facts found by t! Tariff Board as 
fa c as 1911 No recent investigation of finishing costs has been 
made | he T Commission either in the United States or in 
En | 
In i wer to the second part of the Inquiry it can he stated that a 
large ] tion of the imported cloths are entirely different in character 
from cloths prod i in this count Most of the other imported 
el ~ e sir r in general character to domestic fabrics but 


usually differ therefrom by reason of the type of cotton used, the type 


of spinning used, variations in design, or variations in finish, 
ne ne nen ee nee ee ee a - = 
<a Ae IEE EA SESS - —~ - 


‘aside from the fact that the imported fabrics are usually made of 
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In general, it may be said that the great buik of the domestic fabri 
are woven of yurns ring spun from American cotton, whereas the 
great bulk of the imports are woven of yarns mule spun from Egyptian 
cotton. This basic difference results in the imported goods having in 
general a better “cover” and a smoother feel than the domestic 
although the latter will in many instances prove more durable. 
Swivel-woven cloths, including the genuine dotted Swisses, are not 
produced in this country, and there is practically no domestic produc- 
tion of fabrics made of yarns above 120’s except such as are woven 
with imported yarns. Japanese crépe, made of harsh Indian and 
Chinese cottons, is also different in character from any domestic crépe, 
Attempts have been made by American manufacturers to produce se\ 
eral other specialties, such as Penelope canvas, but the efforts have 
been given up because of the extra care and slow rate of production 
involved in their manufacture and consequent higher labor cost. 


There is domestic production of cotton broadcloth shirtings, fins 
combed warp sateens, voiles, and fine plains (other than the extreme 
fine plains), the four types now constituting the bulk of the imports; 
also in the case of ginghams. In each of these instances, howev: 
mule-spun Egyptian cotton and the domestic of ring-spun American 
cotton, the great bulk of the domestic production is of the lower grades, 
The imports are mainly of the finer grades. In other words, th 
market in the United States for the medium-fine goods Is controlled 
by the domestic mills, whereas the market for the fine goods is divided 
between the imported and the domestic, with the market for the 
extrenrely fine goods entirely controlled by importers. 

On practically no type of cloth made in bulk by the domestic mills 
is there serious competition from abroad. On such goods the Ameri- 
can mills, aided by their much more extensive use of the automatic 
loont, not only control their domestic market but offer strong com- 
petition in foreign markets. These goods manufactured and exported 
in bulk include sheetings, print cloths, tobacco cloths, osnaburgs, 
ducks, cotton flannels, coarse colored cottons (cottonades, denims, 
ticks, ete.), and ginghams, made of carded yarns not finer than 40’s; 
also certain finer goods, such as single voiles. 

In general it may be said that on cloths that can be made of upland 
short-staple cotton, the spinning limit of which ts about 40s, there is 
little or no competition from abroad. Such imported cloths made from 
coarse or medium yarns are nrainly of the nature of specialties re- 
quired in limited amounts. There is a large export and a substantial 
import trade. In the medium-fine range, goods made of yarns from 
41s to 60s. In cloths made of fine yarns above 60s there is very 
little export trade, whereas imports are large. Imports of the ex- 
tremely fine cloths monopolize the limited demand for such fine high- 
priced goods. 


mm, 


he United Kingdom supplies most of the cotton cloths imported by 
the United States. Table 12 contains British statistics of this trade 
and shows clearly the change from a pre-war predominance of picce- 
dyed and bleached goods to a post-war predominance of gray goods, 
Table 13 is appended to show imports by trade names of certain specl- 
fied cloths. These data have been collected by the Treasury for publi- 
cation by the Department of Commerce only since the middle of 
February, 1924. Table 14 gives imports for consumption during the 
calendar year 1923, and Table 15 imports for consumption during the 
first quarter of 1924. These two tables are compiled to show quantity 
and yalue of imports by yarn ranges, There is also attached Table 
16, which shows imports by yarn ranges under the act of 1913 in 
comparison with those under the act of 1922. The post-war trend 
toward the importation of finer fabrics is very noticeable. 





VI 


“What are the main reasons fer the importation of cotton cloths? 
In particular, are such imports due primarily to price or to quality?” 

Among the main reasons for the importation of cotton cloths may be 
listed the following: 


1. Quality: That portion of the population of the world which can 
afford fine cotton fabrics of high quality is accustomed to turn to 
England, France, or Switzerland to supply their requirements, and the 
United States is no exception to this rule. The superior quality of 
imported cotton cloths may be due to more care in manufacture, to 
the use of Egyptian cotton, to the use of mulespun yarns, to the use 
of flyer-twisted ply yarns, to differences in construction—for in- 
stance, to a larger number of threads, of finer yarns, than customary 
in the United States—to superior finish, or to other factors. 

2. Reputation: Various imported fabrics are sold under trade-marks 
that have become familiar to the American public as a guaranty of 
established quality. In such instances the foreign fabric is bought 
because of reputation and often withont knowledge as to whether the 
goods are of foreign or domestic origin. On the other hand, many 
goods are sold at high prices simply because they are marked “ im- 
ported” and irrespective of the fact that demrestic goods of equai er 


superior quality may be available at lower prices, 
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I t « estic production! The American cotton industry do 
1 ewivel looms because of thelr slow rate of production and 
« rent higl labor cost All swivel-woven cloths, including sub- 
: 1 a? I of swivel-d ited voiles and crépes, as well as the 
) lotted Swisses,” r t therefore be imported at the! 
I t ft These goods are of Swiss or French origin and are 
1 on hand |! ms in the Lomes. The American cotton | 
{ ut little warp yarn above 100s, and but little filling 
' 120s, mainly because the demand is relatively so small 
{ t 1 1d hardly pay the domestic 1 ifacturer to undertake to 
I ! Ir lawns, organdies, mulls, ete., made of the higher 
1 yarns r t the ® I ised abroad. The Ameri- 
< t 1 ry | ) flyer-twist nd therefore cloths such as } 
f \ s and fine 1 Icloths, 1 which smooth and well- 
r ly yarns of fine counts are essential, must be imported. One | 
c ikes f es of q equal to the | ft oI 
U i yarns, but its yut is not ficient to ipply t 
( sf id Jay se crépe, the only « m } ted from 
] preciable q is made of Indian or Chinese cotton, 
: therefor! has pec I trong feel. This type of c1 e 
i | “J in this country 1 is of a different character from 
t rey ade of the te Amer! ean ¢ ton | l d 1 great 
( y ti ] stic 1 In< led the iy rt li 
’ yus other fabrics of which there is no domestic productio 

Specialty demand: Much of the ! rtati of tton cloth fre 
I nee consists of specialties. Substantial mounts of such st ial 
c » from Switzerland and England, and smaller amounts from other 
c les. Such specialties cover a wide range, from voll 
£1 s rnamented with novelty yarns, to ] i x fabrics } 
which are of a confined pattern and which the cor ner oO lusi 
taste buys because he has the guaranty that it will be different rl 
domestic manufacturer, working on the “ mass production” system 
c le to eater profitably to the demand for fabric of anv one type 
or design required in small amounts. In coutils for corsets, for 
stance, the American manufacturers supply the bulk demand, which 
is for smooth piece-dyed fabrics, whereas the smaller det 1 from 
custom corsetieres who want something different, is supplied 
by importations from France of closer woven, rougher-finished 
v n of bleached yarns Any imported specialt that aft 
bulk demand is quickly reprod 1 by A rican producers, although 
casually in less expensive qualities by Ame mm mill a8 
of ‘tton cloths of comparatively recent rigin, introduced a . ia 
ties but which now partake more of the nature of staples, are iles 
Russian-cord shirtings, and broadclotl 

5. Lower price: The fact that th United States cpor large 

quantities of cloths made of coarse and medium yarns 
ings, drills, denims, tickings, cr@pes, prints, ginghams, « ; ls 
medium fine fabrics such as single voiles, tends to prove that the 1912 
findings of the tariff board, to the effect that on such goods the Am 


can manufacturer, producing in bulk with the aid of the automat 

loom, can compete successfully, ar Iso true to-day On the 
tremely fine range and in specialties, where American products are 
lacking or else produced in insufficient quantities, there is practically 
no direct price competition in the domestic market. 

In the most directly competitive range, that from 40s to 109s aver 
age yarn numbers, price is a more important factor, but its relative 
importance varies according to the class of goods and also from time 
to time according to the trend of prices here and abroad, Prices in the 
United States and in England, the chief source of imported cloths, do 
not always show the same trend and at times in the two countries are 
much closer together than at others. For instance, from the fall of 
192° to the fall of 1923 the price of American raw cotton, although 
fluctuating sharply, tended upward, whereas the price of Egyptian 
raw cotton tended downward. The normal price relation between the 
two types of cotton was upset, with the result that during this period 











English yarns and cloths made of Egyptian cotton were, relative to 


American yarns and cloths made of Amerfean cotton, much lower In 
price than usual. Under such cireumstances there was strong price 
competition on the American market in the competitive range of 40s to 
100s average yarn numbers, and imports in this range increased econ- 
siderably. However, the trade in fine plains was but little affected 
and the increase in imports was confined mainly to three cloths, namely, 
broadeloths, fine combed sateens, and voiles. Broadeloth is of recent 
English development and has not yet become firmly established in 


American mills as an article of mass production. The demand for fine | 


combed sateens had become, largely by reason of the increase in the 
use of bloomers, greater than the few domestic mills on sueh goods 
could supply. The competition on voiles expressed itself in lower 
prices, and therefore larger sales, of the high-grade ply voiles, which 
are made here by only one or two mills, and did not extend te direct 
competition on the single voiles which continued to be made and ex- 
ported in large quantities. 

In the spring and early summer of 1924 conditions changed. Ameri- 
can prices have gone down, whereas English prices have gone up, and 
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at the time of this report, In June, 1924, conditions appear te be rapidly 













returning to the normal status where imports have to be made on the 
: . “ : 








basis of quality or other f r wit t e f lower prices An 
investigation at New York shows that on t f the 
cloths American manufacturers are now qu zg pri lower t t 20 
at which the foreign goods can be landed wi 4 id s pald 
To sum up, imports of cotton cloths are due ; y tot lity 
ertain grades rather than te general price ¢ : > rela 
tive importance of the price factor varies and at t s it | » de 
ciding r ra li l r of fabrics t 1 at 
t! ite f this rep rt, the 1 e 7 I it f 4 > 
quality, reputation, lack of d stie proc ion, and ecia 
Vil 
To v extent s ti s it t t l ’ 
postwar increase in the importation of cott 
This question ts difficult to answer wit! ertainty, for the son 
that imports constitute but « cf ny factors that t the «dé l 
for domestic fabrics, and for the further son that a I 
portion of the imported fabrics are of a type not made here at all or 
el de here in an es If w however, that 
each rd « ported ices a ird of domestic fabrics, then, 
s ‘ port re ow n ‘ 3 of about 200,000,000 juare yards 
ym pared ith a pre-war basis of out 50,000,000 
juare yards, it would follow that domestic sales have been affected 
lo the extent of approximately 150,000,000 square yards. If the total 
deo stile prog tion be taken as 500,000,000 square yards, this post 
wal rm 100,060,000 sq yards amounts of 2.3 per cent of the 
{ i ] 
4 it ) exon » e re ely the effect of imp 3 
I cloths involves more or less esti 
i | ‘ I f s impor of which ars i 
! sp In V ses is th 
in rd prod le For inst ‘ , nsus 
fic 1} ? ? f her p woven 
j ens } lls id 
t nis In ’ l les, 
t i , hry ion. and rt th ¥ nh, 
eT ] f ti f r typ whet th f dome 
! I I ! i I fi ‘ L : not 
risle ; thre le red i Iso! 
cn ! ! ‘ h data r ] ré »] , 
I tha { tu loth ! yarns avera 
I hon 14 per f ti t quare 
ra a 4 t I Y total be rox mtely 6 0 
000 000 m ’ r #0) ¢ tained tl foll o i i 
> ‘ ‘ 
rf t t nm ¢ ! l fine cloth id y « r hs la 
1@% 
‘ Imports. 
I stimated Actual . 
prox Oo: PLO 
production imports | duction 
Sq. yds Se. yds P ont 
} Coarse and medit loth a s 5, 200, 000,000 | 66, 086, GOT | 1. 08 
Fine cloth a 7 1, 300, 000, 000 LW, M0, 173 | 11. 56 
} Total gcchiasatdiabindbadilid 6, 500, 000,000 | 208, 146, 780 
! 
| Inclided in the imports of fime goods are some made with yarns 


finer than any produced in this country. Some of the coarser goods 
such as the Japanese crépes, are also made of yarns different from any 
produced in this country. kt may therefore be assumed, as an approxi- 
mation of the true condition, that imports of coarse and medium cloths 
now constitute about 1 per cent of the domestic production of such 


cloths and imports of fine goods about 10 per cent of the praduetion of 
such cloths 
Vill 
; “ Would changes in the present tariff rates on ecotten lothe he ? 
material assistance in stimulating production and restoring 
to the industry?” 


prosperity 


The commission has as yet made no investigation ef the difference 
in costs of.production of cotten cloths here and abread, and if such an 
invest 





igation were to be made it could hardly be completed within less 
than a year It is the general opinion, as stated by authorities in the 
industry, that domestic and foreign, particularly British, seHing prices 
|} are to-day very close to actual costs, but in the absence of verified 
domestic and foreign costs ef production required by section 315 of the 
tariff act of 1922 the commission does net feel warranted in suggesting 
readjustmenta in the duties on cotten cloths. 
} Information for use in a consideration of this inquiry is furnished 
by Table 17, which. shows not only the value of the 1923 imports but 
also the revenue collected and the average rates of duty by yarn 
ranges; by Table 18, which shows the amount and value of that portion 
of the 1923 imports that were dutiable at the maximum rate of 45 per 





%) 


£ 
sd 








11124 


cent ad valorem; and by Chart D, which is a graphical illustration of 
the rates of duty on cotton yarns and on countable cotton cloths, as 
arranged in the acts of 1922 and 1913 





THoMas O. MARVIN, Chairman. 

W. S. CuLRERTSON, Vice Chairman, 
Davip J. Lewis, Commissioner. 
Epwarp TP, CosTicgan, Commissioner, 
W. Burcess, Commissioner, 

Henry H. GLassin, Commissioner. 


INVESTIGATION OF NORTHERN PACIFIC LAND GRANTS 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announces that 
he has appointed the following members of the joint committee 
under House Joint Resolution No, 237: 

The Senator from North Dakota [—[Mr. Lapp], the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. Norseck], the Senator from Missouri 
[Miv. Spencer], the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Kenprick], 
and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Apams]. 

AGRICULTURE THE BASIC INDUSTRY 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint reso- | 
lution (S. J. Res. 107) declaring agriculture to be the basic } 
industry of the country, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SMITH. I move that the Senate disagree to the amend- | 
ments of the House, ask for a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, and that the Chair appoint the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the President pro tempore 
appointed Mr. SmirH, Mr. PirrMaAn, and Mr. CUMMINS con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

HOUSE RILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED 

The following bills and joint resolution were severally read 
twice by their titles and referred as indicated below : 

if. R. 646. An act to make valid and enforceable winians | 
provisions or agreements for arbitration of disputes arising out | 
of contracts, maritime transactions, or commerce among the | 
States or Territories or with foreign nations; to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

H.R. 26. An act to compensate the Chippewa Indians of 
Minnesota for lands disposed of under the provisions of the 
free homestead act; and 

Hf. 2. SOS6. An act to amend the act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1915,” approved August 1, 1914; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

If. J. Res. 288. Joint resolution (H, J. Res. 283) to permit to 
remain within the United States certain aliens in excess of 
quotas fixed under authority of the immigration act of May 
19, 1921; to the Committee on Immigration. 

INSPECTION OF RAILWAY LOCOMOTIVES 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8578) to amend the 
act entitled “An act to promote the safety of employees and 
travelers upon railroads by compelling common earriers en- 
gaged in interstate commerce to equip their locomotives with 
safe and suitable boilers and appurtenances thereto,” approved 
February 17, 1911, as amended. It is a matter of very vital im- 
portance, and there is no amendment to the bill It is a 
question of providing adequate means for the proper inspec- 
tion of railway locomotives. It is recommended by the Presi- 
dent, by the Budget, and by the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from South Carolina? 

There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole proceeded to consider the bill which was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the first sentence of section 1 of the act en- 
titled “An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon 
railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in interstate com- 
merce to equip their locomotives with safe and suitable boilers and 
appurtenances thereto,” approved February 17, 1911, as amended, is 
amended to read as follows: 

“That when used in this act the terms ‘ carrier’ and ‘common car- 
rier’ mean a common carrier by railroad, or partly by railroad and 
partly by water, within the continental United States, subject to the 
interstate commerce act, as amended, excluding street, suburban, and 
interurban electric railways, unless operated as a part of a general 
railroad system of transportation.” 

Sec. 2. Section 2 of such act is amended to read as follows: 

“See. 2. That it shall be unlawful for any carrier to use or permit 
to be used on its line any locomotive unless said locomotive, its boiler, 
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tender, and all parts and appurtenances thereof are in proper condl- 
tion and safe to operate in the service to which the same are put, that 
the same may be employed in the active service of such carrier without 
unnecessary peril to life or limb, and unless said locomotive, its boiler, 
tender, and all parts and appurtenances thereof have been inspected 
from time to time in accordance with the provisions of this act and 
are able to withstand such test or tests as may be prescribed in the 
rules and regulations hereinafter provided for.” 

Sec. 3. The last sentence of section 3 of such act is amended to 
read as follows: 

“The office of the chief inspector shall be in Washington, D. C., and 
the Interstate Commerce Commission shall provide such legal, technical, 
stenographic, and clerical help as the business of the offices of the 
chief inspector and his said assistants may require.” 

Sree. 4. Section 4 of such act is amended by adding thereto a new 
paragraph to read as follows: 

“ Within the appropriations therefor and subject to the provisions of 
this act, the Interstate Commerce Commission may appoint, from time 
to time, not more than 15 inspectors in addition to the number au- 
thorized in the first paragraph of this section, as the needs of the 
service may require. Any inspector appointed under this paragraph 
shall be so assigned by the chief inspector that his service will be 
most effective.” 

Sec, 5. Section 10 of such act is hereby repealed. 

Sec. 6. Hereafter the salary of the chief inspector shall be $6,000 
per year; the salary of each assistant chief inspector shall be $5,000 
per year; the salary of each inspector shall be $3,600 per year; and 
the annual allowance for each inspector for office rent, stationery, and 
clerical assistance, fixed by the Interstate Commerce Commission, shall 
not exceed $1,000, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPKIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I have a very important con- 
ference report for which I ask immediate consideration. Un- 
less we can give early attention to the matter, the entire bill, 
carrying about S200,000,000, will fail, because we are in disagree- 
ment on quite a number of items. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the conference report has precedence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the ac- 
tion of the House of Representatives to the bili (H. R. 9559) 
as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 7, 192. 

Resolved, That the House recedes from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 37 and 39 to the bill (H. R. 9559) mak- 
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in certain appropriations for 
tiie fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and prior fiscal years, to provide 
supplemental appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, 
and for other purposes and concurs therein. 

‘That the House insists upon its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 58, and 59; 

That the House agrees to a further conference requested by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and 

That Mr. Mappex, Mr. ANTHONY, and Mr. ByRrNs of Tennessee are ap- 
pointed managers on the part of the House at the further conference, 


Mr. WARREN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
9559) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in certain 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and 
prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 
8, 4, 5, 8, 9, 12, 13, 14, 20, 24, 41, 42, 49, and 57. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 7, 11, 16, 17, 19, 22, 25, 26, 38, 
40, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, and 56, and agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following: 


“ SENATE 


“For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, fiscal year 
1924, $50,000. 

“For payment for services rendered the Senate or committees 
thereof, as follows: John G. Holland, jr., $250; Ernest K. Hill, 
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$950: Fred A. Eckstein, $860; Albert Reid, $125; Alexander K. 
Meek, $1,200; Louis Bose, 340; U. G. Gordon, $0, and James 
F’. Sellers, $200; in all, $2,965.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: On 
page. 2 of the bill, line 22, strike out “ five” and insert in lieu 
thereof “six,” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the Flouse recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In 
the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the follow- 
ing: “, to be paid wholly out of the revenues of the District 
of Columbia,” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In Heu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For earrying out the provisions of the act entitled ‘An act 
to provide for the promotion of vocational rehabilitation of 
persons disabled in industry or otherwise and their return to 
civil employment,’ approved June 2, 1920, as amended by the 
act of June 6, 1924, for the fiscal year 1925, $834,000: 


recede from its 
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Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I was interrupted and did vt 
hear the Senator’s answer to the Senator from Arkans Will 
he kindly repeat it as far as he has gone‘ 

Mr. WARREN. So far as the items in disagreement are con- 
cerned, they are all in disagreement as to the reclamati and 
farming subjects. In addition to that are the items relating 


to the shale investication, United States marshals in United 
| States courts, the matter of the Leavenworth bridge, and also 
quite a number of minor matters, but the main «1 I have 
Stated. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator 
state whether an agreement has been reached with reference to 
the Veterans’ Bureau hospital item? 

Mr. WARREN. There has been no agreement re ed h 
referenee to that item 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agre : 


Pro- | 


vided, That the apportionment to the States shall be computed | 


on the basis of not to exceed $1,034,000, as authorized by the 
act approved June 2, 1920, as amended by the act approved 
June 5, 1924.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following: 

“For additional hospital and out-patient dispensary facill- 
ties for patients of the United States Veterans’ Bureau, and 
facilities for a permanent national training 
blind at a cost not exceeding $350,000, who are beneficiaries of 


school for the | 


the United States Veterans’ Bureau, by purchase and remodel- | 


ing or extension of existing plants, and by construction on 
sites now owned by the Government or on sites to be aequired 
by purchase, condemnation, gift, or otherwise, such hospitals 
and out-patient dispensary facilities to include the necessary 
buildings and auxiliary structures, mechanical equipment, ap- 
proach work, roads, and trackage facilities leading thereto; 
and also to provide accommodation for Officers, nurses, and at- 
tending personnel; and also to provide proper and suitable 
recreational centers, $3;850,000, to remain available until June 
30, 1925, and in addition to this amount obligations may be 
incurred for the purposes set forth in this paragraph not to 
exceed in the aggregate $3,000,000. That not to exceed 3 per 
cent of the total of $6,850,000 shall be available for the employ- 
ment in the District of Columbia and in the field of necessary 
technical and clerical assistunts at the customary rates of 
compensation, exclusively to aid in the preparation of the plans 
and specifications for the projects authorized herein and for 
the supervision of the execution thereof, and for traveling 
expenses and field-office equipment and supplies in connection 
therewith.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That ‘the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Before 
the sum named in said amendment, insert: “fiscal year 1923 "; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference 
ments numbered 27, 
58, and 59. 


have not avreed on amend- 
28, 20, 80,81, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 39, 
F. E. WARREN, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
W. L. Jones, 
Lee S. OVERMAN, 
Wma. J. HArets, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
MARTIN B. MADDEN, 
D. R. ANTHONY, Jr., 
JoOsEPH W. ByRrNs, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. WARREN. I move the adoption of the conference report. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Wyoming what are the outstanding amendments upon which 
no agreement has been reached? 

Mr. WARREN. ‘The outstanding amendments include every 
item ‘that pertains to retlamation and farming tterests. “There 
are sundry others of which I can give the Senator a list. 


| wnused 


' 
} 


to the conference report 
The report was agreed to. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I move that the Senate i 

upon its amendments in disagreement, ask the 

further conference, and that 


sisf 
Hionse for a 
the Chair appoint the conferees 
on the part of the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
houses. 

The motion w 
appointed Mr. 
Mr. OvERMAN, 
Senate. 


as agreed to; and the President pro tempore 
Warren, Mr. Curtis, Mr. Jones of Washington, 
and Mr. HaArers conferees on the part of the 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
Haltigan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 


passed a joint resolution (S. J. Res. 85) authorizing an appro- 
priation for the participation of the United States in the prep- 
aration and completion of plans for the comprehensive observ- 
ance of that greatest of all historic events, the bicentennial 
of the birthday of George Washington, with amendments, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate, 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 2887) authorizing transfer of certain abandoned or 
lighthouse reservation lands by the United States to 


| the State of New York for park purposes. 


ENROLLED BLLLS SIGNED 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed enrolied bills of the following titles, and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

H. R.5318. An aet to authorize an exchange of 
the State of Washington: 

HH. R. 7996. An act to regulate and fix rates of pay for em- 
plovees and officers of the Government Printing Office; 

H.R. 7998. An aet granting public lands to the city of Golden, 
Colo., to secure a supply of water for municipal and domestic 
PUTPOses ; 

H. R2 8889. An act making appropriations for the government 
of the Distriet of Columbia and other activities chargeable in 
whole or in part against the revenues of such District for the 
tiseal vear ending June 30, 1925. and for other purposes; 

H. R. 9177. An wet granting the consent of Congress to the 
counties of Kittitas and Grant, in the State of Washiigton, to 


lands with 


| construet a bridge across the Columbia River at or near Vuant- 


age Ferry, Wash.; 

H.R. 9345. An act granting the consent of Congress for the 
construction of a bridge across the Ohio River between Vander- 
burgh County, Ind,, and Henderson County, Ky.; and 

H. R. 9429. An act making appropriations for the legislative 
branch.of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1925, and for other purposes. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION-~-WAR FINANCE CORPORATION LOANS 


Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. Last evening, in the closing hour of the gses- 
sion, which seemed to be a sterm center, the junior Senator 
from Virginia {Mr. GLass] made the charge that I had violated 
a Federal statute and was.subject to a fine of $3,000. I am 
quite sure if the Senator from Virginia had taken time to 
follow out the matter, or there had been a little better under- 
standing, or the Senate had not been in such a commotion 
at the time, he would not have made that statement. 

I send to the desk a letter from the general counsel of the 
War Finance Corporation and ask to have it read. It relates 
to my right or the right of any other Senator to participate, 
through a corporation, in the matter of the corporation seeur- 
ing loans from the War Ftnance Corporatien. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the letter 
will be read as requested. 
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The reading clerk read as follows: 
WAR FINANCE CORPORATION, 
Tur TREASURY BUILDING, 
Washington, June 7, 192}. 
Ilon, Frank R. Goonrna, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear Senator Gooping: You have asked me to confirm in writ- 
ing the opinion which I expressed to you this morning as to the 
legality of certain loans made by the War Finance Corporation to a 
loan company, secured by the note of a corporation in which you are 
financially interested. 

The loan in question was made to the Southern Idaho Loan Co., 
a livestock loan company, against its promissory note, secured by a 
number of notes of livestock growers, among them being a corpora- 
tion In which I understand that you own a substantial stock interest. 

Section 114 of the Penal Code makes it unlawful for any Member 
of Congress to “ undertake, execute, hold, or enjoy in whole or in 
part, any contract or agreement made or entered into in behalf of 
the United States by any officer or person authorized to make con- 
tracts on its behalf.” 

Section 115 makes it unlawful for an officer of the United States, 
on behalf of the United States, to enter into any contract with any 
Member of Congress. 

Section 116 provides that ‘‘ nothing contained in the two preceding 
sections shall extend, or be construed to extend, to any contract or 
agreement made or entered into, or accepted by any incorporated 
company, Where such contract or agreement is made for the general 
benefit of such incorporation or company.” 

Even if the sections above referred to are applicable to loans made 
by the War Finance Corporation, it is apparent that there has been 
no Violation of law in the present case. The loan was made by the 
War Finance Corporation to a loan company which pledged as security 
a note of a corporation in which you held stock. There was, there- 
fore, no contract made between yourself and the War Finance Corpora- 
tion and the provision of section 116 relating to contracts with a cor- 
poration in which a Member of Congress may be interested expressly 
covers the case, 

Moreover in the light of recent decisions of the United States 
Supreme Court, it is clear that a contract made by the War Finance 
Corporation is not a contract made on behalf of the United States 
with the meaning of penal provisions. The Supreme court has so 
held in the case of the United States Shipping Board Emergency 
Fleet Corporation (U. S. v. Strang, 254 U. S. 491), and the same 
reasoning is applicable to the War Finance Corporation, which is in- 


corporated by special act of Congress, Indeed the War Finance Cor- 
poration act specifically provides that the United States is not liable 





for any obligation incurred by the corporation. 

Of course, you understand that it is not a part of my official duties 
to give opinicns upon the interpretations of the criminal statutes of the 
United States. It is, however, my duty, as general counsel of the 
War Finance Corporation, to ascertain that loans made by the War 
Finance Corporation are made in accordance with law, and from this 
point of view I can express with confidence the opinion that the 
transactions in question were not in violation of sections 114 to 116 
of the Penal Code. The loans in question were made, as are all 
loans of the War Finance Corporation, in aid of the livestock industry 
as a whole, upon the merits of the security tendered and without re 
gaurd to what individuals may be interested therein, 

-Yours very truly, 
GERALD C. HENDERSON, 
General Counsel. 


Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho has 
anticipated me in a statement which I would very cheerfully 
have made before the reading of the letter had I known that he 
proposed having the letter read. 

Last evening in the confusion of the Senate Chamber I 
understood the Senator from Idaho to speak of this loan as 
his loan. When he did so, I recalled section 114 of the criminal 
statutes, which prohibits a Member of the Senate or of the 
House of Representatives from entering into a contract, di- 
rectly or indirectly, with the United States Government. Sub- 
sequently I understood the Senator from Idaho to amend his 
statement by saying that a corporation with which he was 
connected had made the loan. I confess that that did not at 
the time modify my opinion, because I was not then aware of 
the fact that section 116 of the Criminal Code—which had not 
been brought to my attention, while section 114 had—expressly 
exempts Senators and Members of the House of Representatives 
from the operation of section 114 when they are merely stock- 
holders in the corporation. 

Therefore I perceive and frankly avow that to that extent I 
did the Senator from Idaho an injustice. I do not think he 1s 
amenable to the statute, 





Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, I felt last night that the 
Senator from Virginia did not intend, of course, to cast any 
reflection on my acts in any way, because I had not willfully 
violated the law and the law had not been violated. I am 
glad to have him make the statement which he has that, in 
his opinion, I am completely exonerated from violating a 
Federal statute, because when I get through with my public 
service I am going to know in my own conscience that I haye 
never intentionally violated any law of my country. 

Mr. President, I am entitled to have Senate Resolution 208, 
in which I have asked for an investigation of my acts in con- 
nection with this loan, disposed of in some way or other by 
the Senate, and I therefore ask for its immediate consideration. 

I will say, Mr. President, that I should like to have a mem- 
ber of the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate make a statement in regard to a letter 
which he received from the War Finance Corporation. It was 
charged that I had secured loans to the injury of the farmers 
of my State. No part of that is true. I spent more time in 


| the early days of my service in the Senate in trying to secure 
| relief for the farmers of my State through the War Finance 


Corporation than along any other line. There were some dis- 
appointments. The law did not go far enough to take care of 
the individual farmer, but in my State nearly 2,500 farmers 
were taken care of, and I know that it was more or less through 
my efforts that corporations were formed in Idaho that gave 
farmers an opportunity to secure loans, and in some communi- 
ties the farmers were saved their homesteads. 

I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
Senate Resolution 208, to which I have referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho 


, asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 


resolution. The Secretary will read the resolution. 

The reading clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 208) submitted 
by Mr. Goopine on April 10, 1924, and referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, as follows: ' 


Resolved, That the President of the Senate pro tempore is author- 
ized to appoint a special committee of three Members of the Senate 
to investigate and report to the Senate as soon as practicable the facts 
in respect of the activities of the War Finance Corporation in distribut- 
ing loans and advances for agricultural and livestock purposes in 
the State of Idaho, and particularly any alleged favoritism shown 
in such distribution to FranK R. GoopING, a Senator from the State 
of Idaho, or any member of his family, or any of his business asso- 
ciates, 

The committee is authorized to hold hearings, to sit during the ses- 
sions and recesses of the Sixty-eighth Congress, and to employ such 
stenographic and other assistants as it may deem advisable, The com- 
mittee is further authorized to send for persons and papers; to require 
by subpena the attendance of witnesses, the production of books, 
papers, and documents; to administer oaths; and to take testimony. 
Subpenas for witnesses shall be issued under the signature of the 
chairman of the committee. The cost of stenographic service to 
report such hearings shall not be in excess of 25 cents per hundred 
words. The expenses of the committee shall be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. GOODING. I send to the desk a short letter from the 
War Finance Corporation, which I ask may be read, and then 
I shall have said my last word. I hope the Senate will take 
some action on the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
requested. 

The reading clerk read as follows: 


(Personal) 


The Secretary will read as 


War FINANCE CORPORATION, 
April 25, 1924. 
Hon. F. R. Goopine, 
United States Senate. 


My Dear SENATOR: Replying to your letter of April 22, would say 
that I do not find anywhere in our files any reference to an applica- 
tion made on behalf of the Canyon County Farm Bureau for a loan. 
If such an application was made, it would necessarily be made through 
one of the classes of financing organizations through which we are 
authorized under the law to make loans. Canyon County is within 
easy reaching distance of Boise, where the War Finance Corporation 
agency is located. Any inquiry made direct to this office would be 
referred to the local agency. I do not, however, find any correspond- 


ence from or in regard to the organization in question. 

I find that on April 24, 1922, you wrote Hon. Dwight F. Davis, 
Director of the War Finance Corporation, and sent him letters from 
various Idaho people with regard to War Finance Corporation loans, 
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asking that the situation referred to be leoked into. Congressman {tous of the welfare of postal employees. Their compensation 


SmirH also wrote Mr. Meyer about the same time, and I find that 
Mr. Davis answered your letter the same day he received it. I think 
the matter referred to in that correspondence was all straightened 
out, 

We do not, of course, know what inquiries may have been made 
of the Idaho agency, but I am satisfied that no one who approached 
the agency with reasonable security for an agricultural loan was 
discouraged or turned down. Possibly more banks could have applied 
for loans than did, but that is a matter over which the corporation 
had no control. The livestock loan companies in your State have 
been doing particularly good work. The last day or two a very con- 
siderable portion of the work of the corporation has been in the 
renewal and extension of loans of from $100 to $1,000, and averaging 
about $300, on dairy cows through the Northside Live Stock Loan Co. 
at Jerome. 

Yours very truly, F. W. MOnpeELL. 

Pp. S.—You will understand that this is not an official letter, but 
the facts are as stated. 


F. W. M. 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate be discharged——— 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator 
from Tennessee that the Senator from Idaho, as a matter of 
privilege, is entitled to have the resolution which he has pre- 
sented disposed of. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I was seeking to do that. I was about to 
ask unanimous consent that the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate be discharged from 
the further consideration of the resolution, and that the reso- 
lution be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked 
that the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the resolution presented by the Senator from Idaho and 


that it be immediately considered. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, 

The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
POSTMASTERS AND POSTAL EMPLOYEES—VETO MESSAGE (8S. DOC. 


NO. 149) 


The PRESIDENT pro tenrpore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United States. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. May I inquire if the message 
from the President is his veto of the postal employees’ salary 
dil? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
but Jhe message will be read. 

The message was read, and ordered to be printed as a Senate 
document, as follows: 

To the Senate: 

Herewith is returned, without approval, S. 1898, a bill “ Re- 
classifying salaries of postmasters and employees of the Postal 
Service and readjusting their salaries and compensation on an 
equitable basis, and for other purposes.” 

This bill adds approximately $68,000,000 to the annual ex- 
penditures of the Government. It makes no provision for rais- 
ing this amouut as postal revenue. The money must come from 
the pockets o/f the taxpayers. To the extent that we create 
further obligations which must be met from the moneys derived 
from taxation, to that extent do we reduce the possibility of 
further reduction in taxes. Before such obligations are created 
it should be conclusively shown that they are essential in the 
best interests of the Nation. 

yovernment extravagance must stop. The people of the Na- 
tion are paying all that it is possible for them to pay. I have 
taken my position in relation to Government economy, which 
I have stated and restated until it is well known. I feel that 
that position ought to be consistent. I do not see how I can 
approve the large increase in expenditure of this kind, except 
on the plea of urgent necessity. It may be that some adjust- 
ments would be justified, but an organized effort by a great 
body of public employees to secure an indiscriminate increase in 
compensation should have the most searching scrutiny. The 
needs of the public, the ability of the people to pay, must have 
some consideration. These salaries had been adjusted three 
times since 1918, the last time in 1920. Since then the cost of 
living has decreased, rather than increased. 

The postal service rendered the public is good. The service 
conditions under which the employees perform their duties are 
probably more satisfactory than ever before in the history of 
the Post Office Department. The Government has been solic- 


The Chair so understands, 


has been the subject of several recent legislative acts and ad- 
justed to scales of pay as favorable as any in the publie servy- 
ice. The act of July 2, 1918, increased the compensation of 
clerks and carriers in post offices and railway postal clerks $200 
a year, and rural carriers $240 a year. 
increases in compensation to a large number of the super- 
visory force. The act of November 8, 1919, further increased 
the compensation of postal employees from $100 to $200 per 
annum. This was followed by the act of July 5, 1920, which 
provided further increases in compensation ranging from $200 
to $300 for clerks and carriers and railway postal clerks, and 
$260 for rural carriers. Substantial increases were also pro- 
vided in the salaries of the supervisory force, ranging from 
$200 to $600 a year. 

The effect of these increases in salary grades over those for 
the fiscal year 1918 was an increase of $600 to clerks and cur- 
riers in post offices, $500 to railway postal clerks, and $600 to 
rural carriers. 

By reason of these increases the Government has paid out 
during the fiscal years from 1919 to 1923 an additional aggre- 
gate of $450,000,000 in salaries to postal employees above what 
would have been paid under the scale in effect before these 
changes, as follows: 


In addition there were 


During the fiscal year 1919................. 


himitititimé:, ae 1a 
During the fiscal year 1920 


68, 901, 000 


During the fiscal year 1921_...-.....___-- ES, 
During the fiscal year 1922____- Je oileduanae _ . 114, 256, 000 
Derm the fecal year 1920... .ncccnkctcctccunecsusnes 526, 356, 000 


It is apparent that the Government has dealt generously with 
this service. 

As a result of these readjustments the average salaries for 
1923 are— 

Post-office clerks, $1,751, 
per cent. 

Post-office carriers, $1,752.83, 
96 per cent. 

Railway postal clerks, $2,107, increase of $946 since 1907, or 
81 per cent. 

Railway postal clerks, including travel allowance, 
crease of $1,131 since 1907, or 97 per cent. 

Rural carriers, $1,849.52, increase of $1,140 since 1907, or 
160 per cent. 

The average for all salaries of clerks now receiving from 
$1,140 to $2,040 per annum in the clerical, administrative, and 
fiscal services in all the departments in Washington will be 
approximately $1,554 on July 1, 1924, under the provisions of 
the classification act of 1923. It is thus seen that the lowest 
average of the salaries of the postal employees in the field serv- 
ice is nearly $200 more than the average for employees in 
the Government departments in Washington. 

At the request of the committee which considered this leg- 
islation the Post Office Department made a special investiga- 
tion of the range of salaries paid to persons employed in bustl- 
ness institutions throughout the country and reported the re- 
sults. These investigations covered representative cities rang- 
ing in population from 2,000 to over 5,000,000. It was found 
that in all cases of employees of a similar character the aver- 
age salaries paid were much lower than those paid in the 
Postal Service. 

The conditions under which employment is undertaken in 
the Postal Service and those under which it is undertaken in 
business are not altogether alike. The seale of salaries in 
the Postal Service should be sufficiently high to attract those 
who will make it a life work. This can not be done without 
providing for a salary high enough to enable the employee 
to take upon himself the obligations of citizenship and his 
place in society and render satisfactory service to the Gov- 
ernment. Therefore it is just to pay to postal employees a 
scale of wages that is somewhat higher than the scale paid to 
employees in the business world. 

I am informed there is generally no difficulty in maintain- 
ing lists of eligibles to fill vacancies. There are certain locali- 
ties where difficulty exists, these localities being almost with- 
out exception large cities and industrial communities affected 
in the one case by high costs of living due to metropolitan 
conditions, and in the other case by the higher wage scale and 
living costs. But there are approximately 6,000 eligibles on 
the civil-service list at the present time to fill vacancies in 
the Railway Mail Service, and there were 25,000 applicants for 
the examination held throughout the country by the Civil 
Service Commission on May 3. 

This bill increases the salaries of all postmasters except- 
ing those at offices of the first class. It increases the salaries 
of supervisory officers in post offices, post-office inspectors, 


increase of $919 since 1909, or 110 


increase of $862 since 1907, or 


2,292. in- 
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and the officers of the Railway Mail Service $300 each, and in 
some instances more. It increases the salaries of clerks and 
carriers $300 each and of rural carriers on the average $293 
for each carrier on a standard route. These increases apply 
alike to all Glasses of post offices. They ignore the fact that 
there is a wide difference in the cost of living in the larger 
cities and industrial centers as compared with the smaller 
cities and towns. If there is real need for revision of salaries 
in the Postal Service, it is to provide a wage differential for 
those employees serving in post offices located in the large 
cities and industrial centers. There is no justification for 
increasing saluries to apply to all offices when the need for 
such increases does not apply to a large number of the offices. 
Aside from this, no provision is made in this bill for raising 
the money which would be required to meet the additional 
expenditures which it proposes. Under its provisions we 
would be required to take an additional amount of approxi- 
mately $68,000,000 per year from the moneys paid by the tax- 
payers and pass it on to the employees of the Postal Service. 
Certainly the interests of the people demand that any lezgisla- 
tion increasing the cost of the Postal Service should give con- 
sideration to the raising of the moneys necessary to defray 
the additional cost. 

or the fiscal year 1923 the postal revenues were $32,000,000 
less than the cost of the service for that year. This deficit 
lad to be met from the moneys paid by the taxpayers. We 
should not add to the amount of the postal deficit, as is pro- 
posed by this bill, but should attempt as a sound business prin- 
ciple to have the users of the mails approximately pay the 
cost of the service. The law gives the Postmaster General the 
power, with the approval of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, to Increase parcel-post rates. Even if the proposed in- 
erease Of $68,000,000 contemplated by this bill was justified, 
it would not only be unfair to the users of the parcel post to 
recoup the whole amount in that manner, but it would be 
wholly impracticable to secure it from the parcel-post business 
without destroying that service. The farmers, who are the 
largest users of parcel post, are not in a position to contribute 
a lurge sum to the postal employees. 

The Post Office Department is now engaged by direction of 
Congress in a cost ascertainment for which half a million 
dollars was appropriated. This inquiry has heen prosecuted 
with diligence and is nearing completion. When the results 
of this Inquiry are available they will form the basis for an 
intelligent consideration by the Postmaster General and by Con- 
gress of all questions relating to the adequacy of postage 
rates, They will afford a proper basis for consideration of 
the relation of the cost of the Postal Service and the revenues 
derived therefrom. The time has arrived to consider putting 
the Postal Service on a sound business basis, so far as ex- 
penditures and revenues are concerned. It is apparent that 
the matter of increasing the salaries of postal employees should 
be considered in connection with the ways and means whereby 
the postal revenues may be correspondingly increased, not 
apart therefrom, This report will be available when the Con- 
gress convenes in December, and this matter can then be con- 
sidered. 

If that provision stood alone, I should approve that part of 
the bill relating to campaign funds. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

Tue Wire House, June 7, 1924. 

REMISSION OF CUSTOMS DUTIES ON GOVERNMENT PROPERTY 

Mr. KING obtained the floor. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will my colleague yield to en- 
able me to report a House bill? 

Mr. KING. If I do not lose the floor. 

Mr. SMOOT. If there is the least objection to it, I will 
withdraw it. 

Mr. KING. If it is privileged, I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, last evening the House passed 
Flouse bill 9111, a bill directing the remission of customs duties 
on certain property of the United States imported by the 
War Department. The War Department has imported $616,- 
696,731 of war material into the United States. Im order to 
give the customs officials legal authority for free entry of all 
dutiable supplies so returned, I ask that this bill, passed by 
the House vesterday, be considered and passed here. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if I do not lose the floor, I yield. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Chair was about to 
state the question when the Senator from Utah arose. The 
question is, Shall the bill pass, the objections of the President 
to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. KING. Mr, President-——- 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
unanimous-consent request of the senior Senator from Utah? 

Mr. KING. I shall not yield for that purpose if it jeopard- 
izes my right to hold the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hold that 
the Senator from Utah retains the floor. 

Mr. KING. I have no objection, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 9111) directing the remission of customs 
duties on certain property of the United States imported by 
the War Department, which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized 
and directed to remit all unpaid customs duties on material belonging 
to the United States and heretofore imported into the United States by 
the War Department. 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I should like 
to inquire what is the nature of the property that has been 
imported by the War Department, in a general way? 

Mr. SMOOT. I will tell the Senator. From France, between 
November 11, 1918, and November 11, 1919, there were imported 
airplanes and spare parts, balloons and balloon supplies, avia- 
tors’ clothing, hydrographic and photographic material, to the 
extent of $29,997,120. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Is it new material pur- 
chased abroad? 

Mr. SMOOT. No. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It is material the Govern- 
ment has had in France and is bringing back? 

Mr. SMOOT. That is exactly what it is. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. So there is no new material 
involved? 

Mr. SMOOT. Not a dollar’s worth. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I have no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to say, 
without taking the Senator from Utah off the floor, that it is 
within the power of the Senate, if it so desires, to fix some 
other time for the consideration of the veto message. 

Mr. KING. I do not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. President, a few days ago, as I was proceeding to state, 
the Senate passed—— 

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. KING. I yield for a question, if I do not jeopardize my 
standing. 

Mr. BURSUM. Will the Senator yield to permit me to take 
up a conference report? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, is that privileged? 

Mr. BURSUM. Yes. 

Mr. KING. Will the conference report have a privileged 
status? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report is 
privileged for the purpese ef presenting it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, if the Senater yields the 
floor for that purpose, it will take him off the floor. 

Mr. KING. Then, if that is true, I should not care to yield 
for that purpose. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is what it will de. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator declines to 
yield. 

Mr. BURSUM, Did I understand the Senator to yield or 
not to yield? 

Mr. KING. I was advised, in response to what the Senator 
said, that if I should yield I would lose the right to the floor 
upon the conclusion of the consideration of that report, and 
in view of that fact I can not yield. I regret it, because I 
should be glad to yield, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not hold that. 

Mr. KING. I beg the Chair's pard®n. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennes- 
see held that. 

Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Chair, beeause I feel that 
conference reports are entitled to consideration, whether I 
will jeopardize my right te resume the floor if I yield for the 
consideration of a conference report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the veto message is the question before the Senate until 
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it is otherwise disposed of, and that the Senator would not 
lose his right to the floor by vielding for the purpose of consid- 
ering the conference report, assuming it is done by unanimous 
consent 

Mr. McKELLAR. If it takes unanimous consent, I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not take unani- 
mous consent to present the report. It requires the action of 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the report. 

Mr. ROBINSON and Mr. BURSUM addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas for a 
question. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
KetuAr] indicated a few moments ago that he desired to re- 
quest consideration of unobjected bills upon the calendar under 
Rule VIII for a period of two hours. I am wondering if an 
arrangement of that kind can be effected. I am not submitting 
any request for unanimous consent. I understand he intends 
to do so, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Would the Senator from Utah object to 
an arrangement by which the Senate could proceed, after the 
consideration of the conference report, to the consideration of 
unobjected bills on the calender under Rule VIII for a period 
of two hours? I have no right to submit the request in the 
Senator’s time unless he yields for that purpose. 

Mr. KING. TI should be very happy to, with the consent of 
the Senator from Maine, but | feel under moral obligations to 
carry out a promise which I made, so I can not, without his 
consent. 

Mr. NORRIS. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator for a question. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wanted to ask the Senator if he would not 
be willing to yield so that we could have morning business? 
We adjourned last night, and there are a few reports of com- 
mittees ready for submission. I know I am interested in one 
from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent bhx- 
penses of the Senate. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest- 

Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas for a 
question. 

Mr, ROBINSON. That we can have morning business dis- 
posed of without regard to the desire of the Senator who has 
the floor. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not want to take the Senator off his feet. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator would not want to interfere 
with the morning business? 

Mr. KING. No. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would rather have an understanding in re- 
gard to it. 

Mr. KING. Let me say to the Senate, in all candor, that a 
bill was passed the other day, the naval bill, authorizing the 
expenditure of a very large sum of money. It was passed at a 
time when, in my judgment, it should not have been passed. 
There was no opportunity given for several of us who desire to 
debate it to present our views. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
BorAH] was here on guard—if I may use the expression—and 
I left the Chamber only for a moment, with the understanding 
that the Senator from Idaho would remain here—— 

Mr. ASHURST. Will the Senator yield to me at that junc- 
ture? 

Mr. KING. Let me complete the sentence. I understood the 
Senator from Idaho would remain here, for the purpose of 
objecting to the passage of the bill at that time, or obtaining 
sufficient time for reasonable debate. The Senator from Idaho 
asked the leader upon the other side, the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. Curtis], whether anything would be taken up after the 
conclusion of the bill then under consideration, and I am ad- 
vised by the Senator from Idaho that the information was 
conveyed to him that the Senate would proceed immediately to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BORAH. Just a moment. 

Mr. KING. I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. The situation, as I understood it, was this, 
that the naval bill was to be made the unfinished business, and 
then, after it was made the unfinished business, we were to 
take up executive business. 

Mr. KING. I am glad to be corrected. At any rate, the 
Senator from Idaho received such assurances that he felt per- 
fectly at ease, and left the Chamber. I returned to the Cham- 
ber within five or six minutes and discovered that the bill had 
been passed without a moment's consideration. Perhaps its 
title was read. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President—— 
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Mr. KING. I thereupon moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill had passed, and the motion for reconsideration 
is pending. 

I stated to the Senator from Maine, as he had a right, of 
course, to have the motion for reconsideration disposed of at an 
early date, that I would seek recognition this morning, and 
that if I should be recognized I would proceed to a discussion 
of that bill and such other discussion as I might feel disposed 
to indulge in. I have in good faith sought recognition 

Mr. ROBINSON. I inquire of the Senator from Utah if he 
would just as leave proceed after morning business has been 
disposed of? 

Mr. KING. I would be very glad to. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I eall for the regular order. 

Mr. KING. It would accommodate me very much, for the 
reason that a very important committee is now waiting for 
me; but I can not do it, under the promise E made to the Sena- 
tor from Maine, unless he will release me from that promise, 
and if he will assent to an arrangement by which we may pro 
ceed to the consideration of unobjected bills during the morning 
hour, or look afteg the business of the morning hour, and that 
I can take the floor then, I shall be very glad to accede to the 
request of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think, in view of what has been 
said about the bill for the construction of new cruisers and for 


| other purposes, to which the Senator has alluded, I will make 


an explanation about how the bill happened to go through with- 
out debate. Early last week I secured a special order whereby 
that bill took its place upon the ealendar 

Mr. KING. Does the Senator ask me to yield? 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator to yield 

Mr. KING. I can not yield. The Senator can make his ex- 
planation in his own time. 

Mr. NORRIS. T rise to a point of order 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON, TI eall for the regular order. 

Mr. NORRIS. IT want to call the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that the Senator from Arkansas has demanded the 
regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order at the 
present moment is the consideration of the President's veto 
message. 

Mr. NORRIS. The regular order is morning business, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It is the disposition of the morning busi- 
ness. The Senate adjourned last evening, and the regular 
order is the morning business. I make a point of order that the 
regular order of business is the morning business of the Senate, 
under the rules of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ar- 
kansas remember the clause in the Constitution which makes 
it the duty of Congress to proceed to the consideration of the 
message, unless—although the Constitution does not so de- 
clare—the Senate or the House of Representatives shall other- 
wise dispose of the matter? The Chair recognizes that it is 
within the power of the Senate to refer the message, or to post- 
pone its consideration to another time, but the Chair has no 
option in regard to what he must do if there is no other dis- 
position of the matter. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. KING. I have the floor. 

Mr. STERLING. Will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield? 

Mr. KING. For a question. May I say that I shall not yield 
if in any manner my right to maintain the floor is jeopardized. 
I shall be happy to yield whenever I can do so, with that res- 
ervation. 

Mr. STERLING. TI do not believe it would take the floor 
from the Senator; at least, I would like to have an understand- 
ing that it does not take the Senator from the floor. But, Mr. 
President, I wanted to make a motion relative to the veto 
message of the President on the postal salaries bill. I make 
that motion. If the Senator from Utah will yield for that pur- 
pose. 

Mr. KING. A parliamentary inquiry, in my own time. If I 
yield for the purpose of permitting the Senator from South 
Dakota to move to refer this message to the appropriate com- 
mittee, do I lose my right to retain the floor after the dis- 
position of that motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that 
the Senator would not lose his right to retain the floor, but 
it would be subject to a demand for the regular order, 
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Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator from South Da- 
kota whether the motion which he would like to make, and 
which I have yielded for him to make, will lead to any debate? 

‘ir. STERLING. I think not. I do not think it will At 
leist, I shall not want to debate the motion, and I hardly 
think it will lead to debate. It may. 

Mr. KING. I dislike to make these qualifications, but I 
fee! compelled to. If there will be no debate, if the motion will 
xo pro forma, and the message be referred to the appropriate 
committee, and I do not lose my right to retain the floor, I 








sliall be glad to yield for that purpose. 
Mr. WALSIL of Massachusetts. Mr. President—— 
Mr. LODGE. The regular order has been demanded. 


Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. 
can agree that there 


Mr, STERLING. 


I do not think any Senator 
will be no debate on an important matter. 
Mr. President———- 


Mr. KING. Mr. Vresident, I am afraid I shall have to de- 
cline to yield, 

Vir. STERLING. The subject of the President’s yeto—— 

‘ir. KING. I yield for a question, 

ir. STERLING. The postal salaries bill is before the 


Senate, as I understand It, the President of the Senate being 
ubout to submit to a vote of the Senate the question as to 
whether the bill should pass or not, the President’s veto to the 
contrary notwithstanding. My motion is—and I make it now— 
that the veto message of the President on the postal salaries 
bil! - 

Mr. KING. I did not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. STERLING. Be referred to the Committee 
Offices and Post Roads, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRISON. Before the Senator takes his seat 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas for a 
question, 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I have demanded the regular 
order and suggested to the Chair that the regular order is the 
consideration of morning business. There is nothing in the 
Constitution that prescribes the time or manner in which either 
House of Congress shall proceed to the consideration of a veto 
message. 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator pardon me just a moment? I 
presume the Senator from Arkansas is rising to a parliamentary 
inguiry, and that, of course, would not take me from the floor, 
and with that understanding, I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I make the point of order that the regular 
order is the transaction of morning business under the rules 
of the Senate. There is nothing in the Constitution that con- 
travenes that position. The practice of the Senate and of the 
liouse of Representatives is to proceed to the consideration of 
executive messages at the pleasure of the respective bodies. 
‘The Constitution does not require that upon the presentation of 
a veto message the same shall be immediately considered, and 
the practice has never been to do that. A veto message may be 
deferred, and under the rules of the Senate the preper procedure 
is the consideration of morning business, and in that contention 
the Senator from Massachusetts agrees with me absolutely. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, on that point I would like to 
read—— . 

Mr. KING. I yield—— 

Mr. NORRIS. An extract from the Constitution. 

Mr. KING. For a parliamentary question. 

Mr. NORRIS. It bears on the parliamentary situation. 

Mr. KING. Yes. 


Mr. NORRIS. The language I am about to read is in section 
7, Article I, of the Constitution, and speaking of the duty of 
the President in signing a bill or returning it with his ob- 
jections, this language is used: 


if he appreve he shall sign it, but if not he shall return it, with 


his objections, to that House in which it shall have originated, who 


shail enter the objections at large on their Journal and proceed to 
Teeonusider it, 


on Post 


The Senator refuses to yield 





It seems to me technically right to say, under the Constitu- 
tien, that we have no right to consider it except by unanimous 


consent until these objections of the President have been 
entered on the Journal. 


Mr. ROBINSON. Clearly that is true. 

Mr. NORRIS. That has not yet been done. 

Mr. ROBINSON. We could not even consider fit now if the 
Senate desired to do so, upen objection. A motion to proceed 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 





| 





ne SENEREn 


to the consideration of the Executive message would be defeated 


upon a point of order that the objections have not been entered 
upon the Journal, because the Constitution itself requires that 
the message shall not be considered until the objections shall 
have been entered on the Journal, and that has not been done. 
It could not have been done, because the message has just 
reached the Senate. 

Mr. NORRIS. It has not even been printed. 

The reguiar order of business is the morning business of the 
Senate, and I make the point of order and demand the regular 
order, which is that the Senate proceed to morning business. 
When the clerk shall have informed the Chair that the objec- 
tions of the President have been entered in full on the Journal, 
then it will be in order for some Senator to move to considera- 
tion of the Executive veto message, but not until that has been 
done, under the express terms of the Constitution. 

Mr. STERLING and Mr. KING addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to be- 
lieve that the point of order now made is well taken and that 
the bill shall not be reconsidered until the objections of the 
President shall have been entered on the Journal. 

Mr. KING and Mr. STERLING addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will Senators allow the 
Chair to rule? 

Mr. KING. With very great deference, of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Therefore the veto message 
is not before the Senate at this t.me. On the demand for the 
regular order, the Chair holds that the regular order is the 
presentation of petitions and memorials, 

Mr. KING and Mr. STERLING addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah is 
recognized. 

Mr. KING. I presume at the close of the morning hour I 
will be entitled to consideration at the hands of the distin- 
guished Presiding Officer? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair pledges nothing 
to the Senator from Utah upon that point. The presentation 
of petitions and memorials is in erder. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I desire to withdraw for 
the present the motion made a moment ago. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I demand the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has called for 
the regular order. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Very well. I suggest that it be enforced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The presentation of peti- 
tions and memorials is in order. There being none, reports of 
committees are in order. 


DISTRICT COURT CLERKS’ FEES 


Mr. BRANDEGEER. From the Committee on the Judiciary I 
report back favorably, without amendment, three House bills, 
and I call the attention of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Perper] to one of them. I desire to state that the committee 
has previously reported identically the same bills that are now 
upon the Senate Calendar. These bills came over from the 
House as passed by the House, and the committee has been 
polled and authorized their report, because they have already 
reported the same bills. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
desires to make a motion. 

Mr. PEPPER. After the bills have been reported—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (rapping for order). 
Senate must be in order. Proceedings can not go on until the 
Senate is in order. Will Senators who are on their feet take 
their seats and will the bystanders take the seats provided for 
them? The Senate must be in order. 

Mr. PEPPER. After the bills have been reported I shall 
ask the induigence of the Senate to make a very brief state- 
ment in explanation of them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to a state- 
ment being made by the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. ROBINSON. What is the request? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Has there been unanimous consent 
granted for consideration of the report? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I reported the bill from the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ROBINSON. And now is ft proposed to get unanimous 
consent to consider three of them at once? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. No. If the Senator will allow me, they 
are very short bills that have been passed by the House and 
have been previously reported to the Senate by the Judiciary 
Committee, and it was thought that the Senate should pass the 
House bills. It owght to take only a moment. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It is a question of unanimous consent 
before either the Senate or the House bills can be considered? 

Mr. BRANDEGED. Oh, certainly. 


The 
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Mr. PEPPER. I merely did not wish to interrupt the process 
et reperting the bill. I am going to make a request for unani- 
mous consent when it has been reported. 

rie PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Clerk will state the 
title of the first bill 

The Reaping CierKx. A bill (HL. R. 5420) to provide fees to 
be charged by clerks of the district courts of the United States. 

Mr. KING. Me. President, I think that should go to the 


calendar. 


Mr. PEPPER. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 


consideration of the measure, and crave the indulgence of the 
Senator from Utah, if he has the floor, to make this brief 
statement respecting it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania has the floor. 

Mr. PEPPER. A series of bills relating to practice in the 
offices of clerks of the United States courts throughout the 
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ENROLLED RILES PRESENTED 
Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
| ported that on June 6, 1924, thet com I ented to the 
| President of the United States an « lled | l int 
| resolution of the following titles: 

S. 966. An act for the continuance of ¢ on work on 
the San Carlos Federal irrigration project in A na, and for 
other purposes; and 

S. J. Res. 142. Joint resolution providing for the 1 ed States 
Government to have representation at the cel on of the 
centennial of the first meeting of the Legislative Council of the 


country were introduced into both Houses at the request of 


the American Bar Association. ‘Phe bills were referred in both 
Houses to the Judiciary Committee, in both Houses were re- 
ported out unanimously, and three of those bills have now 
passed the House, and are the three which have just been re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 
Mr. PEPPER. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas, 

Mr. ROBINSON. Why were they embraced within three 
bills instead of one bill? 


Territory of Florida. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON CONTINGENT EXPENSES 
Mr. KBKYES. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Centingent Kxpenses of the Senate I report back favorably 
without amendment Senate Resolution 
Senator from Wisconsin {[Mr. La For 
250, submitted by the Senator from W 


Lal 


248, submitted by the 


rre]; Senate Resolution 


fro. yoming {Mr. WaRREN]; 
Senate Resolution 244, submitted by the Senator from Dela- 
| ware [Mr. Batt]; Senate Resoiution 251, submitted by the 


Mr. PEPPER. Each of the bills relate to a distinct and | 


specific subject matter. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Let us take them one at a time. 

Mr. PEPPER. ‘That is what I am proposing to do. Only 
oue of the bills has been reported, and it is to that one that 
I am addressing myself. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, is this the bill that proposes 
to give the Supreme Court power to make rules for legal pro- 
ceedings at law as they have now made them in equity? 

Mr. PEPPER. Not at all, Mr. President. The bill relates 


merely to a matter affecting the convenience of practitioners | 


in courts of the United States, substituting a different arrange- 
ment of fee bills for that which now exists, simplifying the 
accounting, and making certain what the charges are that the 
clerks are to make to suitors in United States courts 

Mr. SHIELDS. I object to the consideration of the bill. 
Let the bill go over. There are several bills that have been 
reported on that subject from the American Bar Association, 
and I shall object to all of them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate at this time fs not 
permissible. Is there objection to the request of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from Tennessee objects to 
all the bills. 

Mr. SHIELDS. T object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
regular order will be resumed. Are there further 


reports of 
the committees? 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. BRANDEGHER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 5428) to amend section 2 of the act of August 1, 
1888 (25 Stat. L. p. 357) ; and 

A bill (H. R. 5425) to provide for the disposition of moneys 


Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norns}. I alse report back 
favorably with an amendment Senate Resolution 241 submitted 
by the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Harggecp], and Senate 
Resolution 249, submitted by the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. Noreeck }, also with an amendment. 

The PRBHSIDENT pro tempere. The resolutions will go t 
the calendar. 


TRI-COUNTY SUPPLEMENTAL WATER PROJECT, NEBRASKA 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I ask unanin 


3 conse for 
the immediate consideration of the one resolution just reported 
as submitted by me, Senate Resolution 251. It will td y 
good if it ‘$s to the calendar, as will be seen when the re l 
tion is read. To accomplish anything at all must be passed 


now. 
Mr. KING. Let the resolution be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read 
for the information of the Senate. 
The principal clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 251 
mitted yesterday by Mr. Norris, as follows: 


Whereas in the Sixty-seventh Congr« r Se te j t resol n 
(S. J. Res. 215) was approved & ember 22, 1922, a lliow 

“Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior pon the y 
ment to him in advance of the nec ry inds to defray the « nses 
thereof, be, and he Is hereby, authorized to make ddition ny 
tigation of the tricounty project in Nebraska, comprising the counties 
of Gosper, Phelps, and Kearney, in said State, and to extend said in- 
vestigation into Adams County, Nebr., with a view of a rtaining 
whether it is practicable to convey for irrigation irposes flood waters 
from the Platte River outo lands in said cou p's 

And— 

Whereas in accordance with h resolution a inve of sald tri- 


county project in Nebraska has been made by the Bureau of Reeclama- 


paid to or received by any official as a bribe, which may be | 
used as evidence, in any case growing out of any suebh trans | 


action. 


Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 


to which was referred the bill (S. 3394) to amend section 26 | 


of the interstate commerce act, as amended, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the resolution (S. Res. 227) to authorize an adjust- 
ment of the claim of the city of New York for expenses in- 
curred on behalf of the United States during the Civil War, 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. KBYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses, to which were referred the following reso- 
lutions, reported them each without amendment: 

A resolution (S. Res. 244) continuing until the end of the 
Sixty-eighth Congress the employment of an assistant clerk 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia; and 

A resolution (S. Res. 250) authorizing payment to Emma B, 
Woods, widow of the late Elliott Woods, 


tion, and the expenses of such survey and investigation amounting to 


more than $15,000 have been paid for by the State of Nebraska and 


the citizens living In the vicinity of said project: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation be au 
thorized to appoint a subcommittee to visit the tricounty project in 
Nebraska during the recess. of Congress and rej t to the full om 


mittee on the practicability of said proj and the advisability of 
installing the same. There is hereby app: lated out of the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate the sum of $300 for the pur] 


se of defraying 
the expenses of said investigation 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to th 
immediate consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to. 

Mr. NORRIS. Before we leave the subject, I ask unanimous 
consent te insert in the Recorp as a part of my remarks, se 
that Senators can read it, a report on the project made by 


| Professor Burr, of the Nebraska State University 


There being neo objection, the report was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
TrIcouNry Svupr.eMenTar, WAatr Proyecr 
(By Prof. W. W. Burr of Nebraska U 


niversity) 


This report summarizes briefly some of the agricultural aspects, 
concerning the feasibility of supplemental irrigation in the Ww 
generally known as the Tricounty Project In Central Nebraska It 


does not consider any engineering features of the project, whieh Iin- 
yolve the type, manner, and cost of construction of laterals, canals, 
and storage. Naturally the feasibility of the entire project depends 
upon the delivery of water to the land at reasonable cost. 
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ive feature of this project is that it Mes well within 
mid area where the rainfall Is almost, but not quite, sufli- 


wc the satisfaetory production of crops. There is needed a 
niing supply of water to insure more certain and profitable 
fhe early contemplation of this project was to meet 

i of rainfall entirely through the storage of water in the 


rhis project is, therefore, a departure from the usual custom 
cts under recognized arid conditions 





ikes into co lerat the possibilities of subsoil storage of 
rtain questions meerning the feasibility of the project 
have arisen. These questions are, first: The average deficiency of 
rA itl «det y thy wing season: second, whether or not the sub- 
ld sufficient water to make up the rainfall deficiency ; 
t i, what increase in crop production may be expected from sup- 
plem i! irrigation This brief report will be an answer to these 
ns More detailed information concerning soils, climate, crop 
‘ is I the value of supplemental water is found in a complete 
ritten by Mr. A. Lincoln Fellows, of the United States De- 

irfmen f Agriculture 
Location of project: This project is located in south-central Ne- 
‘ omprising portions of Adams, Kearney, Phelps, and Gosper 
Counties. It lies between north latitudes 40° 20” and 40° 40”, and 


mngitudes S8° 15” and 99° 35” It is bounded on the north 
the breaks of the Platte River which are irregular, more or less 


idl ind unirrigable. On the south and west it is bounded by 

! ted and eroded portions of the plain, locally known as 

( mm Lands. On the east it expands into a comparatively level 

| ither heavy textured soil It is approximately 65 miles in 

| rth ist to west, and from 10 to 20 miles in width and comprises 
moO00 aeres of Irrigable land 

nh The project lies on an extensive upland prairie table, 

irface of which is flat to slightly undulating; natural drainage 

| well established in the eastern portion of the area but in 

the ‘ra opertion the drainage is into depressional areas or basins 

t have not ¢ iblished complete drainage outlet to the 


vation The elevation is from 1,900 feet above sea level in the 


eastern portion of the area to 2,600 feet above sea level in the western 
portion of the area, the slope to the east being approximately 8 feet 
per mile, with a less abrupt slope southward toward the Republican 
It i alley 

CLIMATE 


i project lies in what is known as the subhumid area between 
the humid and the arid districts Of the several climatic factors 
that influence crop production the rainfall alone throughout this area 
makes crop production hazardous Drought, resulting either from an 
insufficient total supply of rainfall or from a yery unfavorable dis- 
tribution of the rainfall that does come is of frequent occurrence. 
These periods of drought, coupled with the loss of a considerable 
portion of the virgin fertility of the soil, combine to givs quite gen- 
erally low yields of crops. The crop record for the pa 20 years 
shows that in not more than one year out of five are profi:able crops 
produced 

The temperature ranges from a mean of 24.4° for January to a 
mean of 75.9° for July, with rare extremes as low as 40° below and 
110°" above The growing season, or frost-free perlod, is sufficient 
for the production of all crops common to the general territory. The 
relative humidity is a little lower than in eastern Nebraska, which 
tends to decrease somewhat the efficiency of a given amount of rain. 
{t is only during periods of drought and high winds that the tem 
perature, wind velocity, and relative humidity become injurious to 
crop production During such periods they combine to greatly in- 
crease the rate of transpiration and the consequent demand of the 
crop for water, If the soil is lacking in moisture injury results. The 
amount of damage depends upon the dryness of the soil and length of 
time such unfavorable conditions obtain 

Precipitation: Rainfall is the one great limiting factor to crop 
production within the area Not only is the total amount generally 
insufticient for good crop yields, but the distribution is uncertain and 
frequently very unfavorable Droughts of greater or lesser severity 
are frequent, occurring almost every year, and in the main, during 
the past 20 years, have resulted in unprofitably low yields. While 
the vainfall is probably as favorable as formerly, there has been a 
gradual loss of organic matter from the cultivated soil, which has 
made the rainfall less efficient and has resulted in a gradual decline 
in crop vields rhe difficulty of putting the land to grass or legumes 
uuder a limited rainfall makes the maintenance of the organic content 
of the soil almost impossible 


INADEQUACY OF PRESENT RAINFALL 


The mean annual rainfall at Holdrege, Minden, and Hastings Govy- 
ernment weather stations are 23.35, 24.05, and 25.42 inches, re- 
spectively, and average 24.27 inches for the three stations. The 
average annual precipitation of the three stations has varied in the 
20 years, 1994 to 1923, from a minimum of 18.27 in 1921 to a maxi- 
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mum of 40.46 inches in 1915. In 20 years 14 years have been below 
normal, averaging — inches. The 6 years above normal have aver. 
aged — inches. The variation in average annual rainfall at the three 
stations is shown in Figure I. 

The rainfall in the area is of the continental type, the periods of 
minimum and maximum rain being in winter and summer, respectively. 
Figure II shows the distribution of the average rainfall at the three 
stations by months, — inches of rainfall during the six summer 
months, April 1 to September 30. May and June are, on the average, 
the wettest months. 

In order to show the adequacy or inadequacy of a 24-inch annual 
rainfall, more than two-thirds of which falls during the growing 
season, it is necessary to take a number of things into consideration, 


in particular, the nature of the rainfall and the frequency and severity 
of rainless periods. 


NATURE OF THE RAINFALL 


To determine the nature of the rainfall rains have been divided 
into four classes, viz: (1) 0-24 inches, light showers, invariably 
valueless ; (2) 0.25-0.49 inches, medium showers, generally valueless, 
especially when falling as an isolated rain between April 1 and 
October 31; (3) 0.50-0.99 inches, light rains; (4) 1 inch and over. 
The two latter classes of rains have more or less value, depending 
upon their frequency, and together make up the effective precipita 
tion of the region 

Chart G [omitted in RecorD] shows the distribution of the four 
classes of rains in winter and summer at Holdrege, based on 20 years’ 
records The months included in the winter period are October to 
March, inclusive, and the months included in the summer are April to 
September, inclusive. At Holdrege 78.6 of the total precipitation comes 
during the six summer months; 13.60 inches of the total 23.85 inches 
falls in rains of over 0.50 inch during the summer. About half the 
years are above the average and half below. 


FREQUENCY OF THE DROUGHT PERIODS 


One of the peculiarities of the section of the Great Plains in which 
this project is located is the frequent occurrence of prolonged dry 
periods, during which little or no rain falls. These periods are usually 
terminated by a succession of heavy rains, which make an average of 
the rainfall by months over a period of years appear favorable to the 
country, whereas many a single season may have been disastrous in one 
way or another. 

The periods during which crops are most affected by shortage of 
moisture may be described as follows: 

1. April 1 to May 15. High winds which drift the loose, dry soil 
and uproot small grains occur frequently and often are responsible for 
reduced yields of wheat, even when succeeding moisture conditions are 
highly favorable. The germination and early growth of oats is more or 
less seriously affected by shortage of rain during this period. Unless 
the soil be well filled with moisture, a period of 30 days at this season, 
during which little or no rain falls, may ruin all prospects for a good 
crop of wheat or oats. Occasionally such periods are made more seri 
ous by the winter being unusually open and dry. 

2. May 15 to July 1. Brisk winds which increase the evaporating 
powers of the air are frequent. Occasionally early June is excessively 
hot, which causes wheat and oats to “ fire"’ while in the bloom or milk 
stage, unless the soil is adequately filled with water. During this period 
wheat and oats are making their heaviest draft on soil moisture. Ex- 
cessive dryness of the surface soil at this period is unfavorable for 
germination and early growth of corn. Unless a soil be filled with 
moisture to a depth of 4 feet or more, a period of 30 days with little 
or no rainfall coming at this season may be disastrous for the wheat 
and oat crop. 

3. July 1 to August 21. High temperatures reaching 100° to 108° 
ean be expected during this period. Hot winds coming around August 1 
may do serious damage to corn when it is tasseling or silking. During 
this period corn is transpiring water often at the rate of a quarter inch 
of rainfall daily. A period of 80 days during which little or no rain 
falls coming at this season may ruin a corn crop, unless the soil be well 
filled with water to the full depth of root penetration. 

4. August 21 to October 31. During the first half of the season the 
land is being prepared for winter wheat. A rainless period at this time 
seriously interferes with tillage operations and leads to delayed work 
and poor seed-bed condition. Seeding. which should normally be over 
by October 1, must occasionally be postponed until adequate rains come 
to insure its germination and growth. It is highly important that the 
soil be filled with water to a depth of 3 feet or more if wheat is to 
enter the winter with good prospects and escape the hazards of winds 
early April. A period of 80 days either in the first or the last part 
of this season during which little or no rains fall is often a serious 
handicap in the succeeding year’s wheat crop. 

Periods of 30 days or more coming between April 1 and October 31 
and during which no rain at all falis are not common in this section, 
but periods of 30 days or more during which no effective rain falls 
occur in about one year in two. Periods of 30 days or more during 
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VALUE OF SUPPLEMENTAL WATER 
Supplemental irrigation contemplates the application to the soil 


of sufficient water to make up the difference between the crop require- 


ments and the rainfall The water may be applied either before 


the erop is seeded and held in storage in the subsoil, or as a direct 
application to the growing crop. The fact that a deficiency of rain 
fall ean in a large measure be met by water stored in the soil is 

nerally recognized The experience of farmers in the Great Plains 
has been that onsiderable amount of 


water in the soil at seeding time, either as carry over from the pre 


in those years when they had a 





vious vear or from early spring rains, they were much more certain 


of satisfactory yields than in the years when the seeding period 
found the entire soil dry In the latter case the crop is entirely 
dependent upon opportune rains, while a reserve supply of water 


tends to carry the crops through the dry period Fer several years 
farmers near Lexington, Nebr., have been supplemental 
report greatly increased from the 


practicing 


irrigation and yields of crops 
prac tice 
the value of water stored in the soil has also been 


by many 


Jemonstrated 
experiment stations At North Platle Experiment Station 
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it bas been found that an abundance of water in the subsoil fs 
great protection to the crop against drought, the protection being i: 
almost exact proportion to the total available soil water within reac! 
of the crop rhis was found particularly true for the small grains 
In the drier years, during the 16 years that the station has been 
inder operation, the water stored by summer tillage has more than 
loubled the yield of winter wheat, as compared to winter wheat 
Several yedrs during this time only 2 or 
filled with water. It claimed that 
torage in the soil will completely produce a crop, but 
with considerable water in the subsoil there are very few years when 
there is not sufficient rainfall to produce quite satisfactory crops. Mr 
Zook, in Nebraska Experiment Station Bulletin 192, says: “Averag: 
yields per acre of all crops were higher on fallow than under any 
system of continuons cropping. Yields of grain on fallow were fre- 
juentiy more than those of grain after grain. Of 
grown on fallow the largest gaing were made by winter wheat anid 
the smallest by corn.” 

Th cireular No. 72, of the Kansas State Agricultural College, Mr. 
reorge Knapp reports Experiments at the Garden City Branch 
Experiment Station, covering a period of five years, have shown that 
sufficient water can be stored in the soil by winter irrigation alone 
to produce good crops of corn, kafir, milo, and certain other row 
‘rops The soil on which these experiments were made is a deep 
silt loam, representative of most of the upland in the western part 
of the State yields have been obtained each year with all 
vinter irrigated land At the same time, with 
the exception of the wet season of 1915, unirrigated land produced 
Abundant evidence as to the value of water 
ipplied direct to the crop might be presented but 
if seems hardly uecessary to do it in view of the evidence already 
offered and the fact that it is now so generally recognized that water 


is the limiting factor in crop production in the area known as the 
‘sreat Plains 


following small grain 
feet of soil had been is not 
water in 


double crops 


f;o0d 


‘rops grown on the 


practically nothing.’ 


‘ither stored or 


[n an exhaustive study along this line Mr. Fellows concludes that 
sufficient water stored in the subsoil will probably almost double the 
vield of crops now obtained throughout this project. There will be 
years, as there has been in the past, when rainfall will be largely 
sufficient, but those years are of infrequent occurrence. It is entirely 
probable that the estimate is quite correct. Mr. Fellows 
oncludes further that even greater yields might be obtained if, in 
widition ta the stored water 


ibove 


there might be water available to put 
m the lands at any time when it is needed. At any rate, experience 
has shown that a deficiency of rainfall can, in a large measure, be 
made up by water in storage. 


SOILS OF THE ABBA 


The questions now come: (1) Are the soils of the area suitable for 
irrigation ? 2) Do they have sufficient water capacity to hold the water 
required to supplemeat the rainfall? (3) Do they have an inherent 
fertility (hat warrants an trrigation project to supply additional water? 

‘haracter of the soils: The seils of the proposed irrigation area are 
ill of loessial formation. The loess material below the line of soil 
development is of general uniform composition and texture and extends 
to a depth of 100 feet or more without any fault such as rock strata, 
hardpan, or gravel seams. There is nothing in the soil profile to inter 
penetration and with its recovery through the 
f plant roots. The soils in the virgin state were fertile 
prairie soils. rich in beth organic and inorganic elements of plant food 
During the period that they have been under cultivation the organic 
ind nitrogen content have been materially reduced. There is no evi- 
lence and little probability that alkali will ever become a problem in 
this area even under irrigation 





fere with the water 


development 


The rate at which a soil will absorb water is of practical importance 
under irrigation. It has a direct bearing on the possibility of spreading 
water over the land Determinations on this point throughout the 
project showed that all the soils were able to take water at a rate 
entirely satisfactory for irrigation purposes. The surface soils are 
generally friable and easily tilled, and experience has shown that even 
in their present state of fertility they are capable of producing satis- 
factory crops when they have sufficient moisture available and climatic 
onditions are not too unfavorable. Considering all the various 
factors the soils of the area are apparently entirely suitable for irriga- 
tion farming 

Water capacity 
holding capacity 


The seils of the area have a uniformly high-water 
Field experiments show that they will hold on the 
Of this 


average 22.86 inches of water in the upper 6 feet of soil. 
amount more than half—in fact, 12.28 inches—would be available for 
use of the crops. This is a high available water capacity. 

It means that more than 2 inches of available water can be stored 
in each foot section of the soil, and that it is possible to carry in the 
soil a total of 12 inches of water within the root zone of most of the 
farm crops. This amount of water would probably be all that is needed 
to supplement the rainfall and would entirely take care of all small 
grain crops. While tt will go a long way toward insuring a corn crop, 
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experience seem to indicate that corn will respond to additional summer 
irrigation. The water capacity of the soil both in total and available 
water is shown in Table 5 and Chart 1. 

The feeding depth of crop plants: It will be noted that the water- 
carrying capacity of the soil is determined for a 6-foot column of soil. 
This was done in order to include the root zone for the common farm 
crops. Water stored below the root zone is not available to the crops, as 
capillarity is negligible except when there is free water. Mostof the 
farm crops feed deeper than is ordinarily supposed, and are able to 
recover any available water within the limit of their root zone providing 
it is needed. Where sufficient water is not obtained by the plant 
near the surface most agricultural plants will root more deeply, pro- 
viding they can find available water in the subsoil. Investigations by 
Miller, Weaver, Burr, and others show that the 6-foot depth represents 
the practical feeding zone of most of the farm crops in this section 


and on this type of soil with the exception of alfalfa, which feeds | 


more deeply If the lower subsoil is dry, so that the plants can obtain 
no water from that region, the roots will not be extended into it. As 
an average for five years’ observations at North Platte of the crops 
grown on summer tilled land which had moisture stored in the lower 
subsoil spring wheat, oats, barley, and corn developed their root system 
to a depth of from 5 to 6 feet, while winter wheat fed approximately 
1 foot deeper into the soil. 


TABLE No. 5.—Field carrying capacity and arailable water capacity of 
upper 6 feet of soil at various points in area 
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The feeding depth of winter wheat is shown graphically in the ac- 
companying chart [omitted in Record]. While it is seldom that the 
soil will be filled with water to a depth of 6 feet, either by irrigation or 
by summer fallow, yet it shows the possibility for getting a large re 
serve of moisture in the subsoil within reach of the plant reots. 

Loss in the winter carry-over of water: The question will doubtless 
arise that if water is applied in the fall, will it not be lost through 
evaporation or by percolation beyond the feeding depth of the plant 
roots during the winter months? There will be some loss through 
evaporation but none throngh percolation to lower depths. Percola- 
tion does net take place except when there is free water, which is only 
present when the amount js greater than the field carrying capacity 
of the soil. The loss through direct evaporation may be as high as 
3 or 4 per cent, or even higher for the first foot section of soil, but 
there is very little loss below the first foot. It is well recognized that 
during the winter months the rate of evaporation is relatively low and 
that the less is not great. This fact is borne out by consideration of 
both charts [omitted in Recorp], which show the soil well filled with 
water at the time of the fall sampling, and show further that there 
has been very little loss up to the sampling of April 21, the following 
year. Chart [omitted in RecorD] is a composite of five years’ results, 
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taking the last sampling in the fall as showing the maximum 
lation of water by summer tillage. Out of the 


cumu 
ve years, three show a 
loss of 2 to 4 per cent in the tirst foot and two show a small less in 
the second foot. In two of the five years spring rains before the 
sampling date completely covered up the loss rt inswer to the ques- 
tion is therefore that there will be very little loss d 
the greatest loss being in the first foot section Water can be applied 
to the land and carried through the winter if desirabk 
When we consider the large amount of available water 
soils will hold, the comparatively small 


iring the winter, 


that these 
loss in carrying stored water 
through the winter, and the possibility of the plants to recover water 
to a considerable depth in this region it can be safely said that the 
seils of this area do have sufficient water capacity to hold the 
required to supplement the rainfall. It may not be 
tice to apply it all at once and carry it as stor 
haps for the small grains, but if 12 inches of water represents the 
water required to supplement the rainfall it can 
be carried in the soil 


water 
the best prac 


ize water except per- 


in a large measure 


Fertility: In the virgin state the soils of this area 


were very fertile, 
rich in both organi 


and inorganic elements of fertility, and capable of 
producing high yields. Under cultivation there has been a gradual 
decrease in the organic content of the soil Many farmers with 


long 
experience in this section report a steady 


decrease from the maximum 
yields obtained when the land was new, and also that it requires 
more work than formerly. The decreased yield and the fact that the 


land is harder to handle is due quite entirely to the decrease of the 


organic content of the soil. The soils still contain sufficient phos 
phoric acid and potash for many years to come The lime content, 
especially in the subsoil, is comparatively high, and liming is not nec 
essary for the successful production of legumes. While maximum 


yields can hardly be expected without building up the organic content 


of the soils, the soil is still sufficiently fertile to produce ! 


good yields 


of all crops grown when there is sufficient water available The it 
herent fertility of the soil is high, but proper rotation of crops and the 
growing of legumes are very difficult to obtain under a 
fall. With a supplemental supply of water satisfactory 
maintained. 


limited rain- 


yields can be 


SUPPLEMENTAL EVIDENCE 
The land under the proposed project is now and has been for many years 
under private ownership, ‘The farmers are already on the land, which 
is held in units mainly ranging from 160 acres up. Probably 90 per cent 
of the land is under cultivation. It is generally quite well 
as to buildings, fences, ete. The farmers have the horses and 
ery necessary for farming the land under the present 


improved 
machin- 
system. There 
is already invested in this area a tremendous amount of capital, largely 
resting with the farm owners 

The area has splendid transportation facilities both as to railroads 
and highways. There is a highway on almost every section line, 
generally kept in fairly satisfactory condition Shipping points are 
close, no farm having more than a few miles to deliver its products 
to a loading point. The area lies relatively close to several important 
primary markets. It is within 200 miles of Omaha: within 
of Chicago; and within less than 400 miles of St. Joe and Kansas 
City. These primary markets afford a ready outlet for all agricultural 
products. 


700 miles 


The question may arise as to what will be the effect of irrigation 
on the permanency of the agriculture of this area The effeet, of 
course, is problematic, depending largely upon the degree of 
of the agriculture that would follow irrigation [It is safe to assume, 
however, that a more permanent and profitable form of diversified 
agriculture would follow irrigation than is possible without it. 


intensity 


It was mentioned above thut the organic content of the soil is being 
depleted and that there is a consequent decline in yields. 
matter, while not itself a plant food, is essential to proper 
ditions. A _ sufficient supply of organic matter makes the soil more 
receptive of water from rains and makes all tillage operations easier. 
It is the greatest factor in the fertility and management of the soil. 
The lower yields and increased labor coincident with the depletion 
of the organic content of the soil have not only made farming 
profitable but are having a discouraging effect upon the farmers. 
Under present conditions the situation will grow worse. Soll main- 
tenance under limited rainfall is more difficult than in humid or irrt- 
gated sections. Getting stands of grass or legumes is frequently 
possible because of drought. The keeping of more livestock is cur- 
tailed by the problems of dependable pastures and adequate feed 
supplies. While there is no question as to the permanency of 
form of agriculture in this section, it is evident that a far 
development can be brought about with additional water. 


W. W. Bere. 


Organie 


soil con- 


less 


im- 


some 


greater 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the conference report upon House 
bill 6941, and I move that the conference report be agreed to. 
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Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state the 
inguir' 

\ir. McKELLAR. Is that motion in order at this time? If 
not, | demand the recular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that 
after 1 o'clock a motion of that kind can be made. That is the 
und tnnding of the Chair with regard to the rule. 

Mr. ROBINSON, We were proceeding with the disposition 
of morning business. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. 
withhold the motion? 

Mr. ROBINSON, 

Mr. BURSUM. 


Mr. President, will the Senator 


If not, let us vote it down. 
[ would like to get a chance to hear what is 


being said 
\ir. ROBINSON. I suggest that the Senator withhold his 
motion until morning business has been completed. 
rURSUM. 1 will withhold the motion for the present. 
‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator 


from New Mexico must be disposed of. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. He has withdrawn it. 
not hear the withdrawal of the motion. 

the PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Mexico withdraw his motion? 

Vir. BURSUM. On request, I will withhold the motion until 
after morning business has been declared finished. 


The Chair did 


ALTENS IN THE UNITED STATES 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further reports 
of committees? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. From the Committee on Immi- 
gration, I report back favorably with an amendment House 
Joint Resolution 283, to permit to remain within the United 
States certain allens in excess of quotas fixed under authority 
of the immigration act of May 19, 1921, and I ask unanimous 
consent for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. BURSUM. TI object. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. 
ol je i 

Mr. BURSUM. The understanding was that we were to 
proceed with morning business. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Thet is what we are doing. 
This will not take two minutes of explanation. 

Mr. BURSUM. What is the joint resolution? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It is a joint resolution permit- 
ting the retention in the United States of those aliens who came 
in under the ruling of the department. 

Mr. BURSUM. I have no objection to that. 
objection. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It applies to approximately 
8.800 aliens who are now here and about 500 who are on the 
oecenn. The committee were unanimously iu favor of it. 

the PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the House joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which had 
been reported from the Committee on Immigration with an 
amendment to strike out all after the resolving clause, and to 
insert : 


I hope the Senator will not 


I withdraw my 


That the following aliens arriving in excess of quotas fixed under an- 
thority of the act entitled “ An act to limit the immigration of aliens 
into the United States,” approved May 19, 1921, as amended and ex- 
tended, may, if otherwise admissible and if not subject to deportation 
for other causes, be permitted to enter and remain in the United States 
without regard to the provisions of such act of May 19, 1921, as amended 
and extended : 

(1) Aliens heretofore admitted in excess of quota and charged to the 
qnota of a later month ; 

(®) Allens heretofore admitted under a construction of such act of 
May 19, 1921, required by court deciston ; 

(2) Aliens arriving in the United States after May 26, and before 
July 1, 1924, who departed for the United States from the last port 
outside the United States or outside foreign contiguous territory on or 
before May 26, 1924, believing in good faith that they would be ad- 
mitted pursuant to a construction of such act of May 19, 1921, required 
by court decision ; and 

(4) Aliens heretofore temporarily admitted under bond to relieve 
cases of extreme hardship. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended 
and the amendment was concurred in, 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I shonld like to make an in- 
quiry of the Senator from Pennsylvania. I favor the resolution 
as amended, but I desire to ask if this amendment will charge 
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the number of those coming over under the nisi prius court's 
decision to future quotas? TI understand that to be the cuse 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senate committee amend- 
ment makes the joint resolution much stricter than it was when 
it passed the other House 

Mr. GEORGE. But does it add to the quota? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It does not charge these immi- 

aunts against the quota of next year, and all of the quotas for 
the present year are exhausted now; there are no remaining 
quotas for this year except from one or two countries. 

Mr. GEORGE. It will not reduce the quota for next year? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. No. The admission of these 
persons this year will not affect the quota for next year in any 
way. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania yield for a question? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON. TI have heard a statement to the effect that 
the legal resnit of the passage of this joint resolution will be to 
confirm the right to remain in the United States of all immi- 
gratits who are here, even including those who came in violation 
of the law; I mean through fraudulent arrangements. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. No, Mr. President; that is not 
true, especially in view of the manner in which the committee 
has proposed to amend the joint resolution. We have taken 
care of the cases to which the Senator from Arkansas refers. 
We were afraid of that. 

Mr. ROBINSON. So that only those who come within the 
ruling in the Gottlieb case will be permitted to remain? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Those who came in good faith, 
believing that under the court decisions they were entitled to 
enter the United States, will be permitted to remain. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Very well. Under that statement of facts 
I make no objection to the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution is in 
the Senate and is open to amendment. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, for many years I have been 
an ardent advocate of restricted immigration. I hold that the 
manner in which immigrants have been illegally slipped into 
the United States during the last three years is a disgrace to 
this Nation. Immigration agents have made money; they 
have grown rich selling passports into the United States. 
Some of the newspapers of the country have bitterly assailed 
those crooked agents. We passed a law here not long ago 
cutting down the number of immigrants that might come into 
our country. You were filling this land with Bolsheviks, with 
anarchists, with kidnapers, and with people who are the deadly 
enemies of the American form of government. The sentiment 
of four-fifths of the American people is against loose immigra- 
tion laws and strongly in favor of restricted immigration. 

Mr. President, where the wives of men who are already 
American citizens and their children desire to come to our 
Shores, I know it makes a sympathetic appeal to us; but I 
believe that this is a fixed-up job on the American Nation. I 
think that the immigrant agents held those immigrants back 
and slipped in their full quota, relying upon the sympathy and 
big-heartedness of our people to let these 14,000 additional 
immigrants come in. Is this law to be enforced or is it not 
to be enforced? That is the question which now confronts us. 

Mr. President, it must be that the immigration agents have 
been apprehended by somebody who has been watching or we 
never would have heard of these 14,000 persons; they would 
have been slipped in as hundreds of thousands of others have 
been, with the agents holding their hands behind them, grow- 
ing fat and rich upon bartering the birthright of the American 
boy and girl. Here there comes in the elosing hours of the 
session a pitiful appeal to our generosity and our big-hearted- 
ness to open the door and let 14,000 immigrants come in, with 
the story that they are the wives and children of citizens who 
are already here. What are these citizens doing here, leaving 
their wives and children at home? Why did they not bring 
them in when their quotas were not exhausted? 

Mr. President, it looks to me as though a trick had been 
played upon us. The agents go over there and bring in 10,000 
males, and then, after they are in and the quota is exhausted 
by those coming in, it is said, “ Well, these men’s wives and 
children ought to come in.” We are all touched by such an 
appeal. I want those wives to be with their husbands and the 
children to be with their parents, for them to be all together; 
but I am calling the attention of the Congress and of the coun- 
try to the fact that we are confronted by a situation which we 
have got to watch. 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senater 


from Alabama yield to me for a parliamentary inquiry? 


reed wh OF 





I 


Mr. HEFLIN. I yield. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I should like to inquire whether 
debate at the present time is under the five-minute rule under 
Rule VIII? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 
sidering the calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, just another word, for I do 
not desire to detain the Senate. I want Senators who claim to 
be in favor of restricted immigration to quit bringing these 
matters into this body. I am going to fight for restricted immi- 
cration. If I had it in my power, I would close the doors of 
my country for 12 months at least, and it might be for from 
3 to 5 years, until this Government has an accounting of those | 
already here. We have got all sorts of groups in this country, | 
who are bringing all kinds of poisonous doctrines into the | 
household of sovereign States. I for one am opposed to it, | 
and I wished to say this much to the Senate on this question. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the 
joint resolution pass? 

Mr. HEFLIN and Mr, ASHURST asked for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, 
joint resolution pass? 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President— 

Mr. ASHURST. I asked for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The demand for the yeas | 
and nays was not sufficiently seconded. | 
| 


We are not con- 


Shall the 


Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
joint resolution has passed. 

Mr. ASHURST. A question of order. Under the Senate 
rules a bill must be read three times and on different days. I 
demand that this bill have its third and last reading on another 
day than to-day. That is our rule. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The yeas and nays, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. ASHURST. The bill must be read three times. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, a point of order. 
I submit that the joint resolution has been read the third 
time and is now on its final passage. 

Mr. ASHURST. Then I withdraw the point. The Senator 
is a lawyer and knows that under our rules a bill must be read 
three times on different days, if such demand is made, 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It has been read three times. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is over- 
ruled. The yeas and nays are demanded. Are they seconded? 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. Vresident—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The demand for the yeas 
and nays is sufficiently seconded, and the Secretary will call 
the roll. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, is there to be no opportunity | 
to debate the joint resolution? | 

| 


The time for debate on the 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time for debate on this 
joint resoliition has passed. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The principal clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PHIPPS (when his name was called). I have a pair | 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Drar], which 
I transfer to the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epcr] 
and vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WARREN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
am paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Over- 
MAN], who does not appear to be here at the moment. I am | 
informed, however, that if that Senator were present he would 
vote as I have voted, and therefore I will allow my vote to 
stand. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am paired with the Senator from Ver- | 
mont [Mr. GREENE] and withhold my vote. 

Mr. ROBINSON, I desire to announce that 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Gerry] is necessarily 
present, he would vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 66, nays 15, as follows: 

YEAS—66 


the Senator 
absent. If 


Adams Colt Fletcher King 

Ball Copeland Glass Ladd 

Bayard Cummins Gooding La Follette 

Borah Curtis Hale Lodge 

Brandegee Dale Harreld McKinley 
Brookhart Dill Johnson, Calif. McLean 
Broussard Edwards Johnson, Minn. McNary | 
Bruce Ernst Jones, N. Mex. Moses | 
Bursum Fernald Jones, Wash. Norbeck 

Cameron Ferris Kendrick Norris 

Capper Fess Keyes Oddie 
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Pepper Robinson Stanfield Walsh. Mont 
Phipps Shipstead Sterling Warren 
Pittman Shortridge Swanson Wheeler 
Ransdell Simmons Underwood Willis 
Reed, Mo, Smoot Wadsworth 
Reed, Pa. Speneer Walsh, Mass. 

NAYS 15 
Ashurst Ilarris Mayfield Smith 
Caraway Heflin Neely Stephens 
Frazier Howell Sheppard lrammell 


George 


McKellar 
NOT VOTING—15 


Shields 


Couzens Gerry McCormick Stanley 
Dial Greene Overman Watson 
Edge Harrison Owen Weller 
Elkins Lenroot Ralston 


So the joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, some days ago I wrote to 
the Secretary of Labor asking him to give me a comparative 
statement of the number of aliens admitted under the present 
quota and those who would be admitted under the new quota, 
I ask unanimous consent to place his reply in the Recorp, 
His report shows an unusually large number admitted from 
Canada and Mexico. The Senate voted down my amendment 


| placing Canada and Mexico under the quota so as to limit the 


number coming from those countries 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection the let- 
ter of the Secretary of Labor will be printed in the Recoxrp, 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 
OFFICR OF THR SecrReTARY, 
Washington, June 6, 192}. 
Hon. WiLt1aM J. HARRIS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator: This will acknowledge your letter of the 6th, 
requesting information concerning aliens admitted to the United States 
during certain periods, and asking my views on the effect of the 
immigration act of 1924 In my reply, for your convenience I am 
restating the questions and following each with the answer in the 
order presented. 

“1. How many aliens were admitted to the United States during 
the first year prior to the enactment of the first quota law on May 
19, 19217” 

During the fiscal year ended June 30, 
to the United States. 

“2. How many were admitted in each of the years following the 
enactment of the quota law?” 

During the fiscal year ended June 30, 1922, the first full year of 
operation of the 1921 act, there were admitted 432,505. During the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, there were admitted 673,406, while 


1921, 978,163 were admitted 


| during the first nine months of the present year the total had reached 


719,152. 

‘3. Except for a few restrictions the quota acts have not applied 
to the Dominion of Canada and Mexico. How many aliens not 
charged to a quota were admitted from the Dominion of Canada under 
that act?” 

Nonquota immigrants from Canada, admitted during the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1922, numbered 48,372. During the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1923, 112,651. During the first nine months of the present 
fiscal year, 1924, 141,135 have been admitted To show the character 
of this Canadian immigration, I analyze below the figures for 1923. 
The admissions are divided into 39,205 English, 50,438 French, 17,045 
Seoteh, 12,000 Irish, 4,486 Hebrews, and smaller 
peoples, chiefly of European origin. 


numbers of other 


“4. How many nonquceta aliens were admitted from the Republic of 
Mexico during the same periods?” 

Nonquota aliens admitted from Mexico during the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1922, numbered 32,916. This number was increased during 
the year ended June 30, 1923, to 77,231. During the first nine months 
of the present fiscal year, 1924, this number had increased to 77,981. 

“5. How many 


y ‘quota’ aliens have been admitted each year from 


Canada since the passage of the quota act?” 

“Quota” immigrants from Canada and Mexico are those who had 
not acquired the necessary period of residence in those countries to 
acquire a status of nonquota. During the year ended June 30, 1922, 
the number of quota immigrants from Canada amounted to only 7,721. 
During the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, 11,425 of this class were 
admitted, and during the first nine months of 1924, 12,116. 

“6. How many ‘quota’ aliens have been admitted each year from 
the Republic of Mexico since the passage of the quota act?” 

During the fiscal year ended June 30, 1922, “ quota” 
Mexico numbered 136; 


aliens from 
during the fiscal year ended June 80, 1923, 
628; and during the first nine months of the present fiscal year, 1,019. 

The totals of quota and nonquota immigrants admitted from Canada 
and Mexico for the same periods are therefore— 


&. 
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Canada 
l ly ended June 30, 1922 sg ee i ah 56, 093 
I 1 we I , yy ——— Eee 124, 0786 
n cee. 2 ee ee 

Merico 
] ! ‘ ended June 30, 1922 eieediaiddtanie i es 
! il nded June SO, 1025 a el er 77, 859 
] mouths, 1924 sth Ra in ra aes 79, 000 
It is reported that a great many aliens have obtained entry 
the United States surreptitiously from Canada and Mexico. What 
estimate of the number who have thus illegally gained entry? 
‘ ill reeall 1 o 1 an amendment to bring Mexicans and Cana- 

dia r the qu J ; 

l nt ery nature of this illegal traffic, we can have no accurate 
1 ining surreptitious entry from Canada is 


Numerical 
ious entries run from 100 to 1,000 daily. 


| tl in the case of the Mexican border. 

‘ f ‘ on & repti 
in this smuggling be stopped ; and if so, how?” 

rhi is a big 


question. I am one of those who believe that nothing 


le, ond that this applies just as much to the smuggling game 


uy other. Congress has recently given us a million dollars for 
hore ifrol, and undoubtedly our efforts are going to be much more 
by reason of that appropriation; but I am of the opinion that 

em with the added patrol this traffic will not be completely elimi- 
bi much we may redu these surreptitions entries from con- 
i our efforts would not in any way decrease the num- 

Canadii who would or could enter through regu 

hatin lo the limit of its ability the Immigration Service has 

ht out and reported those unlawfully here, and prosecutions have 

d and in a great many cases convictions have been ob- 

d if those responsible for and participating in the illegal 
ot e) it such activity can never take the place of a law 
stvicting the number which may be admitted by inspectors. That can 
done hy an amendment to the law such as you offered, bring 

x Mexico and Canada under the provisions of the quota law The 


of lawful admissions will increase rather than decrease with 


the tightening of the border and the increasing demand for common 
labor, which can not be supplied from Europe. 
So far as L know, there is but one way in which we can cope with 


this smuggling situation, and that is by an annual enrollment of all 

ns in the United States I propose this mehod for two reasons— 
first, aS a protection and assistance to the alien who honestly and con- 

entiously seeks to comply with our laws and fit him for the duties 
nd responsibilities of citizenship; and, second, to clear the way for 
the elimination of the foreigner who is here in defiance of our laws. 
Only by knowing who is here and gaining some tnformation concerning 
them can we hope to have a final check upon this traffic. 

‘9. Tlow many alien seamen have gained entry into the United 
States through desertion since the passage of the quota law of 1921?” 

During the fiscal year ended June 30, 1922, 5,879; during the fiscal 
year ended June 80, 1923, 23,194; during the first nine months of the 
fiscal year 1924, 26,680 

‘10. How many quota aliens are admisstble under the limitation act 
of 19247” 

The report of the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization of 
the Hlouse of Representatives estimates the number at 161,184. 

“11. What is your estimate of the number of nonquota aliens that 
will be admitted under the act of 19247” 
is estimated at 200,000. 

‘12. Approximately now many aliens will enter each year from Cen- 
tral and South America under subdivision (c) of section 11 of the immi- 
erntion act of 1924?” 


This number 


From Central America, 2,000; from Sonth America, 8,000. 
your opinion a greater or lesser num- 
ber of Japanese will gain admission to the United States under the 


mmicration act of 1924 than gained admission under the gentlemen's 


” 


13. State whether or not in 


agreement 

(he exclusion section was undoubtedly intended by Congress to mean 

tal exclusion; but if construed in connection with the interpretation 
to be plaeed upon other provisions of the act I can net state what 

l be it tual effectiveness as an exclusion measure. The depart- 
ment does not have a copy of the gentlemen's agreement, and I am 
h the treaty relating to commerce and navigation now 
the United States and the Japanese Government. As 
vou know, the smuggling of orientals iggo the United States, both by 
land and by water, in itself presents a sé¢rious problem. The exclusion 
prov ns of the immigration act of 1924 will not curtail that traffic. 
It can only be eurbed by resort to the method I have indicated in 
a ver to your question No, 8, 


not familiar wit 


in off t betwee 


14. State whether or not In your opinion a greater or lesser num- 
ber of alien seamen will gain admission thrench desertion than gained 
admission under the quota act of May 19, 1921." 

Since the enactment of the quota law ef May 19, 1921, experience and 
of records show that desertion of allen seamen has increased rap- 
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idly. The immigration act of 1924 in no mamner changes the status 
of seamen. It leaves the door wide open for their entrance, and the 
bureau and the department are left without any means of combating 
the practice. 

“15. Do you consider the immigration act of 1924 an improvement 
over the quota act of May 19, 1921? 

While the immigration act of 1924 is not all that I would like to 
see in a permanent restrictive immigration law, it is a decided 
improvement over the old quota act because it permits of a partial 
examination of immigrants abroad, eliminates a great deal of uncer- 
tainty as to the condition of quotas becanse of assignment at foreign 
ports rather than at the port of entry, and more adequately handles 
the cases of separated families. ‘The increased penalty placed upon 
steamship companies for bringing inadmissible aliens will also assist in 
the enforcement of the law. 

“16. What defects have you noted in the immigration act of 1924 
which should be remedied by additional legislation?" 

My principal criticism of the immigration act of 1924 is its inelas- 
ticity to meet the varying needs of American industry, and while’ 
restricting the importation of labor from Europe, places no ban upon 
competition from Mexican labor, which may be admitted in unlim- 
ited number. If, within the quota given to European countries, some 
means were provided to select the types and classes meeting the cer- 
tain industrial and agricultural needs arising from time to time, it 
seems to me that we would have a much better law. For instance, 
under this act 50 per cent or more of the quota could be street ped- 
dlers or small tradesmen, of which we have an ample supply, while an 
acute shortage might be registered in the steel industry, slate quar- 
ries, or tin mills. Obviously, a confirmed street salesman will not 
make a section hand. In my recommendations for legislation I sug- 
gested a method of importing skilled and unskilled labor for any 
industry when labor of like kind could not be found unemployed in the 
United States. If some such system were devised and kept within the 
limits prescribed by Congress, I think we would have a policy more 
in line with our needs. I also believe that it is a decided mistake to 
discriminate against European labor in favor of Mexican, and for that 
reason I am in hearty accord with the amendment to bring the Western 
Hemisphere as well as the Eastern under the provisions of the quota 
law. 


Cordially yours, Jamus J. Davis. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and by unanimous 
consent the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 3486) to authorize the Secretary of State to en- 
large the site and erect buildings thereon for the use of the 
diplomatic and consular establishments of the United States in 
Tokyo, Japan; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A bill (S. 3487) to amend an act entitled “ An act to establish 
a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States,” 
approved July 1, 1898, and acts amendatory thereof and suppie- 
mentary thereto; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALE: 

A bill (S. 3488) granting an increase of pension to Ellen A. 
Sawyer (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE (for Mr. Greene) : 

A bill (S. 3489) providing reimbursement to J. M. Lacalle for 
services as instructor at the United States Naval Academy, 
Annapolis, Md., from October 1, 1914, to October 19, 1914; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

$y Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 

A bill (S. 3490) making an appropriation for the United 
States Tariff Commission; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S. 3491) for the relief of Martin Brauer; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 

A bill (S. 3492) to amend the World War veterans’ act, 1924, 
consolidating, codifying, revising, and reenacting the laws 
affecting the establishment of the United States Veterans’ 

sureau and the administration of the war risk insurance act; 
to the Committee on Finance. 


INVESTIGATION OF ADMINISTRATION OF THE PUBLIC DOMAIN 


Mr. STANFIELD submitted the following resolution (S, 
Res. 257), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That a special committee of five Senators, to be appointed 
by the President of the Senate pro tempore, is authorized and directed 
to conduct an investigation with respect to the laws relating to the 
public domain administered by the Department of Agriculture or by 
the Department of the Interior and all departmental rules, regulations, 
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EXPENDITURES IN THE I DENTIAL CAMPATGN 
Mr. LA PFOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
Re! or the present consideration of Senate Resolution 245, 


{ 
reported from the Committee to Audit and Control the Oon- 
tingvent Kixpenses of the Senate. 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 


asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of Senate 


Resolution 248. Is there objection? 
There being 


the resobution, 


no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire 
it to be read? 
ir. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. 





President, I wish to amend it in 
one respect. 
) p r 2. «di 133 fter the word * chairman,” IL wish to 
T ect the resolution by inserting the words “or any mem- 
ber,’ so that the provision as amended would read: 
Subpenas for witnesses shall be issued under th atur 1 


chairman or any member of the committe 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is upon 
agreeing to the resolution as amended, 

Mr. LENROOT. Let it be rea 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read 
the resolution. 

The resolution as amended was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a special committee of five Senators be elected 
forthwith to investigate and report to the Senate on December 5, 
1924, the campaign expenditures made by or on behalf of, or in 
support of, er in opposition to, any and all candidates for Vresident 
and Vice President and presidential electors; the names of the per 


sons, firms, or corporations coutributing to the said candidate or candi- 


dates or their party committee or commiitees, or any other agency, 
the amounts contributed, pledged, loaned, or otherwise made availabl 
for use, the method of expenditure of said sums, and all the facts 
in relation thereto, not only as to the subscriptions of money and the 
expenditures thereof but as to the use of any other means of in- 
fluence, including the promise of patronage, and all other facts in 
relation thereto that would not only be of public interest but would 
aid the Congress in any necessary rewedial legislation, 

rhat said committee is hereby empowered to sit and act during the 
adjournment of Congress at such time and place as it may deem 
necessary 


; to reg Lire Dd) subj ena, or otherwise, the attendance of 





wil sses, the production of books, papers, and d iments; to employ 
st graphers at a cost of not exceeding 25 cents per hundred words. 
Tl irman of the committee, or any member thereof, mg ad 
ti ster ¢ hs to witlhesses, > peenas f¢ witnesses shall be issued 
und the signa e of the chairman o ny member of the comm 

Every person who, having been summoned as a witness by authority of 
s committee, willful makes default, or wh havi appearcd 
refuses to answer any question pertinent to the hi tigation hereto 
fore authorized, shall be held to the penalti provided by secti 102 


of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
The expenses th 
Senate 


reof shall be paid from the contingent fund of the 
on vouchers ordered by said committee, signed by the chair 
man thereof, and ved by the Committee to Audit and Control 
ss of the Senate. 





the Contingent Expen 





fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is wpoen agree- 
ing to the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, under the provision in the 
resolution I offer the following list ef names for the members 
of the committee of five to serve under the resolution; and 
on that, under the resolution, we are to take a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
list of names sulmitted by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The principal clerk read as follews: 
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Hor r Boran, ch nar 
. PA < Min sola 
1. 

The PRESIDENT pr emp I ( 
ele mn these five hi 3 S len ‘ é 
{ Putti 1€SLi0n. | Lhe ayes | i ( 
is duly elected 

Mr. RIED of Missouri Mr. President, I u 
consent to amend the resolution just passed 
didates for the Senate. It can be done by w S 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The S« 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Misse Ihe 
Chair is of the opinion that the vote by whi er 
\ $ ted n t | ( 

M REED of Mis i i think a I 
dol ! ul I ( ( . I Mil 

’ ‘ ! { i 

The PRESIDENT pro pore Is ‘ n 
requ of tl Senator f u MM l ‘ si 
and the vote is reconsidered 

| REED of Missouri I now ;¢ u i j I te 
in { ul the word “ ele e 6. t ore 
senators of the United State ~enate 

l PRESLDI [ pro tempor The ame { é 
stated 

he Imapin CLERK After the we é ll e ¢ 
it is proposed to insert “and Senators « t U1 S 
penate 

M OVERMAN Let us have the resol » rea { 
We 1? re id if rNended 


Tae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secret vil rend 
: 1e resolution proposed to be amende: 


erk read as follows: 


or in support ef, or im opposition to, any and ll candidat for 
President and Vice President and presidential elect and Sen ‘ 


the United States Senate 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question on ag 
to the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to 
The resolution as amended was agreed to 
HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFATR 


Mr. HARRELD. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 


to take up Senate Resolution 241. If it is not agreed to at 
this time, it will be worthless [ ask to have it read 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oklahon 





‘(s unanimous consent for the present consideration of 

nate Resolution 241. 

Mr. OVERMAN. What is the resolution? 

Mr. HARRELD. Senate Resolution 241. It has just been 
reported by the Committee to Audit and Control the Conti 
gent Expenses of the Senate, and unless it is passed to-day it 
absolutely worthless and useless. I should lil to ha 
considered at this time 

Mr. OVERMAN let it he read 

Tl e@ PRESIDENT mro te pore I he resolntion will be re id, 


The principal clerk read Senate Reselution 241, 
by Mr. Harrecp May 28, I 


ubmit ted 





as follows: 


° 
Rese d, That Senate Resolution 112 agreed tk ual i if 
authorizing the Cemmittee on India Affairs o7 shear ‘ 
thereof during the Sixty-eighth Cengress to hold and re he I 

upon any subject which may come before +s 1 com , be, and he 

is, amended to enable said committee or any subcomuneitt here 
hold h hearings at such times and places as may be considered nex 
essary by the committee or its subcommittee, tl pre re inci 


thereto to be paid out of the contingent fund {f the Senate, 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, the contingent fund « t 





Senate is over $500,000 more than it has been In past 4 
I am n going to object to the resqlution, but I Just want 
inform the Senate that in every deficiency bill that con ere 
we have to make a $100,000 appropriation here, $50,000 ther 
| $150,000 here, for the contingent fund: and therefore wi 
| ought to be very eareful what we do about appr priat 
eting committees to go all over this countr; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moses in the « r) 
there objecti n to the present cons fleration of t re . ) 
The Chair hears none. The amendim ol I 
will be stated 

The PRINCIPAL CLERI On page 1, line 6 after the w l 


| “enable.” it is proposed te strike ent “ said committee or eth | 
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and insert “a,” and at the end of line 6 to strike out “to” and 
to insert “consisting of not more than three members to,” 
e omendments were agreed to, 


fie resolution as amended was agreed to, as follows: 
Resolved, That Senate Resolution 112, agreed to January 7, 1924, au- 
theorizing the Committee on Indian Affairs or any subcommittee thereof | 
he Sixty-eighth Congress to hold and report hearings upon any | 
Billpject which ma come before said committee, be, and hereby is, 


amended to enable a subcomimittee thereof consisting of not more than | 
thre 


considered necessary by 


nembers to hold such hearings at such times and places as may be | 
the committee or its subcommittee ; 


incident thereto to be out of 


Mr. WALSIL of 

Mr NORBECK. Mr, President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular 
manded, Reports of committees are in order. 


paid the contingent fund of the Senate. 


[I ask for the regular order. 


the expenses | 
Massachusetts. 


order is de- |} 


PRICES OF FARM PRODUCTS 


Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate has just reported 
on Senate Resolution 249. That permits an investigation by 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry during the recess 
us to the losses to the farmers in the price of wheut on account 
of Government interference through price fixing. It permits the 
committee to hold hearings in Washington or elsewhere. 

It was talked over in the committee, and it was agreed that 
there would be no expensive investigation; that there might be 
n few hearings prior to the convening of Congress, but a great 
deal of the information would be secured from the department 
here later, The resolution provides for a report on the Ist of 
January, or before, 

his is the only thing along the line of looking after the wheat 


situation, except the so-called Bursum bill, which is pending 
here. ‘That is a measure really providing for reimbursing the 
farmers $50,000,000, which the Government took away from 


them in prices. It provides for a bonus of 35 cents a bushel 
on the export of wheat, in the belief that it will put the domestic 
price up some 25 to 35 cents per bushel. It is too late to get 
that bill through. The parliamentary situation does not permit 
that. Therefore, IT just want to give notice that when some 
House bill comes up we from the Northwest have agreed that 
we will offer that proposition as a rider or an amendment to that 
bill. It is estimated that the cost for one vear would be ap- 
proximately $50,000,000, A suggestion has been made that it 
should also Include corn, and the export on corn being very small, 
and the bonus proposed being 15 cents a bushel, it is estimated 


that it will cost something like $4,000,000. 

[ask unanimous consent that Senate Resolution 249 be econ- 
sldered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Is there objection? 


There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the resolution, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry with an amendment to strike out 
all after the resolving clause and to insert a substitute, so as 
to make the resolution read: 


Whereas the 
War generally maintained a 
of staple commodities; and 

Whereas this policy resulted in the prices of most commodities soar 
ing to entirely and unheard-of price levels; and 

Whereas the did not follow its policy of 
regurd to wheat; but, on the other hand, by 
did depress the price of wheat until it was finally fixed at 
bushel; and 

Whereas such price was much below the prevailing market price at 


United States during the World 
noninterference with the prices 


the 
policy of 


Government of 


new 
Government noninterfer- 
ence in 


$2.20 per 


the time it was fixed: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
or any subcommittee thereof, be and is authorized and directed to 
hold hearings in Washington and elsewhere to investigate the amount 


that the wheat growers of the United 
States during the period of governmental interference with and regu- 
lation of the price of wheat, and make report to Congress not later 
than January 1, 1925 

Said Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, or any subcommittee 
thereof, is authorized to send for persons, books, and papers, to ad- 
minister oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 
25 cents per hundred words, to report such hearings as may be had 
on this subject before said committee, all expenses incurred in further- 
ance of the purpose hereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate, 


of losses were sustained by 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to, 
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TRANSPORTATION OF COTTON 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, yesterday a resolution (S. Res 
252) offered by me was passed, the resolution being in refer- 
ence to investigating certain alleged infractions of the anti- 
trust law. Inadvertently I left out a part which should have 
been incorporated. I ask unanimous consent that the vote by 
Which the resolution was agreed to be reconsidered and that 
I be allowed to substitute the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution in modified form. 

The modified resolution (S. Res. 252) was read, considered, 


} and agreed to, as follows: 


That for the purpose of providing the Congress with {information 
fo serve as a for such legislation os may in its opinion be 
found necessary for the regulation of the shipment or sale of cotton in 
interstate and foreign commerce and to investigate and report tho 
facts relating to alleged violations of the antitrust acts by any 
corporation, Federal Trade Commission is authorized and directed 
(in pursuance of the powers conferred upon it by sub 
section 6 of the act entitled “An act to create a Fed 
eral Trade Commission, to define its powers and duties, and for other 
purposes,’’ approved September 26, 1914, as amended, and in pursuance 
other power conferred upon it by such act) the facts relating 
to alleged shipments and sales in Interstate or foreign commerce by 
cotton factors or shippers of cotton held by them as security for 
advances or otherwise, and to report to the Senate, not later than 
December 1, 1924, its findings thereon, together with such recommenda- 


basis 


any 
the 
to investigate 
division (4) of 


tions as it may deem advisable 
LEASES UPON NAVAL OIL RESERVES 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, yesterday I en 


tered a motion that the Senate adopt the report presented by 


the Committee on Publie Lunds investigating the naval oil 
leases. I merely desire to say in this connection that it seems 


quite unnecessary to review the facts recited in the report as 
they are substantially the same as they were given by me to the 
Senate some two months ago, save for the facts developed tn 
relation to naval reserve No. 2, of no very great importance 

The committee has informed the Senate generally concern- 
ing these disclosures, and I feel entirely justified in saying that. 
the report is substantially as the facts have been given to the 
Senate heretofore. 

[ feel that before the session expires the Senate ought to 


| express either its approval or disapproval of the work of the 


| to the 
| quired 


various means, | 


committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agreeing 
to the motion entered yesterday by the Senator from Montana 
and now called up. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, I very much regret this 
situation. In that report there is no recommendation which 
requires action. The motion is for the Senate to adopt a report 
which, of course, the Senate has not read, for it was filed only 
yesterday, to adopt a report from a committee five members of 
which have begged for an opportunity to investigate the facts 
of the report. 

If any action were required now, [T should make no opposition 
motion. If there were any recommendation that re- 
any action, it would be another question. We are 
called upon to pass upon the report and adopt it when the 
five members of the committee which had the matter under 
investigation are not sufficiently familiar with the report to 
pass upon it, and of course no Member of the Senate has had 
an opportunity to read it. 

I ean not let that report be adopted without some fair ex- 
pression of the reasons which even upon a casual examination 
lead me to think it ought to be further considered, and I beg 
the Senate to believe me when [ say that I regret the situation 
exceedingly, for in the necessity of the case if will take much 
time to go over the facts which I must present to the Senate. 

I begged that it might be deferred. I am met with a condl- 
tion which I deplore, and which I could not prevent, and there- 
fore I must take up the report with the Senate. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. SPENCER. I yield. 

Mr. CURTIS. In view of the statement of the Senator from 
Missouri, I want to ask if the report could not go over? This 
is the last day of the session, and there are a good many 
measures coming up. Besides, I wanted to get an hour, if [ 
could, for the consideration of unobjected bills on the calendar. 





Cee 


Chae Atay ROC TI NRG Teh 6 client 4. 


ounki-. 


60 aan Ca lel dete no 








[924 CONGRESSIONAL RECOR 


—_— 
’ 
jag 
A 
> 
Doel 
perd 
ws 
a 
wo 
we.’ 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I have a numb ‘ ( 
( ol e cplendar in which I I very deenls ed \ af ' 
i ivi > 
hu ris ¢ nes il its ecular or - ¢ no reas ’ } 
ry} vi >] 
, ' } r ! } ; . 
wi t should no disposed ¢ I do not thi here is any ’ 
we S ( 
( ‘ y “uit neat ' AY ’ 
- s at perfect liberty at y time to submit a rep 
| 
I 
} Wi He 1 rint nv time } prepared report 
re 
wit 3; were d tinue qt a ¥ ¢ ' 
i { - 
The t has been in s for three S It seems 
t ( ( 
me | his tu iat | ol to | e bee e ti t ‘ 
i 
‘ Se it¢ ! ‘ QE ton © I ‘ -e I re t 
01 J I ! 
PENCER. Mr. President, T am s e 
the fa r ‘ the statement \ I s { mre 
d n the present condi n of business in the S« { i t< ‘ 
é ) e bice 
‘ { sider t if ood alone 1s f 
r co ic) ion I sto i f e I I ‘ G \ ; 
‘ long upon that « itte nid be I reco: { ’ 
. = i bil ‘ 
‘ . P j ‘ thi ( } a | ; 
sli i not | here taking 1 i but whe five meml : 
; } ; . . 1’ 
oO t committce Inelu 2g e senior & t ‘ uta | i [DING © ‘ | ‘ ‘ 
1M SmMoortl., who as f erlv the chairma hes e Sean , 
ati from Mon in to d er the report wich req res no im ' 
\I ‘ ‘ 
e action, I can not let it go in without ir ement | s; } 
‘ j ‘ 1 ! 
‘ renso v ) do not : to tha ‘ rt 
i it il « tin ( t 
lr OF } O STI ND Fi col tl II 
‘Mr. PITTMA \ ceedit 
Mf DILL \ 1y dent. will the Se or 1 1? 
\ NC} l } 
M SPEN 6 vie | PRESIDING OFFICE! Unde ( 
o . Sar +; ec 7 ' +t ‘ nid 
ILI before the Sen t mm that ing of the iimous ent ' , 
oO me ‘ ( ) ttle bi t | ' 
THs te VW eCornntic mom’ Sf , ‘ ha 
i the Se if | NI } 
é Pil 11>] ObrFICEK! L bow t} Seq ‘ f NI \1 ry my f 
‘ 1% ; 
s Din PR IDING © CER : 8 ! 
4 | T T . 
iL] 1 d to any I I ‘ e Hou of Represent ( ‘ 
<i'T wf . [ el with 7 ‘ il ( lit - i é ( | RR \ nf wre 
; » : . 
rig [ e | ( narriel 1 ' he init | Stote it t} mY } ' ‘ 
ry pple ‘ mT) > ' " — ‘ 
rR IDIN ( I I Phi i ot ¢g ‘ : for the compre ‘ ‘ 
‘ 
‘ iil his event en ‘ 
mer. ' ry ’ ’ 
; ENC i In ( I Oul View 4 (y Wi hiligele i ere 
™ te i [ () I will \ \ I ask fo ulial nous 
+ 4 ' 7 } t we ern t? 
eo ( I ( oO The Ss r to ! Ve is Measure : 
! , : 0 ‘ es 8 ana 9 ‘ ' 
‘ f i" 1 res the fi t tC the cone m OF the con 
os ! rt a on 
sideratic of his bill. 
' To ‘ ; . e an On pa 8, to strike « t¢ where the f t 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER Is there mhiection? The 
‘ : . ¢ . aa tit ir ] low ¢ ’ ' 4 . . ‘ a 
Chair hears none, and the Senator from Washington is rec 
te in t ' we if ' _ 
nivedt 
. On pace 4 WV < tan ‘ . 
Mr. DILL T ask unanimous consent for the immediate eo ’ 
e+ _P +; 
sideration o House bill 1414. to authorize the payment of ‘ ‘ 
I ) { 
tain ixes to Stevens and Ferry Counties in the rstate ; 


Washington, and for other purposes 


I 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for the Mr. FESS a e e ¢ } n the H 








i ‘ 
information of the Senate amendments 
The reading clerk read the bill, as follows: fhe motion was agreed to 
. Mr. WARREN gg i the Sey om Missouri bre 
Be it enacted, ett That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hb . ; 
} ; will yield to me a moment without taking him from the fl 
erel rize me lirect oO i » St ene ¢£ Pry th Ss . 
by, authoriz da 1 ed to pay to Stev and Ferry Countic Mr. SPENCER tT asl nanimeus eo ' vhen I i] 
in the State of Washington, as taxes claimed v said counties under 
, , ' have vielded te the SNenator from Wrveoming I ne esnme the 
tion 2 of the act of July 1, 1892, relating to the payment of local | , 
loor 
es on allotted Colville Indian lands, the following sutms, to wit: 
a . : The PRESIDING OT CER I mm 4 t, P 
lo Stevens County, $44,309.67; to Ferry County, $71.458: Prorided 7 : canal 
“ f the Se or ft t c‘} err 
Phat there meé be deducted from said amounts by the Secretary of ao ae — weak a M oa rie ; 
. 1 . } *» Senator fr ni . ‘ rn 
the Interior such im or sums as he may find have been paid to said fhe Senator from Wyon » 7 “ ; 
counties for Indian tuition; also the exeess, if any where the rate MRS. EMMA B. Wout 
; based on the valve of Indian allotments ma ve found to be in exces 
i M ° } ou i i iv ( 0 in x Mr WW inte ‘ | ya] f, ! eas 4 ¢ 
of the rate on taxable land, : 
i | olutic i) ( nis morhil ‘ ome e To 
7 Sec. 2. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriate out of ~ 
. Th t i were vuthe ‘ apy lated, 1 oft init nd Co 1 the Coy nt 7 ons ‘ ennate 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $112°.767.67, o : . . rt? : 
; yo : ; : The PRESIDING OFFICER Is th obvi to 
so much thereof as pray }t necessary, for the payment of said sums ; ‘ 
5 . : quest of the Senntor from Wrvyor o? 
+ to said counties, as provided in the foregoing section. " , : : : 
here her neo ob yer m. the resott ‘ | 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President by unanimous consent, and agr 
Mr. DILL. This bill h passed the Senate twice. It came wenlred TY ee | Rocsel » \iee = 
over from the House. These counties have been waiting Many | pocted to par ef the cont ' end of @he ¢ of 
years for this money, and I hope the Senator will not object 86.000 to Mrx. Emma BR. Woods. x v of the I we} Wee 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Il do not eare to object, and |] Architect f the Canit a vm bkdne f an ' 
would not object to it, but I notice other Senators standing | galary ; ived by him the ¢ ot. deat 
here with bills in their hands ready to make similar requests? | 
: a : WEA ( 
. Mr. DILL. 1 think the Senator might give netice that he : 
will not yield to any others. | Mr. COPELAND and others addressed the Chai 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not object. | The PRESIDING OFFLCER lces the Senat from M 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of ouri vield: and if s 0% 
the Whole, preceeded to consider the bill Mr. SPENCER. T e@sk ti us consent e 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, | yielded to the Senator from New York [|Mr, Co iND] I m 
ordered to a third reading, reed the third time, and passed. ! resume the floor 








liid2 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
qnest of the Senator from Missouri? 

M NEELYS Mr. President, I shall have to object after 
this I shall object to any more unanimous-consent requests, 
because the Senutor from Missourl will in that way be able to 
keep the floor all afternoon 

Mr COPELAND. Lask that the Senator from West Virginia 
withhold his objection until L haye made a statement, I have 
n resolution which, unless it is passed to-day, will be of no value. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
sourt vield to the Senator from New York? 

Mere SPENCER 1 understand the objection of the Senator 
from West Virginia was that after this unanimous consent he 
would object, but not to this one, 

Mr. NEELY Yes; IT said after this 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the unant- 
nious-consent request of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair 
hears none. and under the unanimous-consent agreement the 
Senator from New York is recognized. 

Mir. JONES of Washington. Mr, President, I hope the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia will not make that statement too posi- 
tive until he may know the circumstances involved with refer- 


enee to other causes. 


CONGKE 


\ NEEL\ We will cross that bridge when we come to it. 
Mie JONES of Washington I thought the Senator was clos- 
Ing the bridge 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
isn recognized 

Mr. COPELAND. T ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate Resolution 231, relating to the ventila- 
tion of the Senate Chamber 

The PRESTDING OFFICER Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New York? 

Mr, BORAT As I understand it, the resolution is to bring 
the Senate in touch with the outside world? 

Mr. COPELAND. That is ineluded as a possibility 

Chere being no objection, the resolution was considered by 
Unanimous Consent and wus agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Architect of the Capitol be authorized and 
directed, under the supervision of the Senate Committee on Rules, to 
consult) with architect of repute and expert in ventilation and 
acoustics with a view to improving the living conditions of the Sen- 
ate Chamber ind giving attention to rearrangement and reconstruc- 
tion, including a plan to place the Chamber in direct contact with the 
outer wall or wails of the building, and to report with plans to the 
President pro tempore of the Senate on the first Monday of December, 
194 he expenses hereunder, not to exceed the sum of $10,000, 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate 


IMPORTATION OF CRUDE OPLUM 


Mr. SMOoOT. Mr 
sourl vield to me? 

Mr. SPENCER I ask unanimous consent that when I shall 
have vielded to the Senator from Utah | may be allowed to 
resume the floor. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFLCER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator trom Missouri? The Chair hears none, 
aud under the unanimous-consent agreement the Senator from 
Utah is recognized. 

Mr. SMOOT. The bill CH. R. 7079) prohibiting the importa- 
tion of crude opium for the purpose of manufacturing heroin 
is the bill which I ask unanimous consent to have considered 
at this time. There is a convention to be held in Europe 
within a very short time, and it is necessary that we pass 
the bill before that convention if we are going to have any 
effect in the convention as a Nation. 

Fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Utah? 

here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as 
follows: 


President, will the Senator from Mis- 


Be it enacted, ete., That subdivision (b) of section 2 of the act 
entitled “An act to prohibit the importation and the use of opium for 
other than medicinal purposes,” approved February 9, 1909, as amended, 
is amended by striking out the period at the end of the tirst sentence 
and inserting in lieu thereof a comma and the following: “ but no 
cride opium may be imported or brought in for the purpose of manu- 
facturing heroin.” 

the bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

CLAIMS OF COWLITZ INDIANS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
will proceed. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
from Missouri yield to me? 


Mr. President, will the Senator 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
sourl yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask unanimous consent that when I have 
yielded to the Senator from Washington I may be allowed to 
resume the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and under the unanimous-consent agreement the 
Senator from Washington is recognized. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The bill (H. R. 71) is a bill 
authorizing the Cowlitz Indians to take certain of their claims 
to the Court of Claims. The bill has passed the Senate several 
times, and has now passed the House. It is in the ordinary 
form, referring the mutter to the Court of Claims 

Mr. OVERMAN. Does the bill provide for judgment? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It does provide for judgment, 
but I am willing to modify it if the Senator insists upon it. It 
passed the House in that form, and I hope the Senator will not 
object. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Hereafter I wish to suggest to Senators 
that all bills referring matters to the Court of Claims leave out 
the words “proceed to judgment.” They have no jurors in 
that court. Just let the matter be referred to the court and let 
the court state the facts and report them to Congress. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I am willing to modify it to 
that extent. 

Mr. FLETCHER. TI think it is in the usual form. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Bui many bills pass without that pro- 
Vision, 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
words, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill’? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 71) authoriz- 
ing the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians, residing in the State of 
Washington, to submit claims to the Court of Claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Washington. 

The Reaping CLerK. On page 1, line 10, strike out “to 
render final judgment” and insert “ repert to Congress,” and 
on page 2, line 3, after “ premises,” insert the words “ and 
report the same to Congress,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be 


I am willing to strike out those 


it enacted, ete., That all claims of whatsoever nature, both legal 
and equitable, which the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians, residing in the 
State of Washington, may have against the United States shall be 
submitted to the Court of Claims, with the right of appeal by either 
party to the Supreme Court of the United States for determination ; 
and jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of Claims to hear 
and determine any and all such claims and report to Congress thereon. 

Che Court of Claims shall have authority to determine and adjudge 
the rights, both legal and equitable, of the said Cowlitz Tribe and of 
the United States in the premises, and report the same to Congress, 
notwithstanding lapse of time or statutes of limitations, and any 
payment including gratuities which the United States may have made 
to the said Indians shall not be pleaded as an estoppel, but may be 
pleaded as an offset in any suit or action, and the United States shall 
be allowed credit for all sums, if any, paid or expended for the said 
tribe. Any other band or tribe of Indians the court may deem neces- 
sary to a final determination of any suit or suits brought hereunder 
may be joined therein as the court may order. The suit or suits instt- 
tuted hereunder shall be begun within five years after the date of the 
passage of this act by the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians as parties plaintiff 
and the United States as the party defendant. The petition or peti 
tions may be verified by the attorney or attorneys employed in said 
claims by the Cowlitz Tribe upon information and belief as to the 
facts therein alleged, and no other verification shall be necessary : 
Provided, That upon the final determination of such suit or suits the 
Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to fix and determine a reason 
able fee, not to exceed 10 per cent of the recovery, and in no event 
to amount in the aggregate to more than $25,000, together with all 
necessary and proper expenses incurred in preparation and prosecution 
of the suit, to be paid te the attorney or attorneys employed by the 
said Cowlitz Tribe of Indians under contract approved as required by 
existing law, and such fee shall be included in the decree and shall be 
paid out of any sum or sums found due said tribe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
bill to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


L. A. SCOTT 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
will proceed. 
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Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Missouri yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. SPENCER. TI ask unanimous consent that when T[ shall 
have yielded to the Senator from Florida I may be allowed 
to resume the floor. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER Is there objection to the 
quest of the Senator from Missouri? 

Mir. WADSWORTH. Reserving the right to object, my curi- 
osity at last has been aroused We are calling the calendar? 
If so, I wish to ask the Senator from Missouri to yield to me 
for the consideration of three or four bills that are ou the 
calendar. 

Mr. FLETCHER. We are not calling the calendar 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We ought to give an hour or two of 
the time of the Senate to the consideration of bills on the 
calendar instead of proceeding in this way 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest fo the 
Senator from New York that under the present procedure, if 
continued, the calendar will be completed in a short time 

Mr. WADSWORTH. TI have no objection 1 merely wan 
to understand the situation. 

Mr. FLETCHER The bill could have been passed while 
we have been having this discussion. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We had better understand how we are 
doing this, because I expect to participate if it is continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Senator fro \lissouri 
has proposed a unanimous consent request that after ielding 
to the Senator from Florida be be permitted to continne his 
remarks. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
Senator frown Florida is recognized 

Mr. FLETCHER. Task unanimous consent for the | 
consideration of the bill (CH. R. 3537) for the relief of I \ 
Seott. A similar bill has passed the Senate two or three times 
and this bill has now passed the House 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in t'omrnitree of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, whieh was ‘ad oats 
follows: 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary he J mury is authored 
and directed to pay the sum of $3,578.62 out of an noney in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated to I \. Seott as compensation 
for and in full satisfaction of any clhiim tor damages as a result of 
collision between the mine planter Maj. Albert: G vkins aod th 


American schooner Golden State at Pensacola, Fla 


Lhe bill was reported to the Senate without oumendment r 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Senator from Missouri 
will eontinue his remarks. 


NORTHWEST TERRITORY GRANTS 


Mr. NEELY and Mr. SIMMONS addressed the (haii 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Dees the Senator from Mis 
souri yield; and if so, to whom’? 

Mr. SPENCER, L ask unanimous consent that after [ shall 
lave yielded to the Senator from West Virginiun | Mr. Neeny! 
I may be allowed to resume the floor “ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Is there objection to the re 
quest of the Senator from Missouri’ “The Clair bears none 
aud under the unanimous-consent agreement the Senator from 
West Virginia is recognized. 

Mr. NEELY. I ask unanimous consent to haye = printed 
in the Recorp an article appexring in the West Virginia 
Bar, relating to the claims of West Virginia aguinst the 
Federal Government growing out of the northwest territory 
crants, 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 





AN IMPORTANT MESSAGE TO THI san OF West VirGinta—SenatTor 
CHILTON PRESENTS AN ILLUMINATING EXPOSITION OF THE CLAIM OF 
rais State BAsep UPon THE CESSLON OF HE Norruwest Tree 


TORY 


To the Bar: 
For the purpose of bringing an important legal and public matter 
to the attention of the lawyers, as well as the people of West Virginia, 


I am asking you to do me the favor of publishing some notes of facts | 


and authorities upon the claim of West Virginia against the National 
Government As you are no doubt aware, in April, 1912, I introduced 
a bill in the Senate of the United States, the object of which was to 
give the consent of the United States to the bringing of a suit by West 
Virginia or any of the thirteen original States, to settle the trust, which 
in my judgment, was created by the cession of the Northwest Territory 
to the old Confederation and which was accepted by the Continental 


Congress on March 1, 1784. This bill was approved by the Senate | 
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Judiciary Committee of two Congresses It was passed by the Senat 





in the Sixty-fourth Congress ind was reported favorably by the 
Judiciary Committee of the House shortly efore 1 expiration o 
my term as Senator 








he essential ‘ts upon which this iim is wed are set ferth in 
the address which I had the henor to make in the S >of the United 
Stites, on \pril 1o. 1912 There are wo barriers o i gen il nature 
to overcome before this claim can be brought out into th of day 
and decided upon tts merits One is that, so to spenk . rveredt 
with the dust of ages The other is that lawyers and tl peopl 
generally have not taken the time to study its merits tily realized 
if the time [ brought the matter to the attention of the United States 
Senate that, in a way, I was challenging accepted histor Virginia has 
een held up by her own people and the people of the uintry as a 
great benefactor for baving made the sacrifice of giving to the Nation 
the ist territory northwest of the Ohio River omprising the States 
yf Ohio, Lilinei Wisconsin, Michigan, and a part of Minnesota, to the 
National rovernment rhus t is written down 1 history And 
since 3 now proposed to show to the punter that such is net the 
Kaet surmount, not only the ple of long acquie n 
’ i , I histori il enconiums me the nunificence rf he 
mother ling from 1784 until a few ears ago None of 
the praise given Virginia for her munificenes n i hour of national 
wri ' i CeSSITV need ” withdrawn sh yave v h a bountiful 
hand mit history is s enth ifan r i ) ) icf Kit 
rera i is imliyvy } I ventur , ‘ tha { he bar f 
W t rein ] i rd h i li . ) mpl it th sf t will ive nut 1 
‘ ' n > a 1 of the facts 3 Vv they will ager 
ith mf on i ~ ) rong and i ha ls * both 
! t j f listo i rvthi ' i yossibly bb , 
i ifo ' 1 es i mn r ! a] i writ le of thy 
Qovernment 
wT ! ‘laim 4 ha levr ’ w ! > ajon 
t “ef ife weto ! nmitt mn h J { i wefor ta 
srmitte to vhieh i ! ~atr “a refer ! I ive ’ n 
) i ith the quer Wt lo not th ron Vest Virginia 
more ipterest in th laim and press it I was relieved some 
what b the esolntion of he legislature of 101 ] ‘ pert Sena 
irs ad R resentatives in tConures t " s Ss ’ Z pon 
nur ifion w } vonld mibl \ nin , ard 
The ewislature of Virginia has also passed solntions ! sam 
urport However, if is plain that \ “f her aon hind ) 
movement tha rhe | ' tio wh ‘ i I 4 
Vr} 3 not iid in ) mmplain mi mitral 
Tt is o i xp ! ' ' of ont i i” sfid 
md hought to th ‘ » essary » overcon npr aT of a 
' } r me 3 » th redit of th ) | ' wy demand 
mo ] iit nN r t ’ I rT sin i ’ h ! ' 
nmeut Ih ' vielir yr n that when whe Stat f 
\ his l nderstand this } i Vill aee to it 
th shall hy ’ i f‘ong . h rst hope that 
¢ th r } it n ta iis ion iml be 
0 need o st ff rim is I ! i ! > per } 
vir column h 3, and some of th irguments 1 favo »t 
the claim 
We must bear in mind always that the present Constitution of th 
Tinited States was not ratified by suffi nt State »> make it effect 
mtil 1780 Refore that we had a Confederation of the States. which 
vas a ery weak organization in which the Federal authority ruled 
nef compel the States fo pay taxes or do anything Up to 1781 
Maryland had not joined the Confederation, so that stead of it b 
ing a federation f 8 States, it was a federation rf miv 12 
State In 1779 Marvland passed solutions la “ r le Conti 
nental Congress he reuse vl she did rt xin the federation 
Thes reasons were, speaking generally, that some of the States. in 
ing Virginia, had claims 0 western ands ind, Maryland argued 
that ease the Colonie x States should gain ieir independence by 
the Revolutionary War, then being fought, those States could sell 
their lands in the West, thereby lessening their ind thereby at 
tracting population from the States not so f rrably situated 
The Continental Congress then passed the following resolution 
‘Resolved, That ipies of the several paper referred to ft 
committee be transmitted, with a copy of the report ® the lew 
latures of the several States, and that it be earnestly recommended 
to those who have claims to the western country fo pass such laws 
and give their Delegates in Congress such powers os may effectu 
ally remove the only obstacle to a final ratitieation of the Articlea 
of Confederation; and that the Legistature of Marviand he 
earnestly requested to authorize the Delegates in Conuress to anb 
! seribe the said article 
| Note, in passing, that the western lund aituatio y as the onty 
obstacle to the final ratifieation of the Articles of Confederatior wed 
| that the Contineutal Congress was urging Marylund to ratify the ar 


ticles, aud thus complete the Confederation 








in Ja ry, 1781, Virginia passed a resolution 


‘ ‘ lature, setting forth the terms upon which she would con 


v leration her northwestern | In that resolution it 
t itory 1 be 1 out and formed into 
' be ! mor i 150 o it e, and that the 
a mn ep tes, and itted as members 
‘ i t per incurred 
j Is post ! r z fort and 
. ‘ db th 
l 1 1 Car i ibitar who pro 
i ia l ted i their 
' ‘ ‘ I ne f l OOO acres 
i to 4 G ‘ l officers 
i here i ned t f 
i i bane i i 1 2 ‘ ad t« e United 
‘ }« ‘ ‘ { f 1 pefore 
I j ( 1 « t th oflicers nd 
\ rie Army ll be 1 red as common 
f j ‘ ‘ the ft i st as ha 
( me el ( the ¢ t or Fed I 
‘ e # ‘ ircio ¢clusi I I to then 
( , I ti li the ene ‘ I i expendi 
1} be faithfully I bon ‘ sed « for that 
i th u or pur] é 
‘ I iLi¢ f th Le \ e o Virginia 
‘ 1 ‘ 1781 Maryland ra ed t) Federal 
‘ i t ( ( i the ft en 
‘ ‘ t fhe bh if ) Vir iia had ‘ § it » com 
pl tl } \ i the Cor ! had 
al -__ rem e the ! ‘ fl itil 
i ( M tag tl l Vir 
al , ae 
{ honor of Virgini On n a ve h tl i 
| j ti i c'< “ { ti 
i t bedle l my 
‘ \l l } . te ar - uel U tl I 
1 ‘i t ] et 1 i \ t il i ‘ t ‘ 
| n «le ior »> the Cor ‘ \ deed the 
I I ‘ j si el t { t ! ud t 
‘ ' da ove Phere or Mr. Llowell f Rhode Island, 
I ol fT } ‘ deed tise m was 
| ong 1 il I ted S In (oO) ‘ assembled 
t i res i MN j ad, a motion 
1 t ‘ i it th ‘ id i Vir lila 
\ laid on ‘ l | 1 resolution of Mr 
1 ! he Phi ‘ is ite ‘ t in t part 
‘ { { nad its ‘ In st con 
; \ ' ol the 4 et in ol 
pen t ] tip lon ol he ( Justice 
i | Wil des this tr el S 
te | ited St a ( it n st out <« th 
I niz 1 conditio of t a cession, oF 
I i.’ i miacue py mn { a te Vi I s @cO 
si the condition £0 ras it related to t limits of new 
Doce r 30, 1788, the General Assembly of the State 
of Vir made the vit n requested by Congress See Journal 
( ‘ Iulv 7. 1788: VWennin Statutes of Virgini volume 12, 
pag 0 I is mentioned here to show that the fact that the grant 
“ t bsolute was recognized by the Confederati If the deed 
lute, what had Virginia to do with the situation afterwards? 
necessi te obtain Virginia's consent arose out of ‘ conditions 
lations ” of the deed of cession; that same deed contained 
I i stipulations ” as specific as were those relating to the 
] stat 
< t sent Constitution of the United 8S es W adopted, 
It nix ied in that instrument that when adopted by nine of the 
; ould be me eéffective as to the nine adopting it, and the 
} State ratified it in that year 
he ¢ ti on, Article IV, section 3, provided that 
rhe Con shall have power to dispose of and make all need- 
rule nd regulations respecting the territory or other property 


belonging to the United States; and nothing in this Constitution 
construed as to prejudice any claims of the United 


of any particular State.” 





rhe deed of cession gave the power to the Continental Congress 

to dis} e land lt says that the property “ shall be faithfully 
and ty disposed of,” et But recognizing that it was necessary 
th there should be delegated to the new Government the power to 
dispose the public demain, Article IV, section 3, was inserted. But 
‘ we t see the hand of the Virginian in the second clause, so modi 
t general power of disposing of the public domain as to make 

t ear that the claim “ of any particular State” should not be preju- 
diced by at general grant of power? What claim of any “ particular 
Blat could there have been exeept the claim arising from the grant 
or grants of western lands? Why should this clause guarding the 
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laim’ of any particular State” be 
with the public domain 
land grant? 


, 


: inserted in the section dea 
except to protect the States under the west 
Again, by accepting the grant, the old Confederation was mad: 
trustee under the terms of the trust set out in the grant. Ther 
Article VI of the Constitution provides: 

“All debts contracted and cngagements entered into before t 
loption of this Constitution shall be as valid against the Unit: 
il under this Constitution as und the Confederation.’ 

The effect of this provision is that when the acts of the Confede: 

tion made it a trustee, the new United States became likewise a tru 

Note the 
" ete. The framers of the Constitution were not satisfied to p 

tect “ contracts.” It 


trust was a 


words again, “all debts contracted and engagements ent 


might be doubtful that the acceptance of 
contract on the part of the Confederation, since 
latter probably bad no power to enter into such a contract. Bu 
vertheles engaged to do so. The Confederation had a 
“engagement” to act as trustee, and that “engagement” was re 
nized in the new Constitution, 


it had, n 


There are many other material fact 

1 details of this momentous transaction, all of which, so far as 
have been able to construe them, speak for the contention of Virgi: 
ind West Virginia rather than against it, and I do not take the spa 
to recite them here. If this movement shall ever develop into a litig 
i industrious lawyers will bring them out and analy; 
them upon the one side or the other of the controver 
But no one will ever find any release or waiver by Virginia of th 
trust contained in the original grant and in the resolutions of 1781. 

I now desire to call attention to the terms of that trust. First 
let us inquire what land was embraced in it: for besides the politica! 
considerations of the grant, Virginia conveyed the fee of the lan 
The trust provides that “all the land within the territory so ceded 
and hot reserved or appropriated,” ete., “ shall be considered as a cor 
mi fund.” etc. This is clear, because immediately preceding thi 

1use of the deed of cession it explicitly states what land should b« 





tion, no doubt the 


ved. In administering the trust the United States had no troubk 
in specifying the reserved lands, and it promptly and without tronbh 
took pos sion of all of the land not so reserved or appropriated in 


the grant. 


‘Shall be 


This brings us to the other terms of the trust, as follows: 
considered as common fund for the use and benefit of 
such of the United States as have become or shall become members 
of the Confederation, or Federal Alliance, of the said States, Virginia 
my contention and claim that this clause meant 
that the thirteen original States should be the beneficiaries, and ne 
the forty-eight States which constitute the Union, nor the entity, the 
United States, as afterwards organized: and that for the following 
First, the States were to participate “according to their 
proportions in the general charge and expenditure.” 
States which could have paid, or did, in fact, pay anything 
into tl general charge and expenditure, were the thirteen original 
States which formed the Confederation, which continued in the Fed 
eration until the new Constitution was adopted, carried on the Revo- 
lutionary War, and brought it to a successful eonclusion. There is 
nothing uncertain about this description, because by Article VIII of the 
Confederation the expenses of the war were paid out of a common 
fund “ supplied in proportion to the value of the land in each State.” 
This provision of the Articles of Confederation was carried into effect 
by the appointment ef commissioners to yalue the land in each State, 
and upon this basis of valuation each State paid into the common 
fund. Not a single one of the 35 States which have been admitted 
into the Union since tae Constitution was adopted could come in as 
answering the descriptive terms “ according to the usual respective 
proportions in the general charge and expenditure,” nor could any 
one of them claim they “ had become members of the Confederation 
or Federal Alliance.” 


inclusive,” et¢ It is 


rensons: 
usual respective 


The only 


At the time Virginia passed her resolution, and at the time the 
deed of cession was made and accepted, there were no entities or or- 
ganization of States except the thirteen original States. 

‘he reason why Yirginia described them as States which “ have 
become, or shall become, members, ete.,”’ was that Maryland had net 
at that time Joined the confederation, and the very purpose of Vir- 
ginia in making the grant, as I have shown, was to induce Maryland 
to become a member of the confederation. If Maryland had not joined 
the confederation she could not have participated. It seems impossible 
to escape this conclusion, when the history of the transaction is taken 
into consideration. How can it be controverted that the 85 Stat: 
which then had no political or other existence, and did not pay, and 
could not have paid, anything into the “ general charge and expendi- 
ture,” were not meant to be embraced as beneficiaries in the trust. 
Secondly, bear in mind the words, “ Vireinia inelusive” in the trust 
clause. Virginia intended to make it plain that she, the grantor, should 
be included umong the beneficiaries of the trust. The Constitution 
could have been ratified by 9 States, and it was among the pos- 
sibilities that Virginia would not ratify it. Indeed, it was ratified 
by only 10 majority in the Virginia convention. It might have bap- 


pened that 9 States would bave adopted the new Constitution and 
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wo 
that Virginia would have failed or refused to do so, and that then the 
® adopting it would bave formed the present United States Govern- 
ment In that event, those who may claim that the adoption of the 


Constitution wiped out all that happened before, or that the condi- 
tion of the grant embraced the States which were afterwards admitted 
nto the present United States, would put Virginia in the strange 
attitude of creating a trust, in which the trustee would have the 
right to ignore, not only the essential conditions of the trust, but 
eneficiary. By the words, “ Virginia 
the intent to make the beneficiaries separate States and not 
the general entity of the Union as It might thereafter develop, be- 
mes clear. It so happened that Virginia did ratify the Constitution, 
but we must look upon this trust and construe it so as to make it con- 
sistent with the ratification or failure of ratification by Virginia. If 
Virzinia had failed to ratify the Constitution, certainly the 9 States 
could not have dissolved the old confederation, converting a trust 
intended for the 18 States into a trust for the benefit of the 9 
States ratifying, leaving Virginia entirely out. It is clear to me that 
this trust, or what is the same thing, “the use and benefit of this 
land was intended for the 12 States which had ratified the old 
mnfederation, and for Maryland, if she did thereafter come in, which 
1° did, and that Virginia and the old confederation thoroughly un- 
derstood that the bounty of Virginia extended to the 13 colonies 
yx States with whom she had been associated during the Revolutionary 
War, and each was to participate in the “use and benefits” in the 
proportion that it had contributed to the expenses. 


Iso leave out Virginia as a 


jnclusive - 


Thus there was 
created a trust wherein the property is described, the trustee is named, 
the ‘eneficiarfes designated with accuracy, so that a clerk with a 
pencil can in a short time ascertain from public records the exact 
interest which each beneficiary has in the trust. With that intention, 
Virginia provided that this trust fund or property ‘shall be faith- 
fully and bona fide disposed of for that purpose, and for no other 
purpose whatsoever.” What defense could the defaulting or delin- 
quent trustee make under such an instrument in a court of equity 
were the beneficiaries and trustee 


States? 


individuals instead of sovereign 


West Virginia claims that the United States has not been faithful 
to that trust. This territor 
tained, the following acreage: 


embraced, as nearly as can be ascer- 


i or 
In Indian® ..---- 





Ri SN atte ickipiciionstiianmeaia siti thn pista ciesedsedlvanalvins sesh ciated Bs 
In Wisconsin —_. _ -_ ints ietintatiillidhan teediaiee ea a, 
Re os I cvinn nes chicane aiid aa ll hah ae cea 36, 128, 640 
Inu Minnesota, east of Mississippi River_.....-.. ~~ _... 16, 588, 800 


Total __- 


This land has been granted to States for local uses, to individuals, 
to colleges and schools, and the rest of it has been sold and the money 
covered into the Treasury of the United States, and even this latter, 
instead of being paid to each of the thirteen original States in the pro- 
portion that they severally paid into the “ general charge and expen- 
diture" during the time of the confederation, has been expended for 
governmental purposes on the general account of the United States 
Government. 

There is no contention that the land can be recovered, because 
the vight to dispose of the land was specifically vested in the trustee 
by the deed of cession, and section 3 of article 4, as we have shown, 
also gives the Congress that power. It need not be inquired into 
now as to how this power granted by the Constitution would have 
affected the situation if the original deed had not granted the power. 
Inasmuch as both the deed and the Censtitution gave the power to 
Congress to sel] the trust subject, no one of the beneficiaries can com- 
plain that the property was sold But the beneficiaries can complain 
that the trustee gave away the trust subject and converted the pro- 
ceeds of the land sold to purposes other than those specified in the 
trust 

[f the above propositions are correct, the United States stands in 
the position of a delinquent trustee, which is one of the most vunenyl- 
able positions which an individual, a corporation, or a municipality 
can oceupy. The old confederation had taken into her hands a sacred 
trust. The reasons which moved Virginia to part with her land were 
that the original Federal compact, formed to prosecute the Revolu- 
tionary War, could not be completed without a sacrifice on Virginia's 
part Besides, the Federal Government at that time was without 
funds and without much credit, Virginia placed a vast domain of 
over, 170,000,000 acres of land into the hands of the then Federal 
Government, which at once gave it credit and standing and removed 
causes of dissension among the thirteen original States. Virginia was 
Willing that her 12 sister States should participate with her in this 
‘common fund,” and she, therefore, guarded the grant so that these 
12 sister States should each participate with her, each to have the 
same proportion in the proceeds of the land that it had cgatributed 
to the “general charge and expenditure.” Sut Virginia never con- 
tempiated that 9 States, or 13 States, either with her or without 
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her, could thereafter form a government, put into the Constitution 
of the new Government a clause making the new Government a trustee 
as was the old confederation, and convert the deed of trust into an 
absolute deed in fee simple to any Government of the United States 
which might thereafter develop. She did not contemplate that thera 
would be 85 States formed from the territory conveyed as from terrl- 
tory purchased from Spain and France, and from territory acquired 
by war or treaty, and that these 35 States, who had no existence 
and were not in contemplation when the original deed was made, and 
which could not, and did not, pay anything into the “ general 
and expenditure’ for prosecuting the Revolutionary War, should be 
the beneficiaries the same as those it had so specifically described 
in the original deed. It is not right, legally or morally, for the pres- 
ent National Government to take any position which will do violence 
to the self-evident intention of the parties to this transaction in 1784 

One word regarding Virginia's title. It is sufficient to state that 
under the deed the United States acquired possession and has con 
veyed title to the land embraced in the deed. It does not now lie ina 
the mouth of the United States to say that the grantor in the deed of 
trust did not have title to the land, as an excuse or defense for not 
paying over the money in her bands as trustee derived from its sale 
No claim is being made by any grantee. 


Danoe 
charge 


The United States has never 
been called upon to repay a dollar which she received for the sale of 
any of these lands. Her title, derived from Virginia, has been sanc 
tioned by the Supreme Court of the United States (Graham's Receiver 
v. McIntosh, 8 Wheat. 543). By the way, in this case Chief Justi 
Marshall recognized that the deed from Virginia to the confedera 
tion was made upon “certain stipulations and conditions,” and 
that is all that West Virginia claims now. But whatever may be 
said about the claims of New York, Connecticut, Massachusetts, or 
other States to the Northwest Territory, Virginia had the oldest title 
and asserted it. By her energy, and with her arms and means, she 
conquered the Northwest Territory, and converted her paper title 
into au actual possession. Virginia arms, under George Rogers Clark, 
Lord Dunmore, Gen. Andrew Lewis, and others, settled by conquest 
the question of the paper title; and with her deed in 1784, Virginia 
gave actual possession, as well as the right of possession, to the then 
existing Federal Government. 

If it should ever be decided that after the United States, as a trustee, 
had taken actual possession of the trust subject and had disposed 
of it and converted it into money without the title which she con 
veyed being challenged by a single grantee, she can herself raiso the 
question of title, it may be safely said that Virginia will have no 
trouble in demonstrating that her grant from England was prior in 
time to all other claimants, and that she added to her superior paper 
title and energetic and successful fight for possession. The lawyers 
can hardly imagine that such a monstrous proposition of law will 
ever be urged. 

Of course, the rights of West Virginia are based upon her partner- 
ship with Virginia up to the separation in 1863. It could hardly be 
possible that the considerations which have been gone over in the 
Virginia debt suit could fail to lead to the conclusion that West 
Virginia is entitled to a just and equitable proportion of all of the 
assets of Virginia up to the time that the new State was formed. I 
know of no opposition in Virginia now to this basis of settlement, 
so far as this claim is concerned. The two Senators from Virginia 
stated, at the time my bill was introduced in the Senate, that Virginia 
conceded that West Virginia would be entitled to her proportion of 
whatever might be recovered from the Federal Government. I am 
sure that upon that point there will be no serious dispute. 

I have always entertained grave doubt as to whether or not thia 
suit could be brought in the Court of Claims. I had not examined the 
question with much care when I introduced the first bill My theory 
then was that legislation would be required to give the consent of the 
Federal Government to its being sued. 

I confess that a more recent investigation of the subject has left 
some doubt in my mind as to whether a suit can be brought now in the 
Court of Claims. In the case of the United States rv. Louisiana 
(123 U. S. 82) it is held that the Court of Claims has jurisdiction of 
an action brought by a State against the United States for a demand 
arising upon an act of Congress. Before that time it had been con 
tended that the clause of the Constitution giving the Supreme Court 
original jurisdiction in a suit in which a State was a party would 
prevent a State from suing in the Court of Claims. The case quoted 
settles that question, but it leaves open two points: First, whether or 
not this is a demand arising upon an act of Congress; and, second, 
when the statute of limitations of six years would begin to run, if it 
could run at all in favor of a trustee under the circumstances in this 
ease. I will not discuss these two points, because I think the better 
way is to get authority from Congress to bring the suit in the Su- 
preme Court of the United States and settle the question once and 
for all. But it might be well for those in authority to look into this 
question of the right to sue in the Court of Claims and the advisa 
bility of doing so That is not a matter for me to decide, but it wonld 
seem to me that the right to do so would be very doubtful, 
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I I introduced 1s to give the 
cor i G rn to suit It does not ask for any 
mo ttlemer by the Federal Government; it does not ask Con- 
sei to ¢ iit itself to anything, exeept to the proposition that the 
Weds Gir rnment can not afford to eecupy the relation of a de- 
faul ( deHnqnent trustee, especially where the beneficiaries are 
Fovereign Stat West Vi ia can well urge, and I fell convinced 
that V nia will second ery move in this direction, that the 
United States can not afford to deny to a sovercien State the right 
to litigate so important a matter Indeed, it would m to me that 
the Federal Gk oment ourht not to deny to a State the right to sue 
in the Federal court on any mwatter. But wh it comes to a case 
wherein it is claimed that the Pederal Government is a defaulting, 
deling t, or negligent trustee, and that she is taking the benefit 
of a defect in the Constitution to withhold from States money or 
property % ich was plnced in her hands for a purpose s sacred as 
1 consommation of the original Federal compact and the successful 
nr iffon of the Revolutionary War, the citizer ef the country 
should hang their he 'ts in shame till a settlement be made. The 
richt te ne fin the Cvccrt of Claims has already been given to In 
dians, Indtan tribe corporations, and individuals Liberal with all 
J interest why should the Government be a hard taskmaster 
wit the s ‘reign States which gave dt birth? Some court, some 
t nal, muet yner or later do justice in this important matter, 
I seemed to me that now ts the time for the legal profession 
to ¢ the matter consideratic and for the people to consider the 
( t 1 full 1 carefully and, untess the judgment of the State 
j nst my « ention, let us press this claim with the vigor and 
a which we have shown in other matters where the rights 
‘ nN involved 
VV have been forced to submit to the decision of the Supreme 
‘ t of tl Wnited States in a case wherein a judgment for over 
£12, 000,900 ha een rendered against us Whatever we may do or 
\ uch we ma eieve that no s h judgment should 
hay 1 n rendered, it is on record against us as the judgment of the 
highest t In the land, and to us that means the iguest court on 
eart I uncertainty and doubt over this unfortunate situation 
in which w have been placed we find that the Feder Government | 
ow; u ‘ a solemn contract the proceeds of an inheritance reserved 
to us by our forefathers of Virginia, possibly written by the hand of 
the great Jefferson, as he was one of the delegat who presented 
the deed. Shall we give it up? Shall we ignore a claim which seems 
BO just and the evidence of which is so clear? Shall we sit by and 
do nothing? Or shall we grasp this opportunity like young, vigorous 
West Virginlans are accustomed to do in everything, and by compelling 
power of a united, determined effort make the Halls of Congress ring 
with the demand for justice With such a cause we can not and will 
not fail if we do our full duty. 


CUARLBSTON, W. VA,, July 23, 1915. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri is 
recognized 

Mr. SIMMONS and Mr. BRUCE addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri vield:; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. SPENCER. JI ask unanimous consent that when I shall 
have vielded to the Senator from North Carolina I may be 
allowed to resume the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, und the Senator from North Carolina is recognized. 
MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE HON. CLAUDE KITCHIN 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp a brief statement by myself with 
reference to the life and public services of the Hon, CLAUDE 
KircuN, late minority leader of the House of Representatives. 
Memorial services were held in the House for the late Mr, 
KircHIN and the volume embracing the speeches of Mr. 
KITCHIN’s colleagues on that oceasion will shortly be printed. 
I wish my brief statement to appear in that volume. Mr, 
KITCHIN Was one of the greatest parliamentary leaders and 
debaters of the present day. 

The PRIESSIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr, President, I can not permit this session 
of Congress to close without paying a personal tribute to the 
great party and parliamentary leader of the body at the other 
end of the Capitol who has lately passed to the Great Beyond. 
The House has already held memorial services in honor of 
Mr. Krreurn and his colleagues in that body have spoken in just 
and deserved eulogy of his life and his high public service. 

The old practice of holding memorial services in the Senate 
for Members of the House, however distinguished, has fallen 
into disuse. The position which CLaupe KivcHLn attained and 
occupied in the Republic was so eminent and unusual, however, 
that it would not be fitting for the Senate to adjourn without 
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further notice of his death than the resolutions of 
condolence that have already been unanimously ad 
Chamber. 

CLAUDE KITCHIN was twelve consecutive times elected a Rey 
resentative in Congress from the second congressional di 
of North Carolina. He entered the House at the early age o 
ol years and his conspicuous ability and devotion to hig 
country did not have to wait long for proper recognition It 
is not too much to say that Mr. Krrcuin was the greaté 
debater and fleor leader that the Democratic Party has ha: 
in the House of Representatives in this generation. I do ine 
think that in the forum of debate he had any superior in h 
day in the United States. His work in committee and in 
councils of his party was equally able and useful. 

For nearly a decade prior to the time he was stricken on 
the floor of the House, our relations were peculiarly intime 
and constant. Under the two terms of the Wilson adminis 
tration Mr. KircHIN was, during the greater part of the time 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the Hous 
and I was chairman of the Committee on Finance of th« 
Senate, these two committees having direct charge and juris 
diction over financial, tariff, and internal revenue legislation 
of the Congress. In those hard and strenuous days and nichts 
of the World War I had opportunity extraordinary to learn 


SOTrTow 


nted in 


| the quality of the steel and the character with which Crain: 





KITCHIN was fashioned. Although just a few years before, 
Mr. KircHin had opposed my reelection to the United States 
Senate, advocating instead the election of his brother, ex- 
Governor William W. Kitchin, who was one of the candidates 
opposing me and who himself had served many years in th 
House, the late House minority leader (then the majority 
leader) and I became the elosest of friends in our work dur- 
ing the war. 

For years before Cravpr Kircurn’s death, I do not think T 
had a more devoted or unselfish friend than he. I was proud 
of his friendship and I shall take joy from the memory of it 
as long as I live. One of the last letters that I received from 
him—it was written by his own hand—assured me that if I 
should have opposition for re-election to the Senate this year 
for my fifth term, he would, if humanly possible, arise from 
his sick bed and take the stump for me in the campaign. I fully 
reciprocated his affection, and the illness that struck him down 
in the prime ef superb manhood and at the height of his power 
and usefulness brought deep personal grief to me, not only be- 
cause of my affection for him but because I realized the severe 
loss that the country suffered in being deprived of CLAUDE 
KITCHIN’S services, 

His gallant spirit was undaunted to the day of his death, 
and he never gave up. His love for his country reached the 
flood-tide, even as disease laid its hand heavily and more 
heavily upon his bedy. He never abated his intense interest 
in legislation and the government of his country. I have in 
my files letters from him, written with trembling hand, 1) 


| show that even as he walked down into the Valley 0 .# 


Shadow of Death his thoughts and solicitude were only for 
his country and his family and not at ali for himself. 

Mr. KireHIN sprang from a brave and manly race. Both 
himself and his brother ex-Governor Kitchin were almost 
perfect specimens of the finest physical, intellectual, and moral 
manhood. For two hundred years, every drop of their blood 
had been American blood and North Carolina blood. Their 
father served in Congress before them. Their mother was a 
member of the distinguished Arrington family that had also 
given Representatives in Congress to the State. 

CLAubE KircHin’s home life was ideal. He was devoted to 
his wife and children and they were devoted to him. His 
private life was as pure as that of the purest woman. His 
life and career can not fail to be an inspiration for all time 
to the youth of the State that he loved and served so well. 

Browning must have had in mind one such as CLAUDE 
KircHin when he wrote: 

One who never turned his back, but marched breast forward, 

Never dowbted clouds would break, 

Never dreamed though right were worsted, wrong would triumph, 

lfeld we fall to rise, are baffled to fight better, 

Slecp to wake, 


On May 31, 1923, in his home district, where he was loved 
as probably no man had been loved before, the knightly spirit 
of the great Democratic leader of the House of Representatives 
passed to the Master. He died as he lived, loving his friends, 
his family, his country, and his God—and quite unafraid. 

I sto beside his grave and saw loving hands commit his 
body to his native soil, every inch of which he had loved with 
a holy love, while a vast multitude of North Carolinians steod 
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evercome with sorrow, and dazed with the realization that 
would see him and have him for their leader and champion 
more. 
And now 
The storm of life has softened to a breeze 
That gently woos the lilies on his grave; 
No more of shipwreck, or of angry seas; 
God give him rest—rest for the true and brave. 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I understood there were to 
memorial services for CLAupbE Kircuin in the Senate. I un- 
stand from the statement just made by my colleague that 
hat is not going to be done. I therefore ask a similar privi 

e to that just rendered to my colleague, and ask the same 

ier, 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER, Without objection permission 
ranted to the junior Senator from North Carolina as re 

vested. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Cravupr KItTcHIN was indeed a great man. 

fis career Was comparatively a short one, but like a star of the 

magnitude he gradually rose higher and brighter in the 
litical firmament until he could be seen and admired by all 
tunately his brilliant career was cut short before it had 
‘hed its zenith and his death caused the entire country to 
urn. His fame, deservedly great, was not inclosed by the 
indaries of his own State or section, and when the sad news 
his death was spread over the country by the press it was 
ven the place of honor in al! of the papers of the country and 
irried in big headlines which told the people of the passing 

f one of their really great leaders. 

few North Carolinians ever shed more luster and glory upon 

eir native St.te than did Mr. Krrenrn. It was shortly after 
he entered the House of Representatives that he impressed his 
colleagues and his countrymen with his great abilities and 
common sense and they knew at once that a new leader had 
come among them. In the last 60 years the House hus had 
some great parliamentary leaders. Sam Randall, of Penn 
svyivania; Tom Reed, of Maine; James D. Riehardson, of Ten- 
nessee; Champ Clark, of Missouri; and Joe Cannon, of Illinois, 
nre some of the greatest. CLAUDE KITCHIN was the equal of 
any of these and in some respects their superior, especially in a 
running debate. When he drew his keen Damascus blade all with 
whom he contended went down thoroughly discomfited before 
his able reasoning, his shining wit, and his biting sareasm, 
but because the contest was always pitched by Mr. KircHtn 
upen such fair and friendly grounds none of the victims of his 
power ever went down with the &8ting which usually accom- 
panies defeat. He was loved and admired both by his friends 
and opponents. He was recognized as a statesman of sublime 
courage, which was perhaps his chief characteristic. Other 
noble qualities which he possessed in a remarks ble degree were 
his ringing sincerity, a strong love of truth and fair play, and 
an utter hatred of all sham, deceit, and hypocrisy. He was a 
militant “Son of Truth.” Neither his friends nor his enemies 
could persuade him to depart from what he believed to be right 
in principle and morals. Once he saw the principle in a con- 
test or question he would fight to the last ditch to establish 
it, and neither the thrill of winning a specious vietory by com- 
promise nor the enhancing of his reputation or popularity 
could move him from it. 

The first time I ever met him was as a member of the plat- 
form committee of the State Democratic convention of 1900, 
beth of us having had the honor of serving upon that com- 
mittee, Which was eomposed of some of the great leaders of 
the party, such as Gov. Thomas J. Jarvis, Josephus Daniels, 
Gov. R. A. Doughton, and James A, Lockhart. At that time 
the party was face to face with a crisis and the future success 
or failure of the party hung upon its action upon a certain reso- 
lution which had been presented to the convention by the lead- 
ers of the Populist Party. The resolution proposed that the 
Democrats fuse with the Populists in the coming campaign. and 
it was submitted to the platform committee for recommenda- 
tion. Four years before the Populists had fused with the 
Republicans and they had carried the State by a very large 
majority, and consequently the temptation to fuse was great. 
When the resolution came before the committee Mr. Kitcatn, 
Mr. Lockhart, and myself fought it bitterly. The vote was 
very close when Gov. W. W. Kitchin, who was also a member 
of the committee and the only Democratic Member of Con- 
gress from North Carolina at that time, appealed to his brother 
to support the resolution, saying that W. J. Bryan, the Demo- 
cratic presidential nominee, had written a letter advising such 
fusion, and that the failure to adopt the resolution would be 
a Slap in the face of Mr. Bryan and would mean his (the goy- 
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ernor’s) defeat for Congress and the defeat of the party in the 
coming campaign in the State. But Mr. Krrcentn replied: 
“You are my brother, te whom I am devoted and whom [I 
would be pleased to serve, but the integrity and suecess of the 
Democratic Party is nearer and dearer to me than your elee- 
tion to Congress and I cai not go with you on the resolution.” 
Then other outside and powerful influences were brought to 
bear upon him, but without avail. The resolution was defeated 
by a majority of one, CLaupe KivrcuIn casting his vote t 
it. Mr. Krrcuin 


bill 


was then a very young man, just beginning his 
political career, and I have never seen such sublime and 
courage as was exhibited by him on that occasion, for when 
his youth, the time and place, and the influences brought to 
bear upon him are considered, it will be seen that such a vote 
could only have been given by a very strong and brave young 
man. The resolution was defeated by his vote and the result 
was the election of Charles B. Aycock as governor of the Stat 
the reelection of his brother to Congress and a great Demo- 


cratic victory, the disruption of his party avoided, and the 
preservation of its time-honored principles 

At another time in a great crisis was this wonderful courage 
and independence shown. The war resolution was before ¢ 
cress, and both parties were almost unanimously in its favor 
and the public sentiment throughout the entire country and 
the people of his State and district were in favor of it, yet 
against the advice and appeals of his friends Mr. KircHtn 


almost solitary and alone voted against it. He was honest. tle 
sincerely believed that war between this country and Germany 


eould be avoided; 





that it was unnecessary, and therefore he 
voted against it. But when war was declared, with all his 
energy and ability, he gave Weodrow Wilson and his admin 
istration his unbounded and patriotic support, 


leading his 
party and the Republicans as well in the support 


of all of the 
great war appropriations and all legislative matters recom 
mended by the administration for the carrying on of the war 
to the end that we might achieve a glorious victory. He loved 
his country and his people, but never could he be swerved by 
party or personal considerations from doing that which bis eon 
science told him was right and proper, 

He was a great student and was thoroughly prepared wv 
ever he undertook the discussion of a great question se that it 
was impossible to trap him or throw him off his base 
debate. He always invited interruption, and was 
strong and invincible as when on his feet answerin 
tories. 

Of high character, of unimpeachable integrity, of sublime 
courage, a great lover of truth, a splendid statesman, never 
deserting a friend nor striking an enemy while he was down, 
few greater men have lived in our day and generation. 

Within the circle of his home he was ever blessed with the 
devotion of a noble wife and with the passionate love of his 
children, and he was never so happy as when surrounded by 
his wife and children in his beautiful home. His family wor 
shiped him, his district and his State were proud of him and 
loved him, and the country aft larce felt the same pride and 
gave him the same confidence it always feels and gives a erent 
public servant in whose courage and integrity it has complete 
confidence. 

He was sick a long time, but he bore ft all with the same 
courage and patience exhibited by him during his whole life 
Finally weak, tired, and exhausted, he fell asleep. He so lived 
that when his summons came to join 


im 
never so 


vy interrogm 


The innumerable caravan which moves 
To that mysterious realm where each shall take 
Ilis chamber in the silent hall of death, 

He went, not like the quarry stave at nigl 


Scourged to his dungeon, but stained 


it I othed 
By an unfaltering trust pproaching his gra 
Like one that draws the drapery of his coucl 


About him, and lies down to pleasant 


dreams 
MEAT-PACKING INDUSTRY 


Mr. BRUCE and Mr. FRAZLPR addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis 
souri yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask unanimous consent that when I shall 
have yielded to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. FrRazter] 
I may be allowed to resume the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chai: 
hears none, and it is so ordered, 

Mr. FRAZIER. I ask wnanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp a statement from the Parmers’ National Council 
in regard to the effort to modify the setting aside of the 
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packers’ 


both the producers and the consumers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered, 

The statement is as follows: 


{[Farmers’ National Council, Bliss Building, Washington, D. C., Hon. 
Herbert F. Baker, president; Mrs. George P. Hampton, treasurer; 
senjamin C, Marsh, managing director] 


WHY THE MEAT PACKERS FIGHT DESPERATELY TO HAVE CONSENT DECRER 
SEY ASIDB 
The Federal Trade Commission, in its report to the President on 
profiteering in 1918, said regarding the meat packers: 

“Five meat packers, Armour, Swift, Morris, Wilson, and Cudahy, 
and their subsidiary and affiliated companies have monopolistic 
control of the meat industry and are reaching for like domination 
in other products. Their manipulations of the market embrace 
every device that is useful to them without regard to law. Their 
reward, expressed in terms of profit, reveals that four of these con- 
cerns have pocketed in 1915, 1916, and 1917, $140,000,000. How- 
ever delicate a definition is framed for * profiteering,’ these packers 
have preyed upon the people unconscionably.” 

BiG FIVE MEAT PACKERS CONTROLLED FORTUNES OF COMPETITORS 
The Federal Trade Commission reported to the President on the 
meat-packing industry: 

“It appears that five great packing concerns of the country— 
Swift, Armour, Morris, Cudahy, and Wilson—have attained such 
a dominant position that they control at will the market in 
which they buy their supplies, the market in which they sell their 
products, and hold the fortunes of their competitors in their 
hands. 

“Not only is the business of gathering, preparing, and selling 
meat products in their control but an almost countless number of 
by-product industries are similarly dominated; and not content 
with reaching out for mastery as to commodities which substitute 
for meat and its by-products, they have invaded allied industries 
and even unrelated ones. 

“The combination has not stopped at the most minute integra- 
tion but has gone on into a stage of conglomeration, so that 
unrelated heterogeneous enterprises are brought under control.” 
BIG FIVE MEAT PACKERS CONTROLLED 600 SUBSIDIARY CONCERNS 

The commission stated : 

“The menace of this concentrated control of the Nation's food 
is increased by the fact that these five corporations and their five 
hundred and odd subsidiary, controlled, and affiliated companies 
are bound together by joint ownership, agreements, understand- 
ings, communities of interest, and family relationships. 

“The combination among the Big Five is not a casual agree- 
ment brought about by indirect and obscure methods, but a definite 
and positive conspiracy for the purpose of regulating purchases 
of livestock and controlling the price of meat, the terms of the 
conspiracy being found in certain documents which are in our 
possession.” 

HOW BIG FIVE USES POWER UNFAIRLY AND ILLEGALLY 
The commission states: 

“The power of the Big Five in the United States has been and 
is being unfairly and illegally used to— 

“Manipulate livestock markets; 

“Restrict interstate and international supplies of foods; 

“Control the prices of dressed meats and other foods; 

* Defraud both the producers of food and consumers ; 

“Crush effective competition ; 

“Secure special privileges from railroads, stockyard companies, 
and municipalities ; and 

* Profiteer. 

“The packers’ profits in 1917 were more than four times as 
great as in the average year before the European war, although 
their sales in dollars and cents at even the inflated prices of last 
year had barely doubled.” 

THE BIG FIVE MISSED NOTHING FROM HIDES TO CURLED HAIR 
The commission’s investigation showed : 

“Control of the meat industry carries with it not only control 
of all kinds of fresh and preserved meats, but in addition a very 
great competitive advantage in more than a hundred products 
and by-products arising in connection with their preparation and 
manufacture, ranging in importance from hides and oleomargarine 
to sandpaper and curled hair. In all these lines the Big Five's 
percentage of control, as compared with other slaughterers, is 
greater even than the percentage of animals killed, because of 
the fact that many of the small packers are not equipped or 
have been unable to utilize their by-products.” 











agreement. The statement shows how the packers in 
the past have controlled the meat products to the injury of 


The Big Five were strongly entrenching themselves in the following 
among hundreds of lines of unrelated business. 

1. All possible substitutes for meat, such as “fish, poultry, ergs. 
milk, butter, cheese, and all kinds of vegetable-oil products, and have 


secured strategic points of collection, preparation, and distribution of 
these products.” 


” 


2. Canned fruits, vegetables, etc. : 

“Fruit and vegetable canning and preserving are remote from 
slaughtering and meat packing, but the big packers, through 
ownership of refrigerator car lines and their branch house sys 
tem of distribution, possess special advantages for control of this 
field of industry. The Big Five’s advantage in this field rest 
not so much on their ownership of canning factories, although in 
some branches their output amounts to more than a quarter of 
the total for the United States, as upon their rapidly growing 
control of the wholesale distribution of canned goods.” 

3. Staple groceries and vegetables—such as rice, sugar, potatoes, 
beans, and coffee, and they had “increased their sales at such a great 
rate that in certain of these lines they have become dominant 
factors.” 

4. Fertilizers, hides, leather, and wool: “The Big Five not only 
handle more than three-fourths of the hides and skins produced by 
interstate slaughterers but directly or through their subsidiaries, or 
through leases or contracts, tan a large part of the leather produced 
in the United States,” the Trade Commission showed. 


INSTRUMENTS OF CONTROL AND MONOPOLY 


“These stragetic positions, which serve not only to protect the con- 
trols which the big packers have already acquired but to insure their 
easy conquest of new fields are: 

“ Stockyards, with their collateral institutions, such as terminal 
roads, cattle-loan banks, and market papers. 

“Private refrigerator-car lines for the transportation of all 
kinds of perishable foods. 

“ Cold-storage plants for the preservation of perishable foods, 

“ Branch-house system of wholesale distribution. 

“ Banks and real estate.” 


BIG FIVE PLAN TO CONTROL NATION’S FOOD SUPPLY SOON 


“Last year (1917) the Big Five's conrbined sales totaled 
$2,127,245,000. At the present rate of expansion, within a few 


years the big packers would control the wholesale distribution of 
the Nation's food supply.” 


BIG FIVE GET EASY CREDIT THROUGH CONTROL OF BANKS 


The Big Five meat packers were represented, the Federal Trade Com- 
nrission reported, “on the board of directors through members of the 
individual families or through officers, directors, or confidential em- 
ployees of the packing companies” in three banks in each of the cities: 
Boston; Kansas City, Mo.; Wichita, Kans,; and Omaha; 9 in New 
York; 25 in Chicago; 5 in St. Joseph, Mo.; 2 in each of the cities of 
South St. Paul and San Francisco; and 1 in Portland, Oreg.; Denver, 
Colo.; Fort Worth, Tex.; Oklahoma City; Sioux City, Iowa; and East 
St. Louis, Ill. All of these are important packing centers. 


BIG FIVE WANT TO CUT MELLONS IN EVERY FIELD 


In 1921 the gross income of corporations manufacturing food prod- 
ucts, liquor, and tobacco was $8,269,546,864, of those manufacturing 
leather products $1,417,997,579—a total of nearly $10,000,000,000. 
The packers’ consent decree entered by the court in 1920 by agree- 
ment between the then Attorney General, A. Mitchell Palmer, and the 
meat packers, was largely due to the fear of the “Big Five” meat 
packers that Congress would enact legislation definitely keeping them 
out of these unrelated lines of business. 

They had good reason to fear this. On May 26, 1903, the Supreme 
Court of the United States issued a permanent injunction against the 
big packers, ordering them to refrain from specified practices which 
were in violation of the antitrust law. 

The Federal Trade Commission in its report on the meat-packing in- 
dustry stated: 

“But how little the big packers respected the courts of the 
Nation and feared its law is revealed by the fact, whith has since 
come to light, that almost coincident with the application for an 
injunction the three largest—Armour, Swift, and Morris—secretly 
set to work to buy up many of their actual and potential com- 
petitors, with the object of forming a gigantic merger, monopoliz- 
ing almost completely the entire meat industry.” 


BIG FIVE MEAT PACKERS FEARED INDICTMENTS 
The Federal Trade Commission gives details of the meat packers’ 
conspiracy and violation of the injunction and laws of the Nation. 


The injunction forbade the meat packers to refrain from bidding 
against each other in the purchase of livestock or at the sale of live- 


stock, or “by combination, conspiracy, or contract raising or lowering 


prices,” but the meat packers violated nearly every provision of this 
injunction, so that in 1916 the representatives of several of these meat 


packers—R. C. McMannus, J. M, Chaplin, and R. D. White—wrote to 
their employers: 
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“If we are to avoid indictments, we must immediately decide 
upon such steps as will first bring better feeling, by showing a dis- 
position to cooperate.” 

Another committee of packers’ employees stated that year: 

“As matters now stand criminal prosecutions are sure to 
follow.” 

In 1916 the Federal Trade Commission made its marveleus report 
on the entire meat-packing industry, the most complete expesé of big 
business methods and manipulations ever made by a government 
iency. The Nation was shocked by the revelations as it has been 

ked by the current revelations about Teapot Dome, the Veter- 

; Bureau, the Shipping Board scandals, and the Department of 


= co * e “ * 
HUW THE BIG PIVE WROTE THE LAW YO CONTROL THEM, AND CONTROLLED 
THEIR “ CONTROLLMR ” 

The Big Five meat packers next proceeded te control the Senate and 
the House of Representatives of the United States in the writing of 
the so-called “packers and stockyards act of 1921,” keeping all 

teeth out of it. 

They defeated the effort of the progressive forces of the Nation 
to have the administration of the packers and stockyards act vested 
in the Federal Trade Commission, and put it under the Secretary of 
\criculture, Mr. Wallace. 

They next forced or persuaded Secretary Wallace to appoint two 
of their tools, Mr. Chester Morrill and Mr. Charles J. Brand, to | 
enforce the act, and se they have controlled their comtroliers. They 
then “ persuaded ” Secretary Wallace not to compel them to install a 
uniform system of accounts; for that would have revealed their 
manipulations and profits. They pulled the wool over Secretary 
Wallace’s eyes, till Arutour and Morris were merged. 

Over two years ago they made a big effort to bave the consent 
decree set aside. They failed. The present is their second effort ‘to 
get back into the trough with both feet. 

The American people must net permit a nation-wide feod trust. 


BIG FIVH WIN POINT IN COURT DECISTION 


The decision of the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia 
that the California Cooperative Canneries may intervene in action to 
set aside or modify the packers’ consent decree appears to be a 
significant point in favor of the meat packers who projected the con- 
sent decree to prevent legislation to stop their monopolization of food 
distribution. The court asserts that a lower court would not be 
sustained in declaring the packers’ combination illegal “If its effect 
is to safeguard one public interest by the destruction of another.” 

The circuit court of appeals recommends that the District of 
Columbia Supreme Court investigate whether the effect of the packers’ 
consent decree has been to encourage a monopoly by the wholesale 
grocers. This is an implied criticism of the lower court for enter- 
ing the packers’ consent decree of former Attorney General Palmer 
for agreeing to the consent decree and of present Attorney General 
Stone for not proceeding against the wholesale grocers with sufficient 
vigor or at least investigating whether they are creating or threaten 
a monopoly. 

The decision does not set the consent decree aside nor modify it; 
it does indicate a question in the mind of fhe court whether such 
action would not bk wise. ‘This decision makes clear, however, the 
imperative need of legislation to keep the meat packers out of unre- 
lated lines of business, which will be sought in the next Congress. 
The possibility of a monopoly does not justify court protection of an 
established and growing monopoly, which the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion’s report on the meat-packing industry showed the Big Five 
packers to be even before the Armour-Morris merger. Definite con- 
gressional action, not the decision of a court, is the proper and orderly 
way to determine questions of such scope and importance. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SOUGHT TO END PACKERS’ MONOPOLIES 


In the Attorney General's petition for the entry of the packers’ con- 
sent decree filed in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia 
February 27, 1920, he stated: 

“This petition is filed and these proceedings are instituted to 
put an end to any and all monopolies which the defendants may 
have created or ebtained in the interstate trade or commerce of 
livesteck, meat preducts, and substitute foods and to prevent the 
continuance of unlawful nmrenopolies by the -defendants, in the 
aforesaid trade or commerce in the products and commodities so 

described and to deprive said defendants of certain instrumentali- 
ties, facilities, and advantages by which they have been enabled 
theretofore to more effectively perfect their attempts to monopo- 
lize; to compel the defendants to desist from dealing in certain 
of the substitute foods and certain of the unrelated commodities; 
to limit in the manner heremafter set forth the interests which 
the individual defendants may ‘have in corporations handling cer- 
tain substitute foods and unrelated commodities; and to dissolve 
any and all contracts, conrbinations, and conspiracies in restraint 
of trade or commerce between the several States, which contracts, 





combinations, or conspiracies are more fully hereinafter described, 
and to prevent said defendants from maintaining said contracts, 
combinations, or conspiracies with each olher, or from entering 
into further contracts, combinations, or conspiracies with each 
other or with other persons.” 


BIG FIVE MEAT PACKERS HAD MACHINERY COVERING THE NATION 
Discussing the machinery the Big Five meat packers had established 


| to enable them to continue and expand their monopolization of food 
| distribution throughout the United States, the Attorney General stated 
im this petition : 


“The parent companies operated as of June, 1918, 1,297 route 
cars, which constituted 90 per cent ef the total number operated 
in the packing industry. Said route cars reach and serve dealers 
in 37,176 towns and operate in 37 of the States of the United 
States. 

“ Autotrucks: This is a further development of the route-car 
plan. It had its origin in the development of the motor truck, 
and because of its freedom from railway limitations and sched- 
ules it is enabled to reach a wider radius and smaller towns than 
is the route car. ‘The autotrucks have been adopted primarily 
by Armour & Co. as a supplement to the car routes These auto- 
trucks reach and serve a total of 20,836 towns throughout the 
United States.” 

CONTROL OF SUESTITUTE FOODS 
The Attorney General stated that (in default of adequate legisla- 


tion) a decree of the court was necessary to prevent control of the 
Nation's feed by the meat packers. He said: 


“Having eliminated competition in the meat products, the de- 
fendants (the Big Five meat packers) next took cognizance of 
the competition which micht be expected from what we here 
refer to as substitute foods,” and stated: 

“These attempts to monopelize have resnited in complete con- 
trol in many of the substitute food lines. They have made sub- 
stantial headway in others. The control is extensively and rapidly 
inereasing. New flelds are gradually being tnvaded, and unless 
prevented by a decree of this court the defendants will within 
the compass of a few years contrel the quantity and price of each 
article of food fownd on the American table.” 

BIG FIVE CONTROLLED NEARLY SIX HUNDRED CORPORATIONS 

The Attorney General stated: 

“The parent companies of the individual defendants (the 
Big Vive) and their families maintain and control 574 corpora- 
tions or concerns, including 131 trade names. They have a 
significant minority stock interest in 05 others and an interest 
of unknown extent in an additional 92. Thus the total number 
of concerns in which they have control or interest is some 762. 
In the years that are past the parent companies have acquired 
or organized many other concerns and have maintained them so 
long as they were useful for their purposes. When no longer 
useful these concerns so acquired or organized have been dissolved 
and their businesses have been merged into that of the parent 
companies or that of other subsidiaries. Such dissolved corpora- 
tions and concerns are omitted in the above compilation except in 
those Instances where their names have been continued as trade 
names, The total of 762, abeve etated, therefore, falls far short 
of representing the total number of concerns that corporate and 
individual defendants have acquired or have organized in further- 
ance of the general scheme and plan of action already explained.” 
CALIFORNIA COOPERATIVE CANNERTES DUMMY FOR ARMOUR & CO, 

The fact that the California Cooperative Canneries is a dummy for 
or influenced by Armour & Co. is shown by the admission of Mr. 
Vernon Campbell, its vice president and general manager, before the 
Interdepartmental Committee, representing the Attorney General, and 
the Departments of Agriculture and Commerce, which held hearings 
in 1922 on Mr. Campbell's application for a modification of the 
packers’ consent decree to permit Armour & Co. to continne the (dis- 
tribution of the canneries’ fruft pack. Mr. Campbell admitted that 
Armour & Co. loaned his company $200,000, which was used to 
construct their first packing plant at San Jose, Calif., upon which 
Armour & Co. held the mortgage at that time. He further admitted 
that Mr. Armour had given bim Mr. Armour’s authority to offer Mr. 
Armour’s tndorsement for fhe notes of the California Cooperative 
Canneries, and that both Mr. Armour and Mr. Wilson (of Wilson & 
Co.) ‘had told him “that they would not resist modification of the 
decree.” 

MR. CAMPBELL FOUND SUBSTITUTE DISTRIBUTON 


Mr. Campbell testified to this committee that in 1921—a full year 
after the consent decree went into effect—they had sold a larger 
per cent of their pack at that time than they had sold the preced- 
ing year at the same time, although claiming a smaller pack. 

It was provided in Mr. Campbell's contract with Armour & Co. 
that the prices to be paid the canneries for its product should be the 
same as those fixed by the California Packing ©o., and that such 
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products were resold by Armour & Co. at the usual market prices. If 
any saving was effected by Armour & Co. in such distribution, that 


saving was kept by Armour & Co. itself as additional profits and did 
not benefit the consumer. 


STEVS THE BIG FIVE PACKERS HAVE FOLLOWED TO CREATE MONOPOLY 

The Big Five meat packers— 

1. Agreed to the packers’ consent decree to prevent legislation be- 
ing urged before Congress to keep them out of unrelated lines of busi- 
ness. Mr. Campbell said regarding the decree: “‘ When I talked to 
Mr. White, vice president (now president) of Armour & Co., I asked 
him why they had signed such a foolish arrangement, and he said 
they were holding a gun at his head and he had to do something.” 

2. Killed any real and adequate packer-control legislation. 

%. Secured control of the enforcement of the packers and stock- 
yards act, and have made it largely a nullity, as_ producers know from 
prices they get and consumers from prices they pay. 

1. Have succeeded in getting a dummy to be allowed to intervene 
to break down the packers’ consent decree, while they can seem 
to be satisfied with It. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
will proceed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE.CONSTITUTION 


Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri vieid to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask unanimous consent that when I shall 
have yielded to the Senator from Maryland I may be allowed 
to resume my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, 
and under the unanimous-consent agreement the Senator from 
Maryland is recognized. 

Mr. BRUCE. I ask permission to have inserted in the 
RecorpD an essay urging conventions in the matter of constitu- 
tional amendments, by Mr. George Stewart Brown. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Maryland? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered, 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


[From the Baltimore Sun of May 22, 1924] 

Urces CONVENTIONS FOR ALL AMENDMENTS—RECENT ACTS OF RATIFY- 
ING LEGISLATURES CIPED TO SHOW NEED OF PEOPLE BEING CONSULTED 
ON CONSTITUTIONAL CHANGES 

(By George Stewart Brown) 


New YorK, May 21.-—-The people who have to live under constitutional 
changes have a right to be consulted in making those changes. If radi- 
cal constitutional changes, however desirable they may seem to their 
advocates, are made without consulting the people, that Is not only un- 
fair and unjust to the people, but it is bound to result in irritation, 
confusion, and disrespect for our institutions. 

John Marshall said in one of his most famous decisions : 


“The people made the Constitution, and the people can unmake 
it. It is the creature of their will. But this supreme and irresisti- 
ble power to make or unmake resides only in the whole body of the 
people; not in any subdivision of them. The attempt of any of the 
parts to exercise it is usurpation and ought to be repelled by those 
to whom the people have delegated the power of repelling it.” 

After the experience of ratifications by legislatures in the case of the 
last two amendments no one can honestly claim that “ legislatures”’ 
can be trusted to accurately record the will of the people of their States 
in ratifying Federal amendments. 

A few glaring illustrations should be sufficient to demonstrate this to 
the most obtuse. 

In Missouri and California the legislatures which voted to ratify the 
eighteenth amendment were elected at the same time that a popular 
referendum was had in those States on State prohibition. In both the 
people voted down prohibition by large majorities. Yet in the teeth of 
that popular decision the Missouri and California Legislatures ratified. 
No man can honestly claim that those legislatures had the moral right 
to thus falsely record the assent of the people of California and Mis- 
souril to the eighteenth amendment. 

In our own State of Maryland we are all familiar with the fact that 
our legislature which voted to ratify was a hold-over legislature, elected 
before the amendment was proposed by Congress, upon entirely differ- 
ent issues, with absolutely no mention of national prohibition in the 
campaign. It is as plain as a pikestaff that our Maryland Legislature 
had no popular mandate and therefore no moral right to record the 
assent of the people of Maryland to the eighteenth amendment. 

In Ohio the people of that State on referendum, by a close vote in 
one of the largest popular votes ever held in the State of Ohio, repudi- 
ated their own legislature’s ratification of the eighteenth amendment 
itself. At the same time by a large majority they adhered to local 

























prohibition. This showed that the people of Ohio had the sense to 
discriminate between local prohibition, remaining under their own coy 
trol, and embodying a police law in practically irrepealable form inty 
our charter of liberty known as the Federal Constitution. 

This last illustration shows conclusively that ratifying legislatures in 
so-called dry States—and they were legion—had no right to assum: 
that because their people had “local prohibition ” 
sarily approve degrading the Federal Constitution 
irrepealable police law therein. 

Those illustrations should be enough to convince any reasonable man 
that it is an outrage to submit Federal amendments to legislatures 
instead of to the people who must live under them, 

The behavior of legislatures in voting upon the nineteenth amend. 
ment was even worse. There, out of the 38 legislatures counted as 
ratifying, one (Vermont) was elected by the vote of the women after 
the amendment had been actually proclaimed: 34 were elected before 
the amendment was proposed by Congress; 30 of these having been 
called into special session and some of them racing with each other to 
see which could ratify first. This was truly an appalling spectacle. 
Of the remaining 10, 9, which were mostly elected after proposal, and 
had a right, therefore, to claim a popular mandate, rejected the amend 
ment, and one (Florida) respected the provision of its State consti 
tution forbidding it to ratify because elected before proposal of the 
amendment. 

Moreover, 13 of the 38 ratifying legislatures ignored previous nega- 
tive referenda in their own States against State suffrage. 

If in the light of these facts any Senator or Congressman insists 
upon referring this new grant of Federal legislative power to mere 
legislatures, he seems to be willing to get power, no matter how, and 
whether the people want him to have it or not. 

Reference to ‘“ conyentions,” on the contrary, is, in effect, a popular 
referendum. There is no such thing as a “ hold-over” convention. 
They must all be chosen after proposal and therefore enjoy a popular 
mandate for their acts. 

Their members must be elected upon the direct issue, free and un- 
confused with all other issues. In each district a candidate will run 
pledged “for ratification’ against a candidate pledged “ against rati- 
fication,”’ thus giving a direct popular vote. 

After such conventions meet they will have nothing else to do except 
this particular duty for which they are especially chosen. They will 
therefore have full and complete opportunity to debate the proposal 
in all its ramifications and complications, for every grant of power 
covers implied powers not expressed in the amendment itself. There 
can be no stampede. 

If after the above-recited performance of legislatures in recent rati- 
fications Congress closes its eyes and blindly refers to them this new 
grant of Federal power, which invades the heart of American “ local 
self-government ” and practically destroys the very basis of American 
constitutional liberty, it will commit a grave wrong upon the American 
people. And if we sit supinely by and let them do it without protest- 
ing, we close our mouths for any further protest against the way the 
eighteenth amendment was put over us without our consent. 

In other words, we will sanction and approve what has been pre- 
viously done and deliberately invite its repetition. 

Moreover, there will be little left to protest about in the future, for 
with express Federal power over child labor enabling statesmen from 
Utah and Texas to prescribe the rules for family life in Maryland and 
New York, and with similar power necessarily implied therefrom over 
child education, and Heaven knows what else, to enforce the !abor 
mandate, no self-government worthy of the name, free from Federal 
interference, will remain to the people of the several States. 

Of course, if our desire for self-government and individual liberty is 
limited to “‘ booze,”’ then we have already become a Nation of political 
illiterates and are past saving, and hardly deserve any protection from 
tyranny, even tyranny over our dining tables, and we might as well 
resign ourselves entirely to the tender care of the new ecclesiastical 
politicians who, from their pulpits, direct the ways of Congress. 

Unless the Senate of the United States has lost its poise—and no 
matter how desirable it considers the child labor amendment may be— 
it will insist that the people be consulted in its ratification. 

We are not petitioning our Federal agents in Congress for favors at 
their hands; nor are we discussing a question of policy. We are 
demanding that they obey and observe the most elementary principle 
of American liberty, familiar to every schoolboy who has read the 
Declaration of Independence, that governments derive their just powers 
only from the consent of the governed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri is 
recognized again. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask unanimous consent that when I have 
yielded to the Senator from Georgia I may be allowed to re- 
sume. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? If not—— | 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I object. There is a very im- | 
portant motion that has been made this morning to take up the 
motion to reconsider House bill 8687. I understood that at the 
close of morning business that matter was to be brought before 
the Senate. I shall object to any further unanimous-consent 
agreement of this nature. 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I thought the Chair had recog- 
nized me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the request of the Senator from Georgia for recognition, and 
the Senator from Missouri asked unanimous consent that he 
might be permitted to yield. The Chair in his haste had about 
completed the formula, but the Senator from Maine was on his 
feet making his objection known, and therefore the Senator 
from Missouri ean not, of course, yield to the Senator from 
Georgia. 

The Chair will say further that the motion of the Senator 
from Montana {Mr. WaAtsuH] stands in the same position as a 
resolution coming over from the previous day, and there being, 
strictly speaking, no unfinished business before the Senate, 
the Senator’s motion is in order. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate take up | 


for consideration the motion made by the Senator from Utah 
|Mr. Kine] to reconsider the action by which House bil 8687 
Was passed. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, who has the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
{[Mr. Spencer] has the floor. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Then I make the point of order 
that the Senator from Maine has no right to address the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well 
taken. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Missouri 
yield to me? 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, I did not catch the statement 
of the Chair with regard to the parliamentary situation, Will 
the Chair be good enough to repeat what he said? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion entered by the | 
Senator from Montana on yesterday in the opinion of the 


Chair stands before the Senate in the same position as a 
resolution coming over from a previous day and was reached 
in its regular order prior to 2 o’clock. There being strictly 
speaking no unfinished business before the Senate, the Senate 
continued discussion of that motion in the nature of a resolu- 
tion coming over from a previous day, and upon that question 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Spencer] has maintained his 
right to the floor. The Senator from Maine, as the Chair 
understands, wishes the Senator from Missouri to yield. 

Mr. SPENCER. I eall the attention of the Chair to Rule IX 
as to whether or not the motion of the Senator from Montana 
to proceed to the consideration of his report is in order after 
2 o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Of course it is in order after 
2 o'clock, in the opinion of the Chair, because there was no 
unfinished business, and the motion is in the nature of a resolu- 
tion coming over from the previous day. 

LEASES UPON NAVAL OIL RESERVES 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the motion of Mr. 
WatsH of Montana to adopt the report of the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys submitted pursuant to Senate Reso- 
lution 147. 


Mr. SPENCER. I eall the attention of the Chair to the sug- 
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Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, this is an extraor- 
dinary situation. The Senate did proceed to the consideration 
of the motion; the Senator from Missouri claimed the floor to 
debate the motion, and now makes a point of order that the 
motion is not properly before the Senate. 

Mr. SPENOER. I did so bg@gause I did not want to debate 
the motion. 











Objection is made and es, Mr. WALSH of Montana. Rule IX is as follows: 


Immediately after the consideration of cases not objected to upon the 
|} calendar is completed— 


We have not yet reached that, and therefore Rule LX can not 
possibly apply. That applies to what should happen after con- 
sideration of cases not objected to upon the calendar, and we 

| have not yet reached that point— 


| 
and not later than 2 o'clock, if there shall be no special orders for that 
time, the calendar of general orders shall be taken up. 


We may reach that in due course, but it is not before us now. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, prior to 2 o’clock, at the 
time this procedure of the Senator from Missouri started. he 
yielding the floor to various Senators, I made a parliamentary 
inquiry and asked that the unanimous-consent request should 
include the statement that any interruption would not interfere 
| with the business before the Senate. This matter was pending 
aus the business before the Senate before 2 o'clock, and by unani- 
| mous consent was to continue as such, notwithstanding the 
interruptions of the Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Even in view of reference to 
Rule IX, the Chair is of the opinion that the motion of the 
Senator from Montana is properly before the Senate. The 
Senator from Missouri is recognized, and is holding the floor to 
speak upon it. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, again I wish to say to the 
Senator from Montana that now and at any time while Il am 
speaking, if the judgment of the Senator from Montana leads 
him to defer this motion, which calls for no immediate action, 
| I shall cooperaté with him, for it is a duty and not at all a 
pleasure which I feel is imposed upon me at this time. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. SPENCER. I yield. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am very glad to advise the Sen- 
ator from Missouri that the Senator from Montana does not 
even entertain the idea of postponement. 

Mr. SPENCER. Knowing the Senator from Montana as I 
do, I am afraid that that is true. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Missouri yield to me for a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Sreriine in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. SVENCER. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Do I understand that the 
colloquy between the Senator from Montana and the Senator 
from Missouri means that the Senator from Missouri is likely 
to hold the floor until 7 o'clock this evening? 

Mr. SPENCER. I shall finish as soon as I ean, but IT intend 
to discuss the matter at some length. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I judge from the Senator's 
statement that he does not intend to have a vote on this motion 
to-day. 

Mr. SPENCER. I have no desire to prevent consideration of 








gestion that under Rule IX, after 2 o'clock there is a regular the motion; I shall not speak merely to prolong the considera- 


procedure on the calendar itself, a general order, and that 


therefore the motion of the Senator from Montana is out of 
order if a point of order is raised. It falls at 2 o'clock, because 


after 2 o’clock there is a special order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator refer to the 


calendar under Rule VIII? 
Mr. SPENCER. No. I refer to Rule IX, which provides: 


and not later than 2 o'clock, if there shall be no special orders for that 


time, the calendar of general orders— 
Which is the general calendar— ; 
shall be taken up and proceeded with in its order, beginning with the 


first subject on the calendar next after the last subject disposed of in 


proceeding with the calendar; and in such a case— 


There are certain motions which may be made, and only those 
motions. In neither one of those classes does the motion of the 


Senator from Montana come. 
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tion of the motion of the Senator from Montana: but in the 
presentation of the reasons why I do not think it ought to be 
agreed to there will be some time consumed by me. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. And that may be until 7 
o'clock this evening? 

Mr. SPENCER. I should think not; I can not conceive of 
it being so long as that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
will proceed. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, the report which is now be- 
fore the Senate has been somewhat changed from the report 
that was originally presented to the Senate on June 4. Some 
of the corrections which I indicated when the report was first 
presented to the committee have been made in this report. I 
did not have the opportunity to present other mistakes and mis- 
statements which a casual reading of the report evidenced, and 
maby of them are still in the present report. 
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Mr. President, on page 3 of the report as presented by the 
Senutor from Montana it is stated definitely and without 
gu ’ 

I 4 not tended at any time that the store of ofl thus assured 

vn upon for eurrent use or for use at any time when 
the requirements of the Navy could be met by purchases in the open 
mar! 

| statement is not In accordance with the fact or the 
record of the testimony. 

(ieorce Otis Smith stated that the ee were made 
_ ‘the present and future needs of the Navy.” 

One of the very issues In connection vith the whole question 


of naval oil 
remain in 
tored for use omew 


leases is as to whether or not the oll 
to be taken out of the ground and 
aboveground. he statement which 
I have just quoted whieh was made in the report tl at “it was 
not intended at any time that the store of oil thus assured 
should be drawn upon for current use,” is not, as I have said, 
borne out by the record in the case. 

d what George Otis Smith stated, 


I have quote 
drawuals were made “for the present and 


ought to 
the ground or 


here 


that the with- 
future needs of the 
avy. 

More than this, a few years before 1920—in 1917—the 
from Virginian [Mr. Swanson] introduced a bill, 

Mr. Finney in his testimony of 

posed to authorize the Navy 
them drilled 
law, but it 


Senator 
referred to by 
record before us, which pro- 
to drill the reserves or to have 
and to utilize the ofl. That bill did not become a 
indicated the general trend of opinion at that time 
that the off in the naval oil reserves should be utilized as the 
needs of the Navy might requir 

From 1909 to 1920 the policy on the non-Navy oil lands might 
be characterized as no policy at all or even an attempt to 
deline any detinite policy, and the policy as to the naval oil 
was precisely the same. The Walsh-Pittman bill 
which was enacted as the general leasing act of February 25, 
1920, gave no benefit to the Navy whatever. This fact ought 
net to be forgotten that under that general lensing act the Navy 
received nothing. The proceeds of the oil from the ground 
divided, 10 per cent to the Governinent, a part to the 
States, and a part to the Reelamation Service, but the Navy 
secured no part of it. Seeretary Daniels had a different policy 
and secured the passage of the act of June 4, 1920, with all the 
extensive powers which that bill gave to him as Seeretary of 
the Navy, to which I may refer later on. The point we are 
now considering is as to whether the policy of Secretary Daniels 
when the bill of June 4, 1920, was introdueed and passed was 
to keep the oil in the ground and not use it for the Navy or 
whether it was to utilize it. Commander Stuart, on page 783 
of the reeord in the case, made a statement and then continued: 


yn that T say that is that the letter— 


reserves ’ 


were 


< 


The reas¢ 


Referring 
mitted 


to the letter 
a draft of the 


from Secretary Daniels, which trans 
act of June 4, 1920— 


stat wanted the oil for current use. 


s that we 


So that there was, at least, a difference of opinion, 
well-defined purpose under the law of June 4, 1920, 
ihat oil from the ground and, if necessary, 
diate needs. 

Secretary Daniels was opposed to drilling, 
the naval reserves from drainage, a policy which has cost the 
Government millions of barrels of oil. He wanted that oil 
conserved in the ground, and, as I shall show, or attempt to 
shoavy, in a few moments, the oil {in the ground did not help 
the Navy much. The oil stored on the surface for future use 
was of tremendous aid to the Navy. If a foreign nation should 
attuck us, either upon the Pacific or the Atlantic coast, before 
we could get out the oil stored in the ground its usefulness tn 
that attack would be nil It takes two or three years to get 
the oil out of the ground. 


if nota 
to secure 
to use it for imme- 


even to protect 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Page, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint reso- 
lution (H. J. Res. 259) establishing a commission for the par- 
ticipation of the United States in the observance of the one 
hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the Battle of Lexington 
and Coneord, authorizing an appropriation to be utilized in 
connection with such observance, and for other purposes, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

‘he message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two House on the amendment of the Senate to 
bill CH. R. 9559) making appropriations to supply de 
fiviencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending 


the 
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June 30, 1924, and prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental 
appropriations for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1925, and 
for other purposes. 

JOFNT RESOLUTION REFERRED 


The jotnt resolution (H. J. Res. 259) establishing a cominis- 
sion for the participation of the United States in the obsery- 
ance of the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the Battle 
of Lexington and Concord, authorizing an appropriation to be 
utilized in connection with such observance, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

ADDITIONAL THE COMMITTEE 
COLUMBIA 

Mr. BALL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moses in the chair). Does 
the Senator frem Missouri yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask unanimous consent that when I have 
yielded to the Senator from Delaware I may be allowed te 
resume, 

The PRESIDING OP 
hears none, 


CLERK FOR ON THE DISTBICT oF 





FICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
The Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. BALL. I ask unanimerfs consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of Senate Resolution 244 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware 
asks unanimous consent fer the consideration of Senate Reso- 
lution 244, which will be read for the information of the Senate, 

Mr. ASHURST. Let it be read in full. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 244), which had 
been reported from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate on June 7 instant, ag 
follows : 

Resolved, That Senate Resolution No, 13, agreed to December 19, 
1928, authorizing the Committee on the District of Columbia to employ 
an assistant clerk, be, and hereby is, continued in full force and effect 
until the end of the Sixty-eighth Congress. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
agreed to. 

POSTMASTERS AND POSTAL EMPLOYEES—VETO MESSAGE 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICHR. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SPENCBRR. I yield for a question. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I rise to make a point of 
order. 

The PRESIDING 
point of order. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. A short time ago there was 
presented to the Senate a message from the President vetoing 
the salary bill for the postal employees. I understand that 
immediate action was not taken because no entry of the mes- 
sage has been made in the Journal of the Senate as required 
by the Constitution. I rise to ask the Chair when an entry 
will be made in the Journal of the President’s veto message? 
How leng does it take to make an entry in the Journal? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that; 
the Journal clerks are now entering in full the objections of 
the President to the bill, and that the Chair will be informed 
when that work of transcription has been completed. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. My information is that the 
Chair has given no order to the clerks to enter upon the Jour- 
nal the message, and I rise to ask if it is necessary for the 
Chair to issue such an order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the 
chair was not in the chair at the time the point of order wags 
raised and decided; but the Chair is of the opinion that no 
special order need be given by the Presiding Officer to a clerk 
of the Senate to perform his duties. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. So the situation is that 
when the clerks enter the message the Chair will be so in- 
formed, and the Senate will be informed by the Chair? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the Chair’s under 
standing of the situation. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I thank the Chair. I shall 
renew my request fer action on the veto at the earliest pos- 
sible moment. ; 

Mrs: ASHURST. Mr. 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arizona 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. ASHURST. I do not wish It to be established with- 
out dissent as a precedent or a part of the practice of the Sen- 


OFFICER. The Senator will state his 


President, I rise to a question of 
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ate that before the Senate may consider ® veto message the 
objections of the President must first be entered upon the 
Journal. I do not so construe the Constitution, and L express 
my dissent to such precedent being established 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
by the minority 
RoBINson], and 


The point of order was made 
leader, the senior Senator from Arkansas | Mr. 


Was sustained by the President pro tempore. 


Far be it from the present occupant of the chair so soon to 
override the decision of the President pro tempore. 
Mr. ASHURST. It is not my view of the Constitution that 


before the Senate may consider a veto message the objections 
must be entered at large on the Journal. In words, 
the Senate of the United States is not the agent of its clerk. 
Ninety-six Senators are not required to wait upon the tedious 


other 


processes of a clerk. It would be absurd to say that the 
Senate would be powerless to act upon a message from the 
President of the United States unless and until a clerk had 


made certain black marks on certain white paper. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. 
ator if he understood the minority leader to raise a point of 
order against immediate action? 

Mr. ASHURST. I have great respect for the minority leader. 
Indeed, I digress to say that he has led his party with a saga- 
city and an ability unsurpassed in the past 50 years of the 
Senate’s history. I did not know he had made that observa- 
tion: but since T am informed that he made the observation, I 
nevertheless adhere to my view of the Constitution. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. If he made an objection, it 
was in his individual capacity, of course; and not for the pur- 
pose of delaying action. 

Mr. ASHURST. 


I should like to ask the Sen- 


Whilst I am speaking of the Constitution, 


IT shall emulate the manly example of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. GLaAss] this morning, who corrected an error that 
he made. I was in error when I said that the Constitution 


required a bill to be read three times. The constitutions of the 
States require such readings, and our Senate rules require 
such readings; not the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me? 

Mr. ASHURST. 
has the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the Senator from Arizona 
has the floor, because he was raising a point of order. 

Mr. ASHURST. I thought the Senator from Missouri 
the fleor. I vield, however. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I should simply like to suggest to the 
Senator from Arizona that my 
tion was not exactly correctly stated by the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair undertook to state 
only his own understanding of the transaction, and not that of 
the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. The minority leader simply stated that 
he demanded the regular order, and upon that we proceeded to 
the regular order without involving the question of the in- 
scription on the Journal of this document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order raised by 
the Senator from Arizona apparently presents no question 
upon which the present occupant of the chair would be called 
upon to rule, and therefore the Senator from Missouri will re- 
sume his remarks. 


The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Seencer] 


had 


LEASES UPON NAVAL OIL RESERVES 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the motion of Mr. 


Watsu of Montana to adopt the report of the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys submitted pursuant to Senate Reso- 
lution 147. 


Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, the first statement in this 


report to which I have called attention—namely, that “it was | 


not intended at any time that the store of oil thus assured 
should be drawn upon for current use”—is demonstrated to 
be a mistaken statement. I think it is fair to say that under 
the administration of Secretary Daniels he wanted to preserve 
as much oil as possible in the ground and only yielded to the 
tuking of any oil out of the ground when he felt that it was 
necessary to protect the oil against loss by drainage; but the 
oil which he did take out of the ground, if Commander Stuart 
was right in his quotation from the letter of Secretary Daniels, 
was to be for current use. 


It ought to be stated here, because it is in connection with | 


the first point to which I have called the Senate’s attention, that 
the policy of the present administration has been not to use any 
oil for present needs but to store it at strategic points, to be 
kept for future use when an emergency requires its use. 

I may refer to this matter a little later on, but I pause here 
to emphasize again the fact that oil in the ground has no 





| 


emergency utility; that it is impossible to get oil out of the 
ground in time to meet any emergency need for oil. If the 
battleships of the United States—most of which are now oil 


burning; and all, under the policy of this Government, are to 
be made oil burning—if those either the 
Atlantic or upon the Pacific, find themselves at any moment 
in need of an immediate quantity of oil, the fact that we may 
have millions of barrels of oil stored in the ground would not 
be of the least avail; and therefore the present administration, 
in the to which I shall refer in a litt 
while, provided that the oil should be taken out of the ground 
It was necessary to do this, for drainage otherwise would have 
taken the oil away from the naval reserves put it 
the hands of the adjoining property owners. 

Mr. President, it is interesting to note that recently the Presi- 


warships, upon 


leases of necessity le 


and into 


dent has appointed an oil commission, composed of a naval 
otticer, the Director of the United States Geological Survey, 
and a petroleum engineer, to report among other things on a 
program and policy for oil for the Navy. L do not more fully 
comment upon that, for, as my recollection goes, that was not 
referred to in our testimony; but it is a significant fact in 
connection with the quotation which I have just made. 

Why did the Navy lease the reserves? 

At the time that the leases on the naval reserves were 
granted, the Government of the United States and the Navy 
in particular had already suffered many million dollars loss, 


due to the drainage of oil from naval lands by neighboring wells 


It was abundantly established in the testimony that where, 
for example, a certain territory owned by the Government and 
set aside for naval purposes was highly productive of oil, If 
those who had the right to drill wells around the edge or near 
to the edge of that naval reserve did so, the result was that the 
oil in the naval reserve was drained out, and flowed into the 
adjoining, the neighboring, the adjacent wells, and was lost 
to the Navy, and the value of that oil enriched those who op 
erated the adjoining property and neither the Navy nor the 
United States profited as they should; and the Government lias 
lost millions of dollars due to the drainage of oil from the 


|} naval lands by neighboring wells. 


understanding of the transac- | 





Up to the passage of what I speak of as the Daniels Act of 
June 4, 1920—I call it that becuuse it came to the Congress 
with his approval, and, I think, was formulated by him—which 
directed the Secretary of the Navy to take possession of the 
lands subject to the Navy’s authority, and granted him au 
thority to lease them in any way he thought best. and to con- 
serve and store and exchange the oil. 


Congress had provided 
no means whatever of protecting 


those properties from such 


drainage. The first attempt to use this power was the natural 
one of giving small leases to particular tracts immediately 
subject to drainage. While wide discretion was given the 


Secretary, and there is nothing in the act which requires ad 
vertising—a point that may come up for consideration later 
or granting of leases on competitive bids; while there was 
nothing in the act that had to do with the leasing of these 
lands that require either of these things to be done—in fact, 
certain clauses of the general leasing act of February 25, 1920, 
passed by the same Congress that passed the Daniels Act on 
June 4, 1920, seemed to indicate that Congress deliberately 
removed such requirements when the oil was to be taken for 
Government use—still, probably from habit rather than from 
mach thought, formal proposals were drawn up early in 1921, 
advertised in April, and a lease was granted in June. 

The long delay in permitting unrestrained drainage by the 


Standard Oil Co. so cut down the value of the ground—and 
I call the attention of the Senate to this in passing—that 
companies which in April offered royalties of 46 and 48 per 


cent, in June withdrew their bids. 
The successful bidder in June lost heavily on the lease, and 
therefore the Government was never able to get bids nearly so 
high for any land offered in that vicinity. 
Promptness in action is of the first importance in getting 
down offset wells, and experience shows that if the Govern- 
ment was never to drill but offset 


any wells and then only 
after advertising for competitive bidding, in connection there- 
with it would never receive its due share of what is called 


the “flush,” or the first production, which is the largest and 
the cheapest part of the oil which a well yields. 

“Thrice armed is he whose cause is just,” but four times he 
who gets his well down “ fust.” 


Accordingly, one of the things designed to be accomplished, 


|} and which in fact has been accomplished by leasing reserves 


Nos. 1 and 3 as units, No. 1 in California, and No. 3 in 
Wyoming, is that the Navy is in a position to put drills 


into the field overnight if need be at any point where danger 
is threatened, and with lessees who have established reputa- 
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tions for unusual skill and promptness. The Navy can then 

d of getting oil from any part of its reserves ag 

neighbors can, if net more quickly. 

ieavy handicap of Government red tape is effectually 

overcome in this particular, and that means in the long run 

is more barrels of ofl than could result from any policy 
lnved leasing strip by strip. 


qoickly as i 


enture those observations, Mr. President, at this time, 
order to show that there are two sides upon the question 

a ompetitive bidding. My own judgment, as I am now 
dvised, is that competitive bidding is as a general policy a 
desirable, if not an essential, requisite in the leasing of oil 


land, but there are two sides to the question. 
urthe ec, the leasing in large units presents the most 
enomical layout and most economical methods of develop- 
ment vhich in turn makes for good conservation, decreases 

waste, and in other ways insures larger net yield. 
operation of the leases is under a very real control 
rough the Bureau of Mines, and over the larger part of the 
rm half of reserve No. 1 in California the Navy reserves 
the right to hold back drilling as long as it cares to do so. In 
er words, the drilling on the naval oil reserves is, generally 
king, confined to such drilling as in a liberal judgment is 


| 
| 
| 


necessary to protect the oil in those naval reserves from drain- 
uge, Whether from direct drainage or from the loss of gas 
pressure, which results in tiie same loss of oil. 


If it is wise to hold oil in the ground anywhere, that is where 
it ean be done, namely, in the western half of reserve No. 1 in 
California. In the lease presented to the Pan American Petro- 
leum ¢t'o. there is no limit or restriction on the Navy’s right to 
keep this area intact, but the lessee, on the other hand, must 
drill there when he is ordered so to do. 

It is also trae that in this lease the lessee bas the priority 
preference right of drilling when the time comes, if it ever does 
come, that the Navy wants to drill that land. 

With regard to the royalties in the leases, there has been 
no criticism of the royalties paid for the California lands. 
‘They are admittedly higher than the regular Government royal- 
ties for public land and higher than those paid for similar un- 
developed land leased from private owners. In the case of the 
Wyoming reserve—reserve No. 3—it has been pointed out that 
the actual royalty now accruing from the Navy lands—about 17 
per cent—is less than that from the public lands adjacent. 

That is true; but it is not the whole story. The‘}ands imme- 
diately adjacent to the naval reserve No. 3 pay a royalty of 
25 per cent and other blocks farther away pay 334 per cent; 
but the great bulk of the oil taken from Government lands in 
the Salt Creek field is under lease at lower rates, so that the 
actual average for the field as a whole, comparable to the re- 
serve as a whole, is 22 per cent. 

The leases outside the reserve are flat royalty—that is, the 
amount does not increase, no matter how big the wells may be. 
Within the reserve the royalties vary from month te month, 
depending upon the average yield per well. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 107) declaring 
agriculture to be the basic industry of the country, and for 
other purposes, disagreed to by the Senate; agreed to the con- 
ference requested by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and that Mr. Winstow, Mr. Hecu, and 
Mr. RaybpurRN were appointed managers on the part of the 
lIJouse at the conference. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed enrolled bills of the following titles, and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

If. R. 1806. An act for the relief of Henry McGuire; 

It. R. 1830. An act for the relief of Charles T. Norman; 

If, R. 4830. An act to provide for the protection of forest 
lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas, for the extension 
of national forests, and for other purposes, in order to promote 
the continuous production of timber on lands chiefly suitable 
therefor; 

Lf, R. 6255. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to author- 
ize the incorperated town of Ketchikan, Alaska, to issue its 
bonds in any sum not to exceed $100,000 fer the purpose of con- 
structing a schoolhouse in said town and equipping the same,” 
approved February 7, 1920; 

1. R. 6652. An act to authorize the city of Los Angeles, in 
the State of California, to construct and operate a line of rail 
road across the Fort MacArthur Military Reservation, in the 
State of California ; 

Ht. R. 6950. An act to authorize the incorporated town of 
Cordova, Alaska, to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding 












$100,000 for the purfose of constructing and equipping a public- 
school building in said town of Cordova, Alaska; 

H. R. 6972. An act for the relief of William H. Nelson; 

H. R. 9111. An act directing the remission of customs duties 
on certain property of the United States imported by the War 
Department ; 

H. R. 9314. An act to amend section 98 of the Judicial Code; 

IH. R. 9361. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
construction of a bridge across the Rio Grande; 

H. R. 9402. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Fullerton & Portsmouth Bridge Co. to construct a _ bridge 
across the Ohio River to connect the city of Portsmouth, Ohio, 
and the village of Fullerton, Ky.; 

H. R. 9457. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
States of Alabama and Georgia, through their respective high- 
way departments, to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River, at or near Alaga, Ala., connecting Touston 
County, Ala., and Early County, Ga.; 

H. 18.9515. An act granting the consent of Congress to tha 
Delaware State Highway Department to construct a bridge 
across the canal near Rehoboth, Del.; 

H. R. 9517. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
North Texas Co., of St. Jo, Tex., a corporation organized under 
the laws of the State of Texas, to construct a toll bridge across 
the Red River in the vicinity of Illinois Bend, Tex. ; 

H. R. 9610. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Board of Supervisors of Lowndes County, Miss., to construct 
a bridge across Tombigbee River; and 

H.R. 9612. An aet granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Georgia, through its highway department, to construct 
a bridge across the Oconee River. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask unanimous consent that after I shall 
have yielded to the Senator from Massachusetts I may ba 
allowed to resume the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. SPENCER. I yield. 

Mr. LODGE. TI thank the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is recognized, 

Mr. LODGH. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 
It is a routine resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent to introduce a resolution, which, 
without objection, will be received and read. 

The principal clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 258), as 
follows: 





ResoWwed, That a committee of two Senators be appointed by the 
Presiding Officer of the Senate to join a similar committee appointed 
by the House of Representatives to wait upon the President of the 
United States and inform him that the two Houses, having completed 
the business of the present session, are ready to adjourn, unless the 
President has some other communication to make to them. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I have no objection to this 
resolution, and of course it is perfectly proper that it should 
be agreed to; but I want to serve notice right now that if the 
Senator from Missouri yields any more, I am going to make a 
point of order about it. 

Mr. SPENCER. The Senator from Missouri will not yield 
unless he has unanimous consent to resume. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will arrange it so that the Senator will 
not get consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair names as the com- 
mittee under the resolution presented by the Senator from 
Massachusetts the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGr] and the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosrinson]. 

Mr. WALSH of Mentana. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senater from Montana? 

Mr. SPENCER. I yield for a question. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I inquire when this notification to 
the President is to be made. 

Mr. LODGE. I suppose in time to reach him before 7 o'clock. 


- «lie “Ae Saacen 
ir > Iatne st BRAS 7 


Site Sabina oethe eats TANI A ame eben 


ae 


saad 


(Shae 


ee Wi Us. clined Y 2 oe 


ROS A 





feat rete 


idee Tataiasabaunckatids 


Sean 


ae xg 





1924 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE 11155 





Mr. WALSH of Montana. Whenever to-day the Senate shall 
conelude to adjourn? 

Mr. LODGE I do not know what the arrangement will be. 

Mr. ROBINSON. ‘The Senate has agreed to adjourn not later 
than 7 o'clock. 

Mr. LODGE. Not later than 7, We should have to go before 
that, because under the concurrent resolution Congress will ad- 
journ at 7 o'clock. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. This resolution does not arrange 

r the adjournment of the Senate instanter? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Oh, no. 


Mr. LODGE. The President will simply be notified at the 
proper time that the Senate is ready to adjourn. 
Mr. ROBINSON. It is a formality that is universally 


observed 


Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I trust it will be so 


employed as not to interrupt the speech of the Senator from 
Missouri 
WAR FINANCE CORPORATION LOANS 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mosgs in the chair). Will 
the Senator from Missouri permit the Chair to interrupt him 
long enough to name the committee provided for under Senate | 
Resolution 208? The committee will be composed of the junior 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Howett], the junior Senator | 


from Connecticut [Mr. McLean], and the junior Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. OvekMAN],. 


LEASES UPON NAVAL OIL RESERVES 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the motion of Mr. 
WaLsH of Montana to adopt the report of the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys submitted pursuant to Senate Reso- 
lution 147. 

Mr. SPENCER. The first point that I discussed and had | 
nearly completed—I wish it were the last instead of the first— 
was the statement that was nfhde in the report which the 
Senator from Montana insists that the Senate shall adopt with- 
out having any opportunity to read or consider it, and was | 
that it was not intended at any time that the store of oil thus 
assured should be drawn upon for current use. I have shown 
that the policy of Secretary of the Navy Daniels, in his keen de- 
sire to protect the Navy, was to refuse to take steps to conserve | 
the Government oil, which for the sake of the Government were 
essential, and which he did not take, doubtless with the best | 
of intention. He intended to use the oil he did obtain for 
current purposes, and therefore the statement of the report 
is inaccurate, if it is not a misstatement. | 

I referred to the reasons why the Navy leases were made, and 
I said that within the naval reserves the royalties vary from 
month to month, dependent on the average yield per well. It 
laay go as high as 50 per cent of the product of oil; and if the 
wells in Teapot had turned out as big as they were in the neigh- | 
boring part of Salt Creek at the time the Teapot lease was 
negotiated, the royalty would have been 50 per cent instead of 
17 per cent. The low royalty is due to the wells being small. | 
There is much less oil in the ground covered by the Teapot Dome 
lease than either the Government or the lessee anticipated when 
the bargain was made. It may be said here as a statement 





that is worthy of consideration that when Senators have time | 
to examine the report which the Senator from Montana now 
insists we shall adopt without opportunity to examine it it 
may result in the conclusion that so far us the two great naval | 
oil leases—the one to Sinclair in Wyoming and the other to 

Doheny’s company in California—are concerned, whatever may 

be said about the technicalities of their grant now before the 

court for decision and not before the Senate, the leases them- 
selves have been of great benefit to the United States, and that 
either one of the lessees would be glad to cancel the leases and 
get back the money which has been spent in pursuance of their 
contract with the Government. 

The hearings will never sustain the finding that the Govern- 
ment has been cheated in those leases, though there is a real 
difference of opinion as to whether the legality of the granting 
of the leases is assured. Those questions, as I have said, are 
now before the court. Probably that is one reason why there is 
no recommendation in the report in connection with those 
matters, 

The mere fact that there was much less oil in the naval re- 
serve than either the Government or the lessees anticipated is 
not the whole story. One of the features of the Mammoth Oil 
contract—and the Mammoth Oil Co. is the Sinclair Co., and the 
Mammoth Oil contract is the contract incident to the lease with 
the Sinclair Oil Co.—was that the company agreed to pay and 
paid the Navy full Mid-Continent prices for the oil as against 
the ordinary Salt Creek price. That may seem like a technical 
statement. As a matter of fact, it means that the price for oil 


|} year of $3,0 


in the Salt Creek district in Wyoming ‘ ‘ was locate 
is one thing, and the price of oil in the middle « ontinent 
where it may have been taken by a pipe e, where ! ieries 
are near and markets are available, is another thing lhe price 
of oil in the Mid-Continent territory is much h er than the 
price of oil in the Salt Creek district. Therefore the provision 
in the contract that Salt Creek prices should not control, but 
that the Government for its oil produced from the Salt Creek 


district should receive, not the Salt Creek price, but the price 
that was paid in Mid-Continent, was one of great value to the 
Government. At the time it amounted to a premium of 65 cent 
a barrel, and for the first year the average premium which the 
Government secured by virtue of that contract was 41 cents a 
barrel, realizing to the Government millions of dollars of profit 
At present prices even the 17 per cent royalty at the naval 
price brings in more than 22 per cent would have brought in at 


the Salt Creek price. The Navy had a further advantage of 10 
cents per barrel based on a year’s average in the price at which 
it draws or may draw fuel oil under the exchange provisions of 
the contract. 

It will also be remembered—and I call attention to this In 
passing—that for each barrel of royalty crude oil turned over! 
to the Mammoth Co. in Wyoming the Navy is entitled to a full 
barrel of bunker A fuel oil delivered free at a specified Atlantic 


aA 

tion under the contract varied in price from 1.5 cents to 1.25 
cents per gallon more than the simultaneous prices of crude oil 
in Wyoming. The average received by the Navy for Teapot 
royalty for the year was $1.65 per barrel, and bunker A fuel 
oil was selling at approximately $2.20 a barrel, so even at the 
lower royalty resulting from the smalier wells the Navy, undei 
the contract, comes out far ahead. 

Incidentally, the possession of this contract by the Navy 
raised prices in the entire Salt Creek district and permitted 
the Government in terms to contract royalty oil at Mid-Continent 
lis in the year 1925 resulted in a clear gain in one 
3,709, which did not come to the Navy because it 
was outside of the naval reserves; but it was money that came 
to the Government and was distributed between the State of 
Wyoming and the reclamation fund and the 10 per cent that 
went into miscellaneous receipts of the Government. 


or Gulf coast terminal. The fuel oil in the first year of oper: 


prices, i 





Mr. President. so much for the first point of the renort ft« 
which I have called attention. On page 5, line 2, of paragraph 


2, the report provides that the act which was then being d 


| cuss d in the renort— 


I call attention to this 


authorized the President to lease all or any part of ar cl 
That is, placer-mining claim 
within which there should be any such producing well 

It is not a full or accurate statement. It refers to section 18A 
of the act of lebr lary 25, 1920, which has also been construed 
to authorize not only what the repert said but also to author 
ize the President to lease claims in naval reserves included in 
the withdrawal of September 17, 1909, which— 
have been or may hereafter be drawn in question on behalf « the 
United States in any department or judicial proceedir 

I eall the attention of the Senate, on page 10 of the report, t 
what undoubtedly is a mere mistake and does not affect any 
great issue. The report reads that three of these claims that 
have been drilled to the shallow Shannon sands yielded, it was 


claimed at the time they were first broug in, from three to 


| eight barreis of oil per day 


The Senator is mistaken in regard to the number of well 
The record shows that there were four wells instead of three 
and that the cost of the fourth well, as he will find on pages 


#28 and 1197 of the record, was $1,252.45. 

On page 10 of the report, in making its argument as to why 
lessees who had claims were content to surrender their rights 
if they could get a lease from the Government, the statement 
is made: 


Their application for a lease was undeniably an admission that they 
were not entitled to patent for the id, for obviously they w ne 
have coutented themselves with a lease of one well if under the icts 
of the case they were entitled to a patent for the entire 16 res 


embraced in the claim. 


The argument would be unanswerable if the premises were 
conceded, but the difficulty is that the facts are not correctly 
stated, for what the applicant or claimants contended for and 
what they got were not leases for one well, but | es for the 
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whole 160 acres upon which they may have had many wells. 
The facet was brought out in the record on pages 445 and 447. 
It was better to take a lease undisputed for 160 acres with the 
right to drill as many wells as they desired on that 160 acres 


than it was to fight about the title to land when the main 
value of the title was to give them the very oil privilege which 
they secured in the lease. 

On page 10 of the report it is stated that “the only basis 
upon which a right to any of the land could be founded is a 


discovery; that is, a 
drawal order of 1909.” 
September 27, 1909 
The Senator is mistaken In that; it is not a full statement; 
it is not a correct statement. This report has to do with fun- 
damental rights in connection with the oil leases, and it ought 
to he accurate I do not for one moment claim either here or 
elsewhere that there is any intentional misstatement, but the 
misstatements are there nevertheless. The fact is that a right 


discovery of oil antedating the with- 
This presumably refers to the order of 


to lund can be founded not only upon— 

a discovery of ojl antedating the withdrawal order of September 27, | 
1909, but as well upon tl order of July 2, 1910, and also upon 
diligence it ih discovery from the date of withdrawal until 


di very was actually made 


(on the same page, page 10 of the report, a statement is made 
which, I am sure, must have been inadvertently made, because 
it is a misstatement, a misquotation of what the Assistant Sec- 
retury of the Interior No one, judging from what the 
senior Senator from Montana has often said upon the floor of 
the Senate and in the committee, holds a higher opinion of the 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior than does the senior Senator 
from Montana. The statement, however, that he makes at the 
bottom of page 10 and in the first line of page 11 is this: 


Fall, in his letter to the President, treats this action seri- 
Assistant intimately familiar with the 
practice of the department and with all of the laws in relation to the 
disposition of the public domain from an experience of over 20 years 
in the department, asserts that no such proceeding is recognized by the 
rules of practice of the 


siid. 


Secretary 


ously, but Secretary Finney, 


department. 


In other words, that 
the rules of procedure there was no authority for the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to review a case, as he did do in the case 
to which the Senator from Montana is referring. What Mr, 
Finney said, as found on page 2332 of the record, was: 

There is— 

Not that there is not— 


There is a sort of supervisory power recognized in 


sometimes file a request or 


the Secretary, 


and claimants do petition—I think peti- 


tion is really a better name than anything else—for the exercise of 
some supervisory power by the Secretary to give the matter another 
review Quite a number of those have been filed at various times, 


Now it is not a right. I should say it is 
It does not act as a supersedeas. 


a mere privilege. * * * 


But the fact that it always had been done; that it did have 
recognition in the practice of the department is undoubted; 
and the statement to the contrary in the report is a mistake. 
The subject of the supervisory power was also covered even 
more carefully on page 1600 of the record, as follows: 


It is specifically provided for in the circular entitled “ Rules of 


practice in cases before the United States district land offices, the 
General Land Office, and the Department of the Interior,” approved 
December 9, 1910, reprinted July 13, 1921, with amendments. The 


circular provides : 


SUPERVISORY POWER OF SECRETARY—RULE 85 
Motion for the exercise of supervisory power will be considered only 
when accompanied by positive showing of extraordinary emergency 


or exigency demanding the exercise of such authority. 


I submit to the Senate how unwise to go before the country 
with a report which states that upon the testimony of the 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior no such supervisory power of 
the Secretary is recognized by the rules of practice of the de- 
partment, when the exact opposite is the fact, as the Assistant 
Secretary himself explained. The fact is that in the Depart- 
ment of the Interior there is that supervisory power of the 
Secretary of the Interior to pass upon questions on petition 
for review, not as of right on the part of the petitioner but as 
a matter of privilege, and it is recognized in the department. 
In leaving this subject, I want to quote from the syllabus of a 
decision on June 19, 1895, in Volume III, Land Decisions, 595, 
as follows: 


under the rules of practice and under | 





The privilege of 
accorded within the discretion of the department 
of right. 


liscussing a case orally before the S 


but not as a 


The syllabus of the decision of July 19, 1900, in Volu 
XXX, Land Decisions, 161, reads: 

The Secretary of the Interior, in the exercise of his superyi 
power as head of the Land Department, may, even in the absen 
an appeal, transfer the consideration of any matter pending befor 
General Land Office to the department, and, after due opportunity 
the parties in interest to be heard, may render decision therein 
recting and obviating errors or irregularities in the 
decisions of that office. 


proceedings 


The next point in the report to which I desire to call atts 
tion is found on page 11. Undoubtedly the time which elap 
between May 14, when we closed the hearings, and June 
when this report was presented to the committee, was n 
sufficient to enable even one so diligent and so familiar w 
this matter as the senior Senator from Montana thoroughly 
review and study the testimony. There were thousands 
pages of testimony that, in a sense, ought at least to have be 
reviewed. In view of the circumstances the mistakes ft! 
occurred were to be expected, and undoubtedly there will 
many more that will be manifest upon a careful examinati 
for no Senator has as yet had adequate time afforded him 
go through the testimony or even to examine the report. 

The argument the Senator makes on page 11—and it is 
teresting to note how he is hoisted by his own petard in thia 
instance—is this: 

The facts are that all of the claims were held or controlled by 
Pioneer Oil Co., a subsidiary of the Midwest Co 
subsidiary of the Standard Oil. 


, which in turn is 


Mark the intimate relation between the Pioneer Oil Co. a: 
the Midwest Co. and the Standard Oil Co: 


One or more of these companies had, at least since 1919, been 
deayoring to secure a lease of naval reserve No. 3, or some portion 
it. They were all amply able to undertake the development of t 
territory and were potential competitors for the lease. Sinclair pa 
or agreed to pay, to the Pioneer Oil Co. some short time before the 
execution of the lease a million dollars nominally for the claims s» 


reported, as above stated, to be worthless. 


I will resume that quotation in a moment. 

All those claims in the Salt Creek district—and there were 
many of them—had more or less foundation. No one know- 
how much. I doubt if they had much foundation. I think 
that many of them were equitable claims, which upon leg: 
proceedings would have been disallowed. I agree with the 
Senator from Montana in that general observation; but when 
the Secretary of the Interior came to execute leases of this 
property to Sinclair’s company, the Mammoth Oil Co., he said 
in effect, we are not going to have all those outstanding claims 
unsettled; we are going to have them settled so that there 
shall not be constant litigation between those claimants, with 
or without good ground for their claims, and the Government 
of the United States. Therefore he made with Sinclair’s com- 
pany as one of the conditions of this lease that they acquire 
all those outstanding claims and quitclaim them to the Govern 
ment of the United States so that the title of the Government 
of the United States to this land should be unquestioned. Then 
your lease to this ground, the title of which is thus unques 
tioned in the United States, will be granted. Sinclair, in pur- 
suance of that condition in his contract, paid a million dollars 
to secure the control of those claims. The senior Senator from 
Montana does not think that that million dollars was paid for 
those claims; the senior Senator from Montana thinks that 
those claims were absolutely worthless; but doubtless the 
senior Senator from Montana, like any other lawyer in this 
body, has often found that claims that were deemed by himself 
or by his client to be worthless when it came to litigation were 
found, as the result of the judgment or decree in the case, not 
to be so worthless as had been imagined, but, on the contrary, 
to have substantial merit. That was precisely what was in 
the mind of the Secretary of the Interior when he said: 


All these claims must be wiped out and the title to the Government 
must be assured before the Government will grant you this lease. 


In any event a million dollars was paid for those claims, 
and the report goes on to say: 


Though that construction of the transaction is denied by Sinclair— 


That is, that he paid the million dollars not for the claims 
but for other purposes, perhaps bribery, and to discourage 
competitors— 
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Though that construction of the transaction Is denied by Sinclair, your Mr. WALSH of Montana. I merely d re ¢ emark that the 
committee is of the opinion that the payment was not made in fact | Senator is not discussing the committ s report at all. He is 
for the transfer of the title of these claims but to remove from the | discussing my original draft. 
field a formidable competitor for the lease and that the true nature | Mr. SPENCER. As I said at the outset, there was submitted 
of the transaction was thoroughly understood by Secretary Fall. on June 4 a report, and the next day, or the nex ifte in 

What does the senior Senator from Montana want the Sen- | amended report was produced, with which was made the state- 
ate of the United States to do? He wants the Senate of the ment, I think upon the floor of the Senate, cer n tl 
United States to adopt this report without opportunity of ex- | Mttee, that there were no substantial changes between that 
‘mination and by its adoption to say, in effect, “ We, the | and the original report, except that certain concluding para 
Senate, never having read the report or knowing anything | 8™aphs were left out 
about the facts, declare that the $1,000,000 which Sinclair | Mr. WALSH of Moritana. It was changed in the particular 
d he paid and which, as a matter of fact, he did pay to | the Senator is now talking about. 
the holders of those claims against the Government in the Salt Mr. SPENCER. And it may be that here and there there 
Creek district was paid not to cancel those supposed claims, | will be an item to which I refer tl it is corrected in the 
which were worthless, but it was a corrupt bargain to dis- | Binal majority report. I hope that is true. I wish every one 
courage competition, to bribe competitors, and the Secretary of the errors and misstate nents were corrected If they had 
of the Interior was a party to it, and between the two that all been corre ted there would have been no neect ty of the 
corrupt. illegal act was consummated.” duty that is now imposed upon me 

I undertake to say for myself that without far stronger | Mr. W ALSH of Montana, All were corrected that secmed 
evidence than we have yet secured I should not attempt to to need COFrection. 
pass judgment on the matter. There was no need in this} | Mr. SPENCER. TI know that the next misstatement which 
report of attempting to take such snap judgment, and !t is I had marked has heer corrected In the majority report or 
not fair to ask the Senate of the United States to pass their | 0 Pare 17 the report inadvertently referred to oil wt was 

ent without sufficient evidence to warrant the unfair | delivered to the Navy when it never meant the Navy; it int 
inference and without any opportunity to examine into the | the Shipping Board. That happened to strike my eye quickly, 
facts | and I called the attention of the senior Senator from Montana 
ut look at it further. The weakness, the ridiculousness, of | to it, and that correction has been made. There is no need 
the conclusion arrived at by the senior Senator from Montana | of comment upon it. 
nparent from the very face of the statement. His conclu-| On page 1%, at t bottom of the page, there o 
gion is absurdly erroneous. statement: 

If the Pioneer Oil Co. is controlled by the Standard Oil Co. | When on the st 1 Adr 1 Re v he eded Admiral Griffin 
of Indiana. as the senior Senator from Montana declares in| and represented the » Der ' ’ ol 
t! paragraph, and if the Standard Oil Co. of Indiana owns | tracts, insisted t) rations connected with t mations. di 
one-half of the Sinclair Crude Oil Purehasing Co., as is stated | fense were influential in + t i with relation ¢ , 
on page 183 of this report —that company which purchases and v ] asked an «¢ inity to present at an ex n 


conveys the Teapot Dome oil eastward—it follows, if the senior 
Senator from Mont: s correct, that there was an attempt on 
: tor f n ontana | : ct . , I took certain action with regard to that oil in the naval reserves 


the part of one subsidiary of the Standard Oil Co. to bribe ; 


In other words, the Navy Department said, in effect, “ We 








; ‘ ; ‘ : which we would like to discuss in exeeutive sessior Questions 
ther subsidiary of the Standard Oil Co., or, in other words, : _ . cae ion, ' , 
. : 7 : 4 acaee of national defense were involved 
that the right hand was at war with the left hand, a ridiculous | : ; - 
: : : ; : g : | Now, the concluding paragraph on that page reads as follow 
conclusion, Q. E. D., and emphasizes, if I may say so, what I 
want to make clear, that there has been no adequate opportu- | No information was conywyed to the committee which, tn its of n, 
nity either to prepare a correct or fair report or to examine | bad not in substance been made | ic, nor | the ttee t 
the report even as made. | tO appreciate how the public interest would be subserved or the 
On page 16 the Senator makes the following statement: |} mon defense promoted by secrecy with reference to al feature of the 
contracts, 
Tho h the production from the reserve— 
I do not care particularly about the slur on Adm l Rol n 
a 1 : ° y 2 4 ‘ < i d il h ut (ih. 
hat i e nava serve No. 3— . ; 
Chat the naval oil reserve y I do not care about the Senate’s committ iving th the 
I never exceeded seven or eight thousand barrels daily, the con-| Navy did not know what they were talking about when they 
struction of the pipe line by the Sinclair Crude Oil Purchasing Co. | said that national defense suggested that this matter be brought 
is in progress, that company having assumed whatever obligation In | yp in executive session: but the statement is made that no in 
that regard was due from the Mammoth Oil Co. under the lease. formation was conveyed, when the record will show that wh 


Unquestionably this pipe line would not have been built | that matter was discussed by the committee, five of them heing 


when it was built if the pipe line company had not secured the | Present, three members agreed to the statement as it nad 
Salt Creek royalty oil. The fact of the matter is that a pipe | im this report and two members—the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
line—I think 700 miles long—has been built from the Teapot | Soot] and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor]—dis 
ome and the Salt Creek district that carries the oil from that | Sented, as will be found on page 963 of the record. It I 


J 

field to where it can be refined and used, and the Sinclair | fir statement, and it ought not to go out with the sanction of 
Co. were required by their contract to build that pipe line; the Senate. 

and, more than that, the Government were given the prior| On page 18—and I call the attention of the Senate agai ; 
right to transport every barrel of their oil through that pipe I hurriedly proceed, to the fact that I do not pretend that this 
line before any other customer could be served—a right in| is any exhaustive examination of this report. It is the mere 
itself that was and is of exceeding value. | picking up here and there, from casual examination, of the 
| 


On the same page—page 16—the report reads: mistakes that are apparent to those who have examined it. I 
want the opportunity to examine it carefully and to have it 
examined carefully; but the mere physical matter of time has 
| absolutely prevented since June 4, and every Senator in this 
| adequate will recognize how impossible it has been to give any 


The daily production of the Salt Creek field may reach 175,000 
barrels, but by agreement between the operators the output was | 
limited— 


pe dae alas. ay aa oe 7 : 7 

rhe original report said “is limited adequate consideration to such matters in the last few days of 
To 40,000 barrels, that amount being all that can be handled by the | this session. 

local refineries. On page 18 the statement is made—and this has to do with 


‘ : . oe) ; a fund ‘ licy- he noi , drainage « ta afflact « 
[he inference is clear that a limitation of 40,000 barrels per | 2 fundamental policy—on the point of drainage and its effect : 


day is in force. There was an original limitation. There is | 
to-day no such limitation, and as a matter of fact the Salt Creek 
‘field, excluding Teapot Dome, is now producing daily between 
90,000 and 100,000 barrels of oil. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, I regret that I can not yield, 
unless with unanimous consent to resume. Iam sure the Sena- 
tor from Montana does not desire to take me off my feet, or 
plan so to do, and yet he was the one who gave notice that if 
I yielded again he would raise the point of order that I had 
yielded the floor, 


On this point there is ne difference of opinion among the geological 
experts. 

We have a very interesting difference of opinion, as I shall 
hope to show a little later. 





| 
They differ only as to the extent and seriousness of the drainage and 
: appropriate means of meeting the situation. 


If the Government oil reserve were to be indicated by a 
Senate desk, before which I stand, on which at any point oil 
wells could be drilled, and the private land of others that was 
not Government land and to which the Government did not have 
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jolmMming holders were to 
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n ne of their 


the adjoinin 


g desk, all experts agree 
nk producing wells along 


land the result would be that those wells 
in the oil from the adjacent Government lands, and 
f oil to the Government in the ground would be 


madi tl as pressure W ible for bringing the 
ened by these adjoining wells, so 


uid not be ilable to drive oll surface in the 


hich is respon 


to the 
to drill them 
ert reed Some experts of the opin- 
of pressure, was so limited that 

au well sunk close to the line, 
mpuratively few feet or a hundred feet of the ad- 


are 


| protect all the oil land back of that line 

hi lrainuge or from any loss of gas pressure, Other 
hat the drainage was so imminent, was so 

na loss Of is essure Was “Oo severe, that it 


stantial drilling of tl 


e Government land if the 


nen nied to get out the oil that was under it. Other- 

woul vasted: it would be drawn away; it would 

ned by wells that were perhaps as far as 2 miles distant; 

sid the Government left their oil fields alone, and never 
| wells or produced any oil, but relied upon the hope 


vould remain in the ground, if 
mn the course of o. 10 


would happen that 
15, or 20 years the Government, in 
brat 1 creat res should come to its oil reserves and 
drill our wells and get out our oil,” it would 
wells were barren wells, and that the oil that 


ults 
1 vow we will 
mind that the 
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mee there in the ground had been drained away by the 
vijacent wel md therefore there was and is a real difference 
2 opinion sto how far drainage imperiled adjoining land, 
ind us to how extensively it was necessary to sink protecting 
tt 
report SaVS > 

\ » this it is easlly discernible— 

Notice what seems to be an exceedingly unfair inference— 
that » wedded to the policy of keeping the oil in the ground minimize 
the importance and the effect of the drainage that may take place, | 
whil hose who advocate or are tolerant of the policy of extracting the 
yh d storing it magnify the loss that has ensued or that may ensue. 
Ger illy speaking, the experts of the (ieological Survey belong to the 


riuet imss 
Those who believe in keeping the oil in the ground— 


and those of the Bureau of Mines to the latte: 


Ihe latter class being those who believe in taking it out of 
the ground and storing it 

| undertake to say, in passing, that it can be demonstrated be- 
yond peradventure, and that every argument of economy and of 
efliciersey requires that that oil in the naval oil reserves should 
be taken out of the ground and should be stored—not used but 
stored—ready for any emergency that may result, for, as I said 
: little while ago, an emergency for oil is an emergency, and 
can not be met by oil in the ground that may take months or a 
year or two to get it out of the ground. 

Lhe efficiency of the Navy of the United States, in the opinion 
of every navy in the world, has been doubled by reason of the 
fact that there are a million and a half barrels of oil stored at 
Pearl Harbor in the Hawalian Islands, which they know is 
ready for instant use; and 2,400,000 more barrels of oil will be 
stored in the tanks that are about nearing completion. Not 
one barrel of all that oil so long as it remained in the ground 
was of the slightest help to the Navy in meeting any emergency 
need for oil. 

More than that, it is fair to state that those who believe that 
the drainage is slight and that a mere lineal well, a well along 
the line, will protect the whole area back of it are mainly 


those who are what I might call areal or surface geologists, | 


meu of culture and of standing in their profession but having 
to do with the geological manifestations upon the surface. 
Those who have bad to do with the geology underground, with 
the drilling of wells, with the production of oil, who know 


about the ac.ainistration of oil wells and their products, are | 


all agreed that the drainage is severe and it should be guarded 
against, not by mere lineal wells, but by wells back in the 
interior if the Government desires to preserve its oil, 

On page 18, about a third way through the second paragraph, 
it is stated that— 

yn the escape of the gas through a well, paraffin or asphalt carried 
as a base is precipitated and gums up the passage leading to the 
orifice, effectively shutting off eventually the exit of oil through it or 
the escape of gas. 





| against taking a vote. 





JUNE 7 


Many people think that a pool of oil is a pool of liquid: 
that if you had a dipper and could get down to the pool of 
oil you could dip it up; that it is a liquid mass of black, crude 
oil, either with an asphalt or paraffin base. That is not an oi! 
pool, Mr. President. An oil pool is merely a great body of 
sand in the interstices of which there is oil, and the amount 
of oil is dependent upon the porous character of the sand, an 
when we get oil from an oil well we draw out of the sand th 
oil that is there, and it is true that as that oil is drawn out 
the paraffin that is in the oil has a tendency to clog up th: 
little spaces between the grains of sand and therefore to 
prevent drainage from wells adjacent. But the report gives a: 
eiutirely unfair impression, because the removal of that paraffin 
that gumming-up process, that interference with the drainag 
is easily accomplished and is accomplished by every practica! 
well driller, who cleans out his well as often as necessary. 

As soon as a well ceases to produce because of being para! 
fined up it is cleaned out so that it may produce freely. 

On page 19 we have an unqualified statement which is emi 
nently unfair. The impression it creates I am sure could noi 
be intended by any fair man who wrote it. It states, in regard 
to these leases, that “ the Government actually realizes for use 
as fuel but 6 per cent of the total content of the reserves unde: 
the plan being followed.” 

Any man who reads it would come to the conclusion at once 
that 6 per cent of the oil came to the Government and the rest 
went to other people. As a matter of fact, in another part of 
the report it does speak of the Government receiving 6 per 
cent and the lessees receiving 94 per cent when that is not the 
fact at all. 

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kine in the chair). 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, I can not yield unless I have 
unanimous consent to be allowed to proceed, for I have been 
warned upon the other side that if I yield again I will be taken 
from the floor. 

Mr. NORBECK. The Senator can get the floor again. 

Mr. SPENCER. I regret that I can not yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator declines to yield. 

Mr. NORBECK. I do not think the Senator understands 
what I am after. 

Mr. SPENCER. It is not up to the Senator from Missouri; 
it is up to the Chair. If the Senator has any point of order 
that entitles him to be heard, I shall, of course, wait for him 
to state it, but I can not yield. 

Mr. NORBECK. If I understand correctly—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
point of order? 

Mr. NORBECK. 








Does 


make a 


If I understand it aright, the protest is 
I just want to submit that yielding does 
not bring the matter to a vote. The debate will go on just the 
same afterwards. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
recognized. 

Mr. SPENCER. On page 19, at the end of the first para- 
graph, I quoted from the report as follows: 


The Senator from Missouri is 


The Government actually realizes for use as fuel but 6 per cent of 
the total content of the reserves under the plan being followed. 


As a matter of fact, what actually happens, and about which 
there can be no dispute, is that that is only one-third of what 
the Government gets. The Government gets 6 per cent of its 
royalty in oil and gets two-thirds of its royalty in permanent 
storage, in which this 6 per cent is stored. The Government's 
portion is three times that which this report leads any man 
who reads it to assume was the total return to the Govern- 
ment. The Government does not get only 6 per cent of the oil. 
The Government gets three times that in royalty; but by its 
own contract—— 

Mr. CARAWAY. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SPENCER. I wish I could; but under the ruling of the 
Chair I can not. But under its own contract it takes two- 
thirds of its royalty, and has that represented by tanks and 
storage facilities, and keeps the other third in oil itself. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPENCER. On page 19—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield? 

Mr. SPENCER. I can not yield. 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. 
dent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
point of order, 


A point of order, Mr. Presi- 


The Senator will state his 


A OR, 
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Mr. WALSH ot 
floor, 
"1 question ? 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER, The Ch 


Mussachusetts 
the floor if 


Will the Senator, now occu- 


the lose he yields to another Senator 


iir does not think that 


if the Senator vields for the purpose of permitting another 
Senator to ask a que stion he will lose the floor. 

Mir. SPENCER. Mr. President, under that statement, I yield 
with pleasure for a question i is informed differently by 
the (hair, 

M WALSH of Massachusetts i have no question to ask, 
pou the Senator has Lex ned to permit juestions to be asked 
on iw theory that he would lose the tloor I do not understand 
thie nator would lose the floor by permitting a Senator to in- 
quire as to the matter he is discussing 

Mr. SPENCER, Mr. President, such was my understanding 


Mr. ASHURST. 
fhe PRESIDING 


A question of order 


OFFICER It is a moot question which 

is presented, and therefore the Chair makes no ruling on it 
Mr. ASHURST. The fiction has grown up in the Senate to 
the effect that a Senator may hold the floor and also yield 
it in an hour like this, when every moment is precious \ 
Senator may not, in the very nature of events, hold the floor | 


and also yield the floor. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does the Senator hold that a 
Senator can not yield the floor to have a question put to him? 
Mr. ASHURST. After a Senator has spoken twice on the 
same day, upon the same question, he may not yield for a ques- 
tion without losing the floor 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts Then the proper 


practice 
has never been followed in the Senate, if that is true. 


he PRESIDING OFFICER The Senator from Missouri | 
has the floor. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 


souri vield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. SPENCER, I ean not yield. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator declines to yield 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I would like to have a 
cision on the point of order. I understood the Chair 
a decision and then withdraw it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
question, because no question 
Senator desire to ask a question? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator from 
asked a question, and the Senator declined to yield 


de- 
to make 


The Chair said it was a 


had been asked. Does the 


because, 


he said, he would lose the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant was 
not in the chair at the time when the Senator from Arkansas 


asked the question. The Senator from Missouri is recognized 
Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, on page 19 of the report— 
and IT am sure the Senate will be quite as glad as I am to 
know I am more than half through with the report—it is 
stated: 
In 1920 
mediately 
No. 1— 


highly 
outside 


wells 
southeasternmost 


productive 
the 


were brought in in 


extremity of 


territory im 
naval 


reserve 


That is in California. 


and Secretary Daniels, prior to his retirement on March 4, 


1921, had 
called for bids for the drilling of 22 offset wells within 


that reserve 


This is not in accordance with the facts as they appear in 
the hearings. Lieutenant Commander Stuart was asked the 
following questions and gave the following answers (page 770 
of the record) : 


Conrmander Srcart. After seeing this, as I recall it, the 


made on the 15th of April, 1921. 
The CHatrnMAn. That is, the proposal for the bids? 
Commander Stuart. Yes, sir. 


Senator WALSH. That is 
Commander 


signed by whom? 

Stuart. Edwin Denby, Secretary of the Navy 
Senator WALSH. You do not recall that prior to that time Secretary 

Daniels had called for bids for any drilling on any of the reserves? 
Commander Stuart. No, sir; I do not think he had. It has been 

talked about, but Secretary Daniels was very loath to start any drill- 

ing on the reserves because of the prime purpose of the reserves 


Lieut. Commander Stuart on page 769 corroborated this 
general statement. It has for the committee some interest, 
because it was the subject of a good deal of discussion, and 
the misstatement is unfortunate. 

On page 20, about a third through the first paragraph—and 
I only make a passing observation, because the record does 
not show what the exact fact is—the following is stated; 


moot | 
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ise 
There were others who were negotiating for if, and at least one 
of them was conferring with the Secretary of the Interior in 
the matter. The statement is not fair as to + absolu wk 
of any competitive bidding 

On page 25 we have a reference to tion 36 in » reserves 
of California which is entirely inaccurate 

The State of California, apparently relying upon the return of the 
surveyor and the mention of the character of the lind appearing ' 
the plats prepared by. him, alleging that section 36 was mineral in 
character, filed an application in the Land Office asking to be per 
mitted to select other lands in lieu of said section 36, a right it waa 
entitled: to exercise under the granting act, tf th , leed 
mineral in character 

Here is where the misstatement begins: 

This application was denied upon the ground that re lands applied 
for had already been appropriated, and the motion was amended so as 
to be directed to other tracts, section 36 as a base having been with 

| drawn by an amended application filed in 1905 


bids were 


= ———— ~ 


ipl 


= ena rise 
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i) y submitted two bids » of vyhich w 1 8 f rh ef 

t > ind ) } ) i 
tl alf of th ‘ 
proposal was ted 
1 \ ’ 
iva 

} nferer 3 . oF | 

ro mpete 1 le! litter t re . 

! act pro mn As a m rf ) 
f the Inter or as writte tt yf ! i i 
opy, but whieh did not ny ) ) ’ 
mur hearing, which hows t ) m 
opportunity which Mr. Doher if 

On page 2), ar the rinning of i 
stated 
1 ! | 

Phen, having said tl natter was of l ipreme im 
portance, it Starts out with he Staten 

rt was i re no impend Z } ‘ 

Evider tly if vas entirely verlooked if ry i 
had occurred from many wells drilled in section 36, and th 
the loss was impending, and was severe Yet it is, as tl 
Senator states, a question of extreme import e about i 
this misstatement is made 

On page 24, speaking of the financial relations Mii 
Doheny and Secretary [Fall he committee reeites in 
port 

Its sinister import is app ited when it »” nd it 
without competitive bidding 

As a matter of fact the records will show there was compet 
tive bidding: there were others who idl pportun } 
bid— 
as heretofore explained, Doheny got from Fatt i no \p 
following the contract for the construction of the ink st Pea i 
bor, and with it a preference right to a lea of a large shar of naval 
reserve No. 1, to be followed, without competitive bidding, by a lea 
of the entire reserye, omprising Ov 50.000 acres, stimated ' ” 
tain 250,000,000 barrels of oil, out of which, Doheny fold the com 


mittee, he would be in bad luck if be did not make $100,000,000 profit 


The fact of the mutter is there were others seeking 


The facts are that on January 4, 1902, the Stare of Califor 


nia applied this section 56 as a base for new land—pages 1475 
1477—that is, when a section of land has been granted to a 
State by the Government and it is found that the section 
granted to the State is mineral and, thus classified as mineral 
land, the State is not permitted to take possession of that se« 
tion thus designated as mineral but is permitted to use that 
section as a base for making entry upon other equivalent land 


On November 20, 1905, the State withdrew section 36 
base, as will be shown on page 1481 of the record. 
the only relations of section 36 to new land selections The 
first action was evidently taken because the land surveyor id 


Those were 


classified section 36 as mineral land. The second action was 
eventually taken because the department, on the report of 
Special Agent Ryan, had classified the land as then being not 


known mineral land, but the statement 
to section 36 is quite inaccurate 

Mr. President, on page 27, in referring again to the right of 
review before the Secretary of the Inferior, about which L made 


of the report In regard 
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some comments awhile ago and which I shall not now repeat, 
the report states: 


Such a proceeding as that entertained by the Secretary of the Interior 


is whol unknown in the practice of the land department. No prece- 


dent for i. was known by anyone so far as the committee was able to 
heat 


This declaration goes out from the committee, and the com- 
mittee Wants the Senate to adopt it, that the action of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior in hearing these matters was in violation 
of all practice, of all procedure, and against the uniform course 


of action in the department. If the committee had taken pains | 


to look at page 1600 of the hearings, they would have found that 
statement to be doubtful as to its accuracy; that such prac- 
tice is quite within the rules of procedure as has been agaia 
and again demonstrated and expressly atlirmed in opinions. 

On page 2S 

Mr. BURSUM Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
fouril yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. BURSUM. Would it not be possible for the Senate to 


agree to take a vote on this proposition without so long a | 


debate 7 
Mr. SPENCER. I should be very glad to end the necessity 
of debating this question. 

Mr. BURSUM. This is the last day of this session—— 

Mr. SPENCER. I recognize that fully. 

Mr. BURSUM. To my mind the proposition of taking all 


the time in a debate at this time is simply outrageous and 
unjust, 

Mr. SPENCER. I recognize the force of that. I hope it will 
not be applied to me, I will stop right now if the Senator 


from Moutana will not ask for the immediate adoption of his | 


report If that is adopted, that puts the Senate back of his 
report, and all I want is an opportunity, and a fair oppor- 
tunity, to examine that report before we vote on it. 

Mr. ROUINSON Mr.. President 

Mr. BURSUM. Let us vote on it now. 
ence 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. SPENCER. I yield for a question 

Mr. ROBINSON. I inquire of the Senator from Missouri 
whether he thinks he ts justified in preventing the Senate from 
doing other business in order to escape a vote on the majority 
report made by the Senator from Montana respecting the oil 
investigation ? 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, I will answer the Senator 
from Arkansas that I have no intention of preventing a vote. 
1 have no desire to indulge in what is commonly called a 
filibuster. 

Mr. ROBINSON 


What is the differ- 


If the Senator will pardon me, that is not 
7 
whether he feels that he is justified in preventing the Senate 
from transacting any other business in order to avoid a vote 
on the majority report presented by the Senator from Montana ; 
and in that connection, if the Senator will indulge me for a 
brief statement, I would like to state that apparently the 
Senator, in order to keep the Senate from registering its will on 
the subject matter of this report respecting the oil-lease inves- 
ticution, has taken the floor and proposes to debate the report 
until the session ends. If he does that, he must take respon- 
sibility for the defeat of the deficiency appropriation bill, for 
a denial of a vote on the veto message of the President respect- 


ing the postal employees salary bill, and all other measures | 


that are pending before the Congress. I want the Senator 
from Missouri to understand that if he filibusters against a 
vote on the report offered by the Senator from Montana, the 
majority report of the committee, he will by his doing so de- 
feat all measures that are now pending before the Congress. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sénator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Permit me to finish my statement, with 
the Senator's indulgence. 

The Senator has been occupying the floor and taking unani- 
mous consent to resume the floor so as to prevent the Senate 
from transacting any business except such business as he 
desires to be transacted. If he wants to take responsibility for 
defeating the general deficiency appropriation bill and for pre- 
venting any vote on the veto message of the President and for 
defeating all conference reports that may be outstanding, he 
can do so by pursuing the course be is now pursuing, but he 
must take that responsibility. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SPENCER. I yield for a question. 

A Mr. LODGE. I merely desire to say this, in answer to what 
| the Senator from Arkansas has just said, that the Senator from 
Missouri is not the only one who is concerned in this report. 
This is a voluminous report, with more or less testimony. I 
| 4m one of many who have had no opportunity to read it or 
|} examine it. 

a ROBINSON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
| yleia? 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missourt 
| has the floor. 

| Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. LODGE. I have not finished. 
| Mr. SPENCER. After the Senator from Massachusetts has 
| finished. 

Mr. LODGE. I will be very brief. I do not propose, for one, 
; to have that report choked down my throat this afternoon 
before I have had an opportunity even to examine it, and I do 
| not think any of us ought to be subjected to that. This is not 
| a report to be adopted by the Senator from Missouri or by 
| the Senator from Montana. It is a report for which the Senate 

is to be responsible, and we ought to have reasonable oppor- 

tunity to read it and express our views, if we desire to do so. 

I did not bring up this report. I do not know who did; but it 
| can not be finished up in two hours-this afternoon. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mis- 
| souri kindly yield to me? 

| Mr. SPENCER. I yield for a further question. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It appears, from the statement of the Sen- 
| ator from Massachusetts, the leader of the majority, that he 
indorses the filibuster indulged in by the Senator from Mis- 
souri to prevent the Senate from voting on the motion for the 
adoption of this report respecting the oil-lease investigation. 
The Senator from Massachusetts has said no opportunity has 
been afforded Senators to consider the report. The report was 
printed two or three days ago, and ample opportunity has been 
afforded Senators to read the report and to familiarize them- 
selves with its contents. The country can not be deceived. 
Neither the Senator from Missouri nor the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts can deceive the Senate or the country. This is a 
deliberate filibuster and an effort to prevent the Senate from 
passing upon the report made by the Senator from Montana, 
and in order to do that the leader of the majority and the 
| Senator from Missouri are both willing, according to their 
| statements just made, to defeat the general deficiency appropri- 
ation bill, to prevent a vote on the veto message of the Presi- 
dent, to defeat outstanding conference reports, including that 
on the naval bill—anything to prevent the Senate from voting 
on this report on the oil-lease investigation. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield? 

Mr. SPENCER. There shall be no misunderstanding. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. SPENCER. I do not yield. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. A point of order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I make the point of order that 
the Senator from Missouri has yielded the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the liberality which 
generally characterizes the proceedings of the Senate, the 
Chair can not sustain that point of order. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I give notice that if the Senator 
from Missouri again yields to anyone, I shall insist that he 
yield the floor, 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield? 

Mr. SPENCER. After the notice given by the Senator from 
Montana, I must decline to yield. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennes- 
see—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
declines to yield. 

Mr. HEFLIN. A point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senater will state the 
point of order. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKetzar} 
notified the Senator from Missouri that if he yielded again the 
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point of order would be made against him. He has yielded 
twice since that time 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, 

Mr. HEFLIN. He yielded twice to interruptions. 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Those were unanimous-consent 


yieldings, to which the point of order is directed, as the Chair | 


recollects if. 
floor. 

Mr. SPENCER. There shall be no misunderstanding about 
the parliamentary situation in which we find ourselves if I can 
help it. If the argument and the facts back of the Senator from 
Arkansas were equal to the eloquence and power of his state- 
ment, they would be unanswerable. But what are the facts? 


At any rate, the Senator from Missouri has the 


from Missouri have yielded again and again on request with the 
mere condition that he could resume when Senators had fin- 


ished? If there had been any uch desire to cut off other busi- | 


ness from the Senate, would that have huppened? 

Mr ROBINSON rose 

Mr. SPENCER. Will the Senator please let me finish? More 
than that, I said when I started and I repeat now that if the 
Senator from Montana will defer not only to my request but 
that which has just been advised by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, Which was indicated by the five members of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and Surveys who signed the report 
if he will not insist upon the Senate adopting at this time a 
report which they can not in the nature of the case have read 
or considered and which does not carry 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 





| will not make an effort to 


Mr. SPENCRHR. Just a moment—and which does not carry a | 


single recommendation that requires immediate action, but is on 
the table and the Senate has ordered 10,000 copies of it printed 
for distribution and information—if the mere point of asking 
the Senate to adopt as its own a report about which in the 
nature of the case they know nothing, I will yield instantly, 


nd [ certainly would not do that if any filibuster was in my | 
mind. More than that, L will say to the Senator from Arkansas | 


that while I regret that the pointing out of some of what 
eemed to me the mistakes and misstatements and unwarranted 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore | : no control 
over the address of the Senat What 
is talking about 

Mr. KING I beg the Chair's para 
understand what I was stating 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, the C 

Mr. KING. The parliamentary inquiry is whe ra parlia- 
mentary inquiry may be made relative to a matter w! 1 is not 
ussion and does not relate to the 
right of the oceupant of the floor to continue 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that a parliamentary inquiry can be made at any time. The 


cognate to the subject under dis 


| Chair is of the opinion, further, without any opportunity to 
If there had been any desire to filibuster, would the Senator | 


examine the matter, that the mere reading of the President's 
message is not spreading it upon the Journal in accordance 
with the Constitution. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: Then, I inquire if the Chair 
ascertain whether it has been entered 
on the Journal 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will proceed 

Mr. SPENCER. Commencing on 
very interesting discussion of two ¢ 


The Senator from Missouri 


page 27 of the report is a 
“uses against the Southern 
Pacific Railroad Co. in each of which the Government was a 
party, having to do with section 36, to cancel a patent for lands 
adjacent to that section and within the exterior reserves. There 
were two cases. The question involved in each case was 
as to whether the land was known to be mineral when its 
survey was approved In the one case the decision was 
for the Government; that is, that the land in question in the 
United States district case was mineral at the time of the 
approval of the survey, and therefore the title did not pass 
to the patentee but remained in the Government. The court 
of appeals reversed the case and the Supreme Court reversed 
that decision, as I recollect, and sustained the contention of the 
Government as decided by the United States district court. The 
second case was directed to land inside of the reserve and was 
decided by the district Judge, pending the appeal in the 


| first case to the United States Supreme Court, and relying upon 


inferences of the report I say frankly that they result only from | 


1 casual examination. They are not nearly as complete as they 
doubtless could be, but they are sufficient in number to require 
some time to state them before the Senate 

Mir. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 


\i SPENCER. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. | 


In view of the friendly notice which has been served from the | 


other side—— 


fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will anticipate the | 


Senator and inform the Senator from Missouri that if he yields 
for any purpose whatever he will lose the floor. 

Mr. SPENCER. I am sure that was not the purpose of the 
Senstor from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON. No, indeed. I just wanted to ask the 
Senator two or three questions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
will proceed 


some time, 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the Sen- 
ator vield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri vield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SPENCER. I can not yield under the order. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, a point of 
order 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state the 
point of order 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Earlier in the session the 
President of the Senate declared that no action on the Presi- 
dent's veto message could be taken under the Constitution until 
the veto message had first been entered on the Journal. I in- 
quire of the Chair if a reading of the veto message is not an 
entry on the Journal of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hardly under- 
stands the Senator’s point of order. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I inquire of the Chair if the 
reading of the President’s veto message to the Senate is not an 
entering of that message upon the Journal of the Senate? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state the | 


inquiry. 
Mr. KING. May a parliamentary inquiry be introduced into 
proceedings not relating to the subject matter or cognate mat- 


| 


the decision of the Circuit Court of Appeals in the first case, 
which was unfavorable to the Government, the right of the Gov 
ernment was disallowed, and the report goes on to say—and here 
is where I can not subscribe to the statement of the report, be 
cause it is neither a fair nor an accurate statement. The report 
reads: 

No appeal was taken from that decision— 

That is true. 


though the time for appeal had not expired when the decision of the 
Supreme Court was rendered in suit No. 1 


It was in suit No. 1 that the Government secured final judg- 
ment, 

The facts as to the tracts within the reserve involved in suit No. 2 
were substantially identical with the facts upon which the Supreme 
Court ruled that the land tnvolved in suit No. 1 belonged to the United 


‘ i = |} States. 
Mr. SPENCER resumed his speech. After having spoken for | 


The inference and the argument is, first, that the Department 
of Justice was clearly derelict in not prosecuting an appeal in 
case No. 2; and, second, that the facts in the second case were 
as stated substantially identical with the facts in the first case 
The truth of the matter is that in the second case there was 
fraud and in the other case there was not fraud, which fact 
differentiates entirely the two cases. In the first case, which 
was the Elk Hills case, it was found that the railroad company 
had committed fraud and the case decided favorably to the 
United States because the railroad company had committed 
fraud, whereas in the second case the decision was in favor of 
the railroad company because it had not committed fraud. 
Senator Drrr asked this question when Mr. Palmer was hefore 
the committee: 


In the Elk [ills case there was fraud? 

Mr. PauLmer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Ditw. In the Southern Pacific case there was fraud? 

That is case No. 2. The witness replied: 

It was purely a question of fact as to whether the Government had 
established fraud on the part of the railroad company 

When it came to the wisdom of taking the appeal in the second case 
the Attorney General, Mr. Palmer, stated that he could not consist 
ently take an appeal to the Supreme Court in that case (P. 2400.) 


I ask what object is there, what purpose can be served in 


ters which are being discussed by the Senator who has the floor? \ asking the Senate of the United States tv adopt the report and 
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vy in « t: “ The Senate of the United States hereby de- | numbered 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 58, and 59 to the 
cides that 1 Attorney General of the United States, Mitchell | said bill; agreed to the further conference requested by the 
I er, ¢ t to have taken an appeal, and if he had taken an | Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 

the questions in the two cases, the one in which he did | that Mr. Mappen, Mr. ANrHoNny, and Mr. Byrns of Tennessee 
not hee eal and the one in which an appeal was taken, | were appointed managers on the part of the House at the fur- 


hei iti the Government would have won both cases.” 
Th tatement is not borne out by the facts. It is beyond our | 
function There is no need for it, It is going outside of any- 
thing that has to do with the legitimate purposes of the com- 
ie [ do not like it 


On pace 30 the the marines 


question of the employment of 
j ‘ certain trespassers on Teapot Dome is severely criti- 
cized I do not doubt but what the criticism is somewhat 
warranted, and yet I call the Senate’s attention to this fact. 
’ e oil fields and mining region since the incep- 
tion of t ng law h 


been for the man in possession to 
retain his physical | ession by physical action against the 
Lresp 4 Ss 
There are those In the Senate like the Senator from Arizona 
[Mr. Asturst] and others who are familiar with mining law | 
\ we derstand the practice, since the mining law was first 
established that the man in possession by physical means pre- 
vente session by trespassers. This places the burden of 
proof upon the trespasser. This view of the law is consist- 
ently supported everywhere in the mining region. Had the 
Mammoth Oil Co., which was then actually in possession, held 
wholly under placer mining title, they would have immediately 


proceeded to have thrown the Mutual Co. off when they sought 


to trespass; if the Mammoth Oil Co. had had an undisputed 


ht there, a title to the land, or a placer mining right, they 
would have acted against the trespassers themselves: but be- 
cau the Mammoth Oil Co. was holding under a lease from the 


(;overnment they were afraid to do this for fear of getting into 
ith the Government itself. They immediately brought 
to the attention of the Government, when the tres- 
issers thus invaded the right of the Government lessee, and 
suid to the Government, “Here we are; we are your 
see; We are on the land; we are fulfilling our contract; we 
ore preying our reyalty; and here are trespassers who are com- 
ing on this 


difficulty v 


Lit¢ matter 


land which we have leased from you.” It was 
then up to the Government either to throw the trespassers off 
by physical means or to authorize the Mammoth Oil Co. to do 
i This w the situation which seemed to warrant the use 


of the marines. I do not defend it, but the statement in the 
report is a conclusion with which I do not entirely agree. 


I call the attention of the Senate to one or two more things 
con tion with the lease, and I shall hasten to a conclusion 


‘ quickly as I ean, for, Mr. President, I should like again 
io say, as I said when I began, that I regret as much as any 
man in the Senate the time that I have taken up on a sub- 
ject which is not interesting to a majority of Senators. I 
can not, however, let the majority report come before the Sen- 
ate for possible adoption without calling the Senate’s atten- 


tion to What I believe are some of the many mistakes and mis- | present consideration of the amendments to the Senate bill 


stutements, which doubtless can be corrected and which ought 
to be corrected in any report that is finally adopted by the 
Senate. More than this, if there had been any emergency, 
if there were any recommendations in the report that needed 
action, I should not have interposed objection, and I certainly 
have no intention to filibuster in these closing hours of this 


ression. 


Qn page 832, beginning in the second paragraph, there is this | 


statement, to which I refer very briefly and leave it: 

Your committee can not believe that a lease under which the Goy- 
ernment receives 6 per cent of the oil in the ground and the lessee 
gets 94, including what it receives on account of the construction of 
tankage, can possibly be in the interest of or just to the former. 


That is an unfair statement. That leads any Senator or 
any other reader to the conclusion that out of these leases the 
Government gets 6 per cent and the lessee gets 94 per cent. 
That is not the fact. The average royalty of oil leases is 
nbout 124 per cent, but in the naval oil reserve No. 3 lease 
the Government gets about 17 per cent—three times as much 
as the report indicates to be the Government's share. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House receded from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 37 and 
89 to the bill CH. R. 9559) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1924, and prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and 
for other purposes, and concurred therein; that the House 
insisted upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 


ther conference. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 2797) to authorize the payment of claims under the 
provisions of the so-called war minerals relief act, with amend- 
ments, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

S$. 2265. An act to provide for a rearrangement of the public 
alley facilities in square 616 in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes ; 

S. 2694. An act to enable the trustees of Howard University 
to develop an athletic field and gymnasium project, and for 
other purposes ; 

S. 3397. An act to remit the duty on a carillon of bells to be 
imported for the Church of Our Lady of the Rosary, Providence, 
ass 

S. J. Res. 43. Joint resolution in relation to a monument to 
commemorute the services and sacrifices of the women of the 
United States of America, its insular possessions, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the World War; and 

S. J. Res. 146. Joint resolution to amend section 13 of the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the classification of civilian 
positions within the District of Columbia and the field service.” 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed enrolled bills of the following titles, and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

S$. 2257. An act to consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact 
the laws affecting the establishment of the United States Vet- 
erans’ Bureau and the administration of the war risk insurance 
act, as amended, and the vocational rehabilitation act, as 
amended ; 

Hi. R. 1414. An act to authorize the payment of certain taxes 
to Stevens and Ferry Counties, in the State of Washington, 
and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 8578. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to pro- 
mote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by 
compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 
equip their locomotives with safe and suitable boilers and ap- 
purtenances thereto,” approved February 17, 1911, as amended. 

LEASES UPON ,NAVAL OIL RESERVES 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the motion of Mr. 
WatsH of Montana to adopt the report of the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys, submitted pursuant to Senate Reso- 
lution 147. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Without taking the Senator from Missouri 
from the floor, I should like to ask unanimous consent for the 


which have been made by the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield? 

Mr. SPENCER. 

The 
yield. 

Mr. SPENCER. I say again that if I may have unanimous 
consent to resume the floor I will yield with pleasure to the 
Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I object. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, it fs not a fact that the 
Government receives but 6 per cent royalty and that the lessee 
receives 94 per cent, which is the natural inference to be drawn 
from the reading of the report. The fact of the case is that 
the Government actually receives about 17 per cent of the oil 
in naval reserve No. 3 and 27 per cent of the oil in naval reserve 
No. 1. The Government suggested when framing the contract 
that when it came to the payment of the royalty oil it did not 
want it all in oil, but that it wanted a part of it used for the 
purpose of building storage tanks which the Government should 
own and in which the naval oil should be stered. 

So, pursuant to that contract, the lessee when it got the oil 
out of the ground gave one-third of the royalty oil to the Gov- 
ernment in fuel oil, as the Government desired, and used the 
other two-thirds of the royaity te liquidate the building of 
tanks for the Gevernment, as the Government requested. Those 
tanks have now been largely built and are being completed, and 
in them, as I said a moment ago, 1,500,000 barrels of oil are 
stored at Pearl Harbor, in the Hawaiian Islands, and 2,400,000 
barrels more will be stored there in the near future after the 
additienal tanks shall have been completed. That has doubled 


I do not yield. 


PRESIDENT pro .tempore. The Senator declines to 
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ficiency of the Navy and has made it a power in world 
s which it never could otherwise have been. 
n then, it is even to attempt to indicate that under 
ses G6 per cent comes to the Government “and the lessee 
{ neluding what it receives on account of tl 
j ni © Tf 1 fair stat ent. 
if san the stat nt is made: * 
s { ivy < l v } iyone <« pete I 
4 s l I vise him coneert > 
V i S a hess proposition th fact v not 
t t is corrected somewhat a little later, but it is 
ngly dene, as I shall show. As a matter of fact, the 
iy of the Interior from the beginning was in constant 
e with whom? With the Bureau of Mines, which, by 
: ; geological and mining ill and equipment, was 
qualified to advise him. Yet the report states: 
tl Int nw consulted with yor com pt 
‘ ich I t dvi ) yncel g 
i d as a busin I position, the fact wt 
Kvyidently he conceived himself qu competent unaided 
, with h veteran 1 the il business a Sinclair and 
true he conferred with officials of the Bureau of Mines, 
n not chosen by reason of their skill or su s in 
» Senate of the United States is asked to indorse and to 
pt those conelusions which are thrown into the report. It 
te that with such experts as Sinelair and Doheny 
e one side the Seeretary of the Interior, without any 
e or cooperation from anybody else, would have a hard 
of it: when, as a matter of fact, the leases, according to 
est evidenee that we could get from unprejudiced sources, 
the best leases the Government ever secured and, so far |} 
the character of the leases themselves is coneerned,; they 
if inestimable advantage to the Government of the United 
Evidently the conscience of whoever wrote the report oper- | 
ed before he finished the paragraph, for at the end of the 
ragraph, after having stated that— 
If the Secretary of the Interior consulted with anyone © * * 
fact was not divulged. * * * Evidently he conceived himself 
competent unaided to negotiate with such veterans in the oil | 
iess as Sinclair and Doheny 
Grudgingly this is added: 
is true he conferred with officials of the Bttrreau of Mines, tech- 
il men, not chosen by reason of their skill or success in business. | 
(here is no Senator wlio has had any dealings with the 
lureau of Mines who does not know what competent men there | 
re in that bureau and what a competent bureau it is. What is 
the object of asking the Senate of the United States to slur, 
} insult, to cast a reflection upon the Bureau of Mines, which 
3 has had in it such men as W. A. Williams, Chester Naramore, 
‘ J. O. Lewis, A. W. Ambrose, F. B. Tough, men of high’ stand- 


ng, whose opinions were always sought. When the com- 
mittee wanted experts to go to the Wyoming field and give 
us an opinion in regard to those Teapot Dome leases upon 
é vhich we could rely, where did we go? We took Mr. Lewis 
7 from the Bureau of Mines, because he and Mr. Clapp were the 
best men the committee could find in the United States: And 
; ow, beeause the Bureau of Mines on certain matters does not 
’ quite agree with the senior Senator from Montana, he wants 
the Senate to adopt in a report, which no Senator has had 
the opportunity to read or consider, the statement that while 
Secretary of the Interior consulted with the Bureau of 
Mines, yet they were “not chosen’ by reason: of their skill or 
uccess in business.” IL say it is unfair. I do not hesitate to 
say before leaving that subject that that paragraph alone 
vould subjeet this report to ridicule by every competent oil 
inin in the country; that it would. stamp upon it the evidence 
of partisanship and unfairness; and that it would make it the 
ubjeet of contempt that any man would attempt to cast such 
4 ridicule upon.the Bureau of Mines and make such statements as 
ive contained in the paragraph which I have just quoted. 
Now, Mr. President, I cail the attention of the Senate to 
the first paragraph on page 32. 








A disposition is evinced— 
Says the report— 


in some quarters to dismiss or overlook the very suggestive circum. 
stances shown in the hearings indicating corruption in connection with 
the Sinclair and Doheny leases, the flagrant disregard of the law and 
the unwarranted assumption of authority that attended’ their execu- 


tion, the abandonment of the settled ley f the Gov 
y them— 

When tle hole result ¢ the hearings ba 

was » estal a the Gov i l 
; 

I ASHURST. M I v lie i a 

M SPENCER I nn vield,. unde ‘ . 
( I will : 1if I ma nt 
\ n I ey ! in that event I will , e 

the PRESLDHNT pro tempore. ‘he ¢$ itor decline to 
eld 

Mr. SPENCER. There was no settled poliey of the Gove 
ment. It was shown in evidence that under e administration 
of Secretary Daniels, when he executed lea *k oil out 
of' the ground, he did it for the immediate use of the N vy. 
The present administration has taken oil out of tl ol id and 
st ed ior se by the Navy as it 1 Ly hecome ne I n 
n ¢ ! it n ( f ite Use bie qi w 
thin ‘ | l in ee ‘ n with tl leas I re 
g ! ) ( the repo vs th the, wer } n 
flag é a ¢ e \ re! I 
im ft nz to! y rnren wil eC vers of stare lis 
{ Chis renort seeks to |! e the Set | ed 
. re it the legal propositior inve | 1 those 
leases were flagrant disregards of law. The e doubtful 
propos ns. Every one of them is snbmitted before © courts 
of the law now for decision nd the courts of the law lone 
are competent to decide them, not the Senate of the United 
states 

On page 52 there is a parngraph herded ind I comment 
upon this very briefly—‘ The leases as good barga "and then 
there follows a more or less extensive criticism 


Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I rise to a peint of order, 
not with any disposition to take the Senator off the floor 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state the 
po nt of order 

Mr. ASHURST. T understand that under the rule a Senator 
may speak twice on the same day Therefore, if the Senator 
from Missouri should yield, and business should intervene, he 
would be entitled to be recognized again, beeause he could speak 
twice, and a question would not take him off the floor unless 
he had spoken twice 

The reason why I raise this peint is because some conference 
reports and some hills, especially the motion made by the Sen- 
ator from: Colorado |Mr. PHtpps]|, require attention. They are 
bills that ought to be attended to and disposed of. Therefore 
I say to the Senator, my view of the rule is that a Senator tas 
a right to speak twice, and a question would not take him off 
the floor until he had spokem twice 

Mr. SPENCER. Does: not the Senator from Arizona think I 
have speken quite long enough instead of speaking twice? I 
would much prefer to quickly conetude, as I hope to do. 

Mr. ASHURST. With that illuminating and gratifying hope 
I will not say anything more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not yet 
exactly understand the point of order. 

Mr. SPENCER. I do not know whether it is as illuminating 
to me as it is to the Senator from Arizona; but it is quite as 
gratifying, because, I say again, as I draw to a close in con- 
nection with this report, that I regret more than I can express 
what seems to me the duty that has been imposed upon me hy 
the insistence of the senior Senator from Montana that the 
Senate should at once act upon a report of great importance 
and with which they are entirely unfamiliar and which; as I 
have shown, is inaccurate and unfair. 

Senators, the question before us is a report that we are asked 
to adopt. I have indicated seme reasons why I think the 
report is inadequate and inaccurate, and its «onclusions of law 
and fact unwarranted; I want to say again that there is not 
a single recommendation in that report upon which the Senate 
is requested to acti There is merely a determination of the 
senior Senator from Montana that the Senate shall adopt that 
report, which no Senator has read. 

Mr: President, if the Senate will read the report and then 
sees fit to stamp its approval upon the inferences and con- 
clusions and reflections contained in it, it is the Senate's 
privilege so to do, but to ask the Senate to adopt it without anv 
opportunity to examine it is most unfair. I regret the time I 
have taken. I shall yield the floor in a moment. The observa- 
tions I have made are but a sample of the mistakes and mis- 
statements that can be shown in the report, and which ought 
to prevent its adoption by a Senate which bas liad no time to 
examine it. 
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REPORT OF THI 


INDIAN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 


M HARRELD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was. referred the bill (H. R. 8086) to amend the act | 
entitied “An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfill- | 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other 
purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 380, 1915,” approved 


August 1, 1914, 


thereon 


reported it without amendment and submitted 
ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 
Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on 


J ulie 7, 124, 


Enrolled 


pe G ihat on that committee presented to the 


President of the United States the enrolled bill (S. 2257) to 
consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact the laws affecting the 
establishment of the United States Veterans’ Bureau and the 


stration of the war risk insurance act, as amended, and 


the vocational rehabilitation act, as amended. 
LEFASES UPON 
Mr. NORBECK Mr. 
The PRESIDENT pro 
Dakota 


Mr. NORBECK. 


NAVAL OIL RESERVES 
President—— 


tempore. The Senator from South 


of Business No. 733, House bill 7269, to authorize and direct the 
Secretary of War to transfer certain materials, machinery, and 
equipment to the Department of Agriculture. 

1 will state that this is a bill to authorize the disbursement 


of some surplus war material. 
MoUs] utter 


The bill passed the House unani- 
a delegation of the House committee had gone to 


these army camps and looked them over. 


The Senate commit- 
he conservative, and they cut down the quantity 
bam sure there is no one in the Chamber who ob- 
the taking up of this bill 1 ask unanimous consent 
that it be now taken up and considered. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I am sure we can 
have a vote on the matter pending before the Senate in a few 
moments 

Mr. NORBECK, I 
which Ll have referred 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The will state the 
inquiry. 

Mr. KING. As T understand, there is now pending before the 
Senate the report submitted by the Senator from Montana, and 
the question before the Senate is the adoption of that report. The 
parliamentary inquiry is, May that be set aside by a motion of 
the character just submitted by the Senator from South Dakota? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly the Senate can 
take up any measure that it pleases to take up. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, touching the mo- 
tion made by the Senator from South Dakota, I desire to say 
that I do not feel it at all necessary to continue the debate on 
the pending motion. The observations of the Senator from 
Missouri |Mr. Spencer] have not convinced me that there are 
any essential misstatements of fact in the report. I have no 
disposition to make any corrections upon the suggestions made 
by him nor to suggest any corrections to the Senate. 

The observations of the Senator from Missouri are in the 
nature of a defense of these leases. Quite a long while ago the 
junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN] insisted that 
sooner or later some one on the other side of the Chamber 
would get up and defend these leases. The Senator from Mis- 
souri has assumed that task. 

The general facts are well known to the Senate. I do not 
eare to submit anything further. I ask for a vote; and if the 
Senator from South Dakota insists upon his motion to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill to which he refers, I am going 
to ask those who are desirous of adopting this report to vote 
that motion down, and then take a vote on the report, and then 
proceed to the consideration of the bill referred to by the 
Senator. 

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, not only do I desire to take 
up the bill to which I have referred, but I desire to move the 
Bursum bill as an amendment to it after we get it up. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, that will lead to some debate. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I desire to say further that I am 
heartily in favor of the bill referred to by the Senator from 
South Dakota and desire to see it passed, but I do not think 
the matter before the Senate ought to be displaced. Why 
should we not get a vote on it, and then proceed to the consid- 


tee wanted to 
a great deal 


jects to 


move that we now take up the bill to 


Senator 


eration of the bill spoken of by the Senator from South 
Dakota? 
Mr. NORBECK,. This is the last and only chance to do 


something in the way of equity toward the wheat farmers 
who were robbed during the war by Government interference 
and by the Government taking their profits away from them, 
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Bills, re- | 


I move that the Senate now take up Order | 


JUNE ‘ 











The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon t) 
motion of the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I have been sitting her 
for several hours, waiting to discuss the financial conditi: 
of this country, which I think Senators ought to know, a) 
I suppose this is the only time we will have, if we are goin 


to have—as is evidently the case—a filibuster against tl) 
of the Senator from Montana. Th 


is evident to everybody. 
this question right now. 
Mr, 


Therefore I am going on to discus 


HARRISON. Mr. 


| 

| 

ao of the report 
President, who has the floor? W 
' 


the 


Senator who has the floor allow me to submit a reques 
for unanimous consent? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Sout 


| Dakota [Mr. Norseck] has the floor. 
Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. NORBECK. I do. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent that we tak 
-a vote now upon this report, and, immediately following tha 
that we take up the bill in which the Senator from Sout 
Dakota is interested. 

Mr. LODGE. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. LODGE. If Senators want a vote on the bill of th 
Senator from South Dakota, do not let them mix it up wit! 


| 
| 


Does he yield to thi 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, the motion 
from South Dakota is debatable. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Mr. OVERMAN. Therefore, I 


of the Senato: 


Undoubtedly. 
rise to debate it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Sout! 
Dakota has the floor. 
Mr. OVERMAN, Will the Senator yield to me? I am fu 


his bill. 
Mr. NORBECK. If the Senator is going to be brief, I wil 
vield with the understanding that I do not yield the floor. 
Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it. 
Mr. PITTMAN. If the Senator makes his motion, is he going 
to address himself to it, or is he going to stand there and kee 
| the floor without speaking? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
| Dakota has moved to take up a certain bill. 
| Mr. PITTMAN. I say, if he does not desire to discuss i! 
| there are others who do. I am propounding a parliamenta: 
inquiry as to whether the Senator from South Dakota is hold 
| ing the floor to discuss his motion or not. If he wants to dis 


from Sout! 


cuss it, of course, that is his right. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I do not intend to take the Senator off the 
floor. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion its debatable 
Every Senator in the Chamber will have an opportunity to ce 
bate it if he so desires. 
Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, in reply to the question, I 
will state that I should like to speak upon this matter a while; 
but I will yield to the Senator from North Carolina for a 
moment, with the understanding that I do not yield the floor 
Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to be long, 
because I recognize the fact that Senators have matters here 
that ought to be brought up, and I recognize the fact that two 
very important appropriation bills have to be settled this even 
ing, if settled at all; and therefore I am not going to speak at 
any length. Let the Senator go ahead if he wants to, and | 
will get the floor next. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Dakota is recognized. 


The Senator from South 
TRANSFER OF MACHINERY, ETC., TO AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT 
Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, I intend to offer an agricul- 

ture relief measure as an amendment. This was drafted by 

Congressman WILLIAMSON, Who has never been too tired and 

never too busy to assist in agricultural relief. The measure is 

along the line originally suggested by the Senator from New 

Mexico [Mr. Bursum], whose energy and resourcefulness has 

been a marvel to us all and who has worked tirelessly for the 

relief of the farmers and the ranchmen of his State. It also 
embodies one or two important features suggested by Congress 
man SumMMers, of Washington. 

Mr. President, I propose to offer the following as an amend- 

ment to House bill 7269: 

TitLe IT 


TO ENCOURAGE AND PROMOTE THE SALE AND EXPORT OF AGRICULTURAL 
PRODUCTS GROWN WITHIN THE UNITED STATES 

That out of funds heretofore appropriated and now in the custody 

of the War Finance Corporation the President of the United States is 

j authorized and directed to pay (a) 35 cents per bushel bounty on each 
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of wheat zg wr in the Tnited States 
roportionate bounty on all products manufactured wholly from 
P? ded, That such products are manufactured within the 
St s from wheat grown therein; (b) 15 ents per bushel 

shel of corn grown in the United Stats and exported 


m and proportionate bounty on all products manufactured 
y from eorn: Provided, That such products are manufactured 
the United States from corn grown therein. 


2. It is hereby provided that whenever the President of the 


United States finds that the importation of wheat or corn, or their 


ves, may interfere with the operation of this act, or enhance 
pense of the United States thereunder, he shall so proclaim it. 
ifter it shall be unlawful to import inte the United States wheat 
n, or their derivatives, except under such regulations and limita- 
is the President sball preseribe in his proclamation. 
All powers necessary for the proper administration of this 
ire hereby conferred on the President of the United States 
= i. This title shall remain in full force and effect from July 1, 
19z4, and until December 1, 1925 


‘ir. President, I want to again remind the Members of this | 
Senate that during the war every commodity was permitted 
» seek its natural price level except that of wheat. The Goy- 
ernment not only depressed the market by interference but 

ally fixed the price much below the prevailing market. 
Net only that, but when the Government Grain Corporation | 
had a monepoly in the handling of grain it took out a profit 
of more than $50,000,000, which was not returned to the 


¢ 


eat growers. 
it is proposed in this measure to redistribute that profit to 
the wheat producer and do it in a way that will bring up his 
price as near as possible to that of its pre-war purchasing 
value for one year, 

Mr. President, it is proposed that the Government pay an 
export bounty of 35 cents per bushel on wheat. The Agrienl- 
tural Department’s head advised me that, based upon the 
records for last year, the cost of such a bounty would be 

18.000,000. It is believed that the domestic price will natur- 
ally follow that of the value of wheat exported. Therefore, 
it will bring an increase of about 35 cents per bushel to the 
wheat farmer on ail the wheat sold, both in foreign and 
demestic markets. | 

rhe objection has been raised that this will increase the | 
cost of flour and the cost of bread, It is admitted that it will | 
juerease the cost of flour. But, Mr. President, the cost of bread | 
was just as high when wheat was $2 per bushel as new, | 
(therefore, it need net increase the price of a single loaf ef 
bread in the United States. 

‘This measure also. provides for an export bounty of 15 cenis 
per bushel on corn. We export a very small percentage of 
our corn, To have paid such an export bounty on the exporta- 
tions for last year would have cost the Government only 
$4,000,000, 

‘The money to be used in the payment of bounties will pot be 

burden upon the taxpayer. The Government took the money | 
away from the farmers. This measure proposes to return it 
to them in the shape of bounties to be paid. 

This bill is not permanent. agricultural relief. It will not 
bring the farmer’s doilar back to par, but it will be temporary 
relief for the producers of wheat and corn; and it is gen- 
erally admitted that if corn sells at a higher price, it will result 
in better prices for pork and beef. 

Since the defeat of the. Christopherson stabilization bill I 
have become a firm believer in the principles of the McNary- 
Haugen bill, which proposes to bring all staple farm products 
back to thelr pre-war purchasing power. But the MeNary- 
Haugen bill has been rejected by this Congress. I admit I 
am much disappointed over the way it has been handled. 
When I tried to bring it up I was told that the parliamentary 
Situation was such that it ought to be brought up first in the 


House, but Democratic Senators joined with Republican Sena- | 


tors, including the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary], and 
insisted that it be not a rider to the pet bill of Seeretary Mel- 
lon, the so-called “tax reduction” bill, that does not reduce 
the taxes of the farmer. 

Many Senators here, including my colleague, Senator Sremr- 
LING, and Congressman Roya CC. JoHNnson, had farm relief 
bills ready to urge, but held back, as they did not want to 
complicate the situation. They sought. first of all, to get sup- 
port for the McNary-Haugen bill. When that was defeated 


we were near the close of the session. This measure I now | 


propose is the last and only chance to secure even partial farm 
relief at this session, as Congress will now adjourn in a few 
hours—adjourn before its work is completed. I protested 
against the adjournment, but the date was fixed as per ar- 
rangement between the leaders of the Democratic Party and 
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| a House bill, the House will concur. Th 


the leaders of the Republican Party. The South and the East 
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1nd exported therefrom | got together, and the Senators from the Northwest, who voted 


against adjournment, found themselves outnumbered. 

I regret that the time is virtually being spent in filibustering 
and the last few precious hours are being taken up by Demo- 
cratic Senators, who are speaking on subjects that are not 
even before the Senate for consideration. If you persist in 
using up the time, you are preventing farm relief legislation, 
The responsibility is not upon the Republicans this time, for 
the majority of them are in favor of this measure, but there 
is no chance to get a vote on same as long as these filibustering 
speeches continue. 

The question before the Senate is my motion. Mr. President, 
it is a question whether the farmer shall receive as much for 
a 14hour day as others do for an 8-hour day. It is a question 
whether he shall be able to exchange a day’s labor with any- 
body. Do not talk about the law of supply and demand as 
though it still operated. The farmer knows nothing about its 
operation when he buys supplies or pays for service. He only 
finds that law in operation when he sells his products in com- 
petition with the cheap land and the cheap labor of the world. 

If this measure reaches the House as a Senate amendment to 

‘re will be no opposition 
to it. I want the Senate to realize that fact 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, what is the 
Senator wants put on? 

Mr. KING. Does the Senator-—— 

Mr. HEFLEIN. What is the amendment? 

Mr. NORBECK. It is printed and is on the desks of Senators. 

Mr. KING. I want to ask the Senator whether it is his pur- 
pose merely te use the resolution which he is now moving to 
consider as a vehicle to carry through some other measure 
which may take a large amount of money out of the Federal 
Trensury? 

Mr. NORBECK. I announced to the Senate three hours ago 
that when any bill was brought up to which this could be offered 
as an amendment I would offer it. The motion is new to take 
up a bill distributing some surplus war material, and if that is 
taken up I will offer this agricultural relief measure as an 
amendment to that. 

Severin Senators. Vote! 

Mr. KING. OW, no: no vote. 

Mr. ASHURST. Will the Senator yield to me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield? 

Mr. NORBECK. I yield the floor. 


imendment the 


APPROPRIATIONS AND EXPENDITURES 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I am in favor of the bill 
the Senator has been advocating, except the rider. [I am not 


| going to stand for a vote at this late hour for some rider on 


a bill that appeals to me beeause it appeals to the farmers. 
It is better for us to consider it, and everybody knows that. 
But the country ought to know what we have been doing 
here and what the financial! condition of the country is. I 
propose, therefore, to make a very short statement in regard 
to that matter. 

Statements are issued by the Treasury Department every 
month, but the people can not understand them, they are so 
mixed up. 

On the 22d of April last I wrote to every member of the 
Cabinet in Washington and asked him to furnish me with a 
list of persons who were employed by this Government under 
the Democratic administration in 1915. I selected that year, 
although the war was being talked about in this country and 
preparedness was being discussed, and much money spent for 
that purpose, but I thought 1915, during the Wilson adminis 
tration, was a good year to compare with 1924, in this admin 
istration. 

Each Cabinet officer did me the courtesy—and I thank them 
for it—of sendin:: me an itemized statement showing the num 
ber of persons employed by the Government in 1915 and in 
1924, and it is a remarkable fact that, not counting those em- 
ployed in the Shipping Board, not counting the large number 
of officeholders in the War Finance Corporation, or the 
Veterans’ Bureau, because it is unfair to consider them, and 
I try to be as fair as possible, and only take those depart- 
| ments which are run very much as they were run ifn 1915, 
from the reports of the Cabinet officers, there are employe 
to-day, in excess of the number employed in 1915, 108,051 
officeholders, and averaging each one at $1,800, that represents 
| an expenditure of $194,491,800, 

I tried to be fair, not taking any of the war bureaus, but 
taking only the departments themselves, and appealed to the 
| Cabinet officers to send in this list. It shows that in the De- 
partment of Justice there were 2,000 more employed than in 
1915; in the Interior Department, 2,300 more. I am reading 
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only the round figures, and I will ask that this statement go 
into the Recorp us an appendix to my remarks. 

the PRESIDEN'T pre tempore. Is there 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

[See Appendix 1. ] 

Mr. OVERMAN, In the Post 
h2,000 more; in the Department of Labor there are 55 more; 
Navy Department there are 10,000 
‘Treasury Department there ware 28,000 more; in the Department 
of Commerce there are 2,0) in the Department of Agri- 
culture there are 4,000 more; in the War Department, in time 
of peace, there are 8,000 more, and in the State Department 
there ure 1,800 more. I will do justice to the Secretary of 
State by saving that he has had to have a good Many more 
officeholders because of the new passport regulations, which 
really grew out of war, and I ask to have his letter printed 
us un appendix to my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

[See Appendix 2.] 

Mr. OVERMAN, The total amounts to 
holders, 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. 
of officeholders? 

Mr. OVERMAN, I have not added up the figures, 
are over tive or six hundred thousand, 
The inerense 


objection? The 


Office Department there are 


in the 


o> more; 


there objection? The 


108.000 more office- 


President, what is the total number 
There 
perhaps more than that. 
1915 in these officeholders, not in bureaus 
which were established growing out of the war, but in the 
legitimate work of the departments, is 108,000. T stated early 
in the session, as some may remember, that the Congress was 
money like drunken sailors. That is an extravagant 
statement, of course, but we do not seem to consider the tax- 
pavers in our appropriations. We do not seem to care any- 
thing about them. You can get any sort of a bill through this 
body which calls for the expenditure of money. Not counting 
the bonus, not counting the Veterans’ Bureau, not counting the 
Shipping Board, we are spending to-day a billion dollars more 
than we spent in 1915. The Senator from Utah smiles. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I do. 

Mr. OVERMAN. TI have testimony here to show that, aided 
as I was, by an expert in the Treasury Department, and I ask 
to have this table put in the Recorp as a part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

[See Appendix 3.] 

Mr. OVERMAN. This shows the regular annual appropria- 
tion for 1925 for the Departments of Commerce, of Justice, of 
Labor, of the Navy, of the Post Office, State, and Treasury, 
taken from the acts as approved by the President, but the 
figures for 1925 were taken from the bills as passed by the 
Senate up to June 2, 1924. I want to say, however, that what 
is known as the second deficiency or the second urgent defi- 
ciency bill is not counted in this statement, because the bill 
has not passed, and I do not know what it will amount to. I 
know it will amount to over $158,000,000, the bill which is to 
come over from the House for the consideration of the Senate, 
for the bill ought to pass. There is a difference now between 
the two bodies, and I um sorry to see it, but I am heartily in 
favor of the Senate standing by what it did. We will have 
another meeting of the conference committee, probably, and I 
hope we can agree. I do not Know, but even as it passed the 
House it carries $158,000,000, and the bill will be here directly. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. OVERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator gives us the startling infor- 
mation that the increases in the ordinary expenses of the de- 
partments of the Government amount to a billion dollars? 

Mr. OVERMAN. ‘The increase in the number of officeholders 
is 108,000, 

Mr. McKELLAR. What I want to ask is whether these 
tremendous increases have all occurred under the rule of the 
Budget? 

Mr. OVERMAN. Many of them have. But I am not going to 
reflect upon the Budget. I do not think I am called upon to cast 
any reflection on those splendid gentlemen. They are fine men, 
and do what they believe to be their duty. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The men are all fine men, but the system 
is bad. It just adds that many more officeholders to draw pay 
from the Government. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I agree with that. I am fully in accord 
with that, and took that position before the bill establishing 
the Budget was passed. 

The tax table does not include the expenses for the Shipping 
Board or the Veterans’ Bureau. Deducting the war expenses, 
which were; 


over 


spending 
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-at least could be saved now. 








Sinking fund __--_ 
Interest on the pul blie debt sein 
Public-debt redemptions payab le from ordinary rece “eipts_— 
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The total amount of increase of appropriations for 1925 ov: 
1015, less war expenses, was $2,223,739,.886.50. 

Deducting from that the war expenses, which it is not fair 
for me to include in this statement, of $1,372,277.977, we have 
the grand total of $951,462,909. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I ask for order in the Senat 
The Senator is making a very valuable statement, and ought t 
be heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will be in order 

Mr. OVERMAN. Senators usually do not care anythin: 
about this question, or many of them do not. The time has 
come, I think, for economy and reform. We do not hear that 
any more, but Senators just go on making appropriations of! 
all sorts, kinds, and characters. The truth is that Senator 
Aldrich was right when he said that $300,000,000 could lx 
suved by the discharge of ofliceholders. I think $500,000.000 
This table itself shows where 
$194,000,000 could be saved. 

The second deficiency bill, as I said, will amount to about 
$158,000,000. That is what it will be if it passes, and I hope 
it will pass. That will make a grand total of $1,109,462,909. 

I have had an expert from the Treasury Department aiding 
me, and I have gone over these items with him, and he has 
furnished me this list, so I do not think there can be any 
mistake about it. 

In the legislative department the excess is $322,376. In the 
Iixecutive Office the excess is $389,000; but all these figures I 
am reading are over and above the figure of 1915, when Wilson 
was President of the United States. 

The increase for the Agricultural Department is $37,153,000 ; 
Commerce Department, $12,000,000; Interior Department, 
$72,000,000; Department of Justice and the judiciary, $10,- 
000,000; Labor Department, $4,000,000; Navy Department, 
$138,000,000. 

Mr. President, I do not understand in time of peace how the 
War Department and Navy Department can have such great 
increases both in number of officers and amount of money 
spent. Since the end of the war and the treaty with Japan, 
Great Britain, and France, why is it that we have to have so 
many officers? Why is this great increase over 1915? At that 
time we were talking about preparing for war and probably 
added a good many employees on that account. Since peace 
was declared they are still increasing, although we hear the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] talk about how many thou- 
sands and hundreds of thousands of officeholders have heen 
discharged, and how much money has been saved. That is on 
account of the war. Of course, we have discharged hundreds 
of thousands of officeholders. Of course, we have saved millions 
and millions of dollars. We had to do it. There was no use to 
spend money, because the war was over. In all of the matters 
which I am bringing to the attention of the Senate I have de- 
ducted the activities of the war. I have deducted the Veterans’ 
Bureau, which has cost millions; I have deducted the Shipping 
Board, and all those activities growing out of the war; and still 
we have these vast totals, still we see these wonderfully mon- 
strous extravagances of the administration in the way they 
are spending and in the number of officeholders being appointed. 





APPENDIX 1 


Comparison of the personnel of the departments for 1915 and 1523 











| | 
| Decrease 
| (~) ot 
Department | 1915 1923 |S S023 
| compared 
with 1915 
|e lle 
Departunent of Justice... ....0.. 20.22. 500250005560 | 8, 095 10, 423 +2, 328 
Interior Department. .........-...------------+--- 19,455 | 17,092 —2, 363 
Post Office Department .--| 298,085 | 350, 764 +52, 679 
Department of Labor (the 1923 figures. do not in- } } 
clude 687 persons with the department at a nomi- | | 
nal salary of $1 per year)... ...-..-.-----.-- ahah 2, 193 | 2, 248 | +55 
i Ee ae | 30,274) 40,599 +10, 325 
Treasury Department.........-......-.----.----9- | 30,984} 59, 937 +28, 953 
Department of Commerce (the 1915 fig zures do not | j 
include 966 temporary employees) -_-_............- 9, 389 11, 472 | 2, O83 
Department of Agriculture................-.---.-. 16,223 | 20, 261 +4, 038 
War Department_--............ Scceutibereuaentenl | 42,029 50, 110 | +8, O81 
Beate Depart sk sk os cn seks sates ek | 2, 134 | 4, 006 | +1, 872 
Nt os incline hdieenieettecn- emanate ...| $58, 961 | 566, 912 | +108, 051 


108,051 employees at an average phioan a $1,800 per year sonpie 
an expenditure of $194,491,800, 





iat: Sym. 
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APPENDIX 2 | 
DEPARTMENT OF STATS, 
Washington, May 1, 1924 
fon I Bg Ss (OVERMAN 


United States Senate. 


Dear SENATOR OVERMAN In reply to your letter of April 22, 


1924. IT am pleased to ineclose herewith a memorandum showing the 


mployees in the Department of State in Washington and 
j he field for the years 1915 and 1923. It will be noted that the 
ber of employees in the field for 1915 has been approximated, as 





ler mnditions existing at that time it was impossible for the de 


iriment to aseertain the exact number of employees in every office 
ud on any given date The number given may be considered as 
uficiently accurate for all practical purposes 
\' the risk of exceeding your request I desire to mention a few 
imp unt facts whica are illustrative of the increasing responsibilities 


his department 


1915 we maintained abroad a total of 41 embassies and lega- 


whereas the number is now 53 
\ n index to the growth of consular activities the total 
ollected for 1915 was $1,498,029.80, whereas for 1923 it 
$65.S05,470.81, a difference of $5,807,441.01. 


1915 there was no passport visé control, whereas in 1925 the 


ol on- 


( sular Service viséed 408,671 alien passports and rendered 90,586 
ssport services to traveling Americans 
Department of State in 1915 there were issued 25,119 pass 


whereas in 1923 the number was 125,656 | 
orry not to have figures covering the number of entries and 





s of American vessels from foreign ports for 1915, but you 


ive of the fact that at that time there were very few American 
sels on the sea, whereas in 1923 there were 20,638 arrivals at 


nerican consular posts 


In the matter of bills of health issued to vessels clearing for the 


ired States in 1915 the fees from this source amounted to $87,956.18, | 


is in YO22 they amounted to $116,608, the fee for this service | 
nuining the same | 
n in the matter of consular invoices covering shipments of mer- | 
1andise to the United States the fees in 1915 were $1,236,810.91, 
hereas {nm 1923 they were $1,962,026.80, an increase of $725,215, 
senting roughly 300.000 additional services 
\s of possible interest I inclose a printed card giving details of the 
tivit of the Consular Service for the fiscal year 1923 I also 
ose a significant picture showing the increase of work in the Con- 
ir Service by a contrast in the volume of bound correspondence for 
the vears 1908 and 1909 as compared with 1918 and 1919 at an aver- | 


to be handled, both as regards their complexity and 
their number, is more than commensurate with the significant growth 
of routine duties to which I have referred 


national proble 





This increase has added greatly to the activities and responsibilities 

Diplomatic Service upon which the Government must rely for 

' eceipt of accurate and prompt information regarding political 
tendencies and developments abroad. Furthermore, the vast expansion 
nee the war of our commercial interests in foreign countries has 
vreatly increased the demands made upon the Diplomatic Service to 


¥ msulate 
Ii is needless to mention to you that the increase in important inter 
' 
' 
: : : | 
ford) protection and proper assistance to Americau commercial | 

} 

; 
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Partial list of servicea performed by American consular oficera during 
fiacal wear ended Jur ‘ iv 

Protection and welfare cases_... = nai winds ” 75, 809 
Deaths of Americans abroad—-- = . . - 1, 28o 
Estates settled a 1, O37 
Registration of Americans i 6, 530 
Passport services (Americans) ~~ — ne oO. SSG 
Passport visés (aliens) ile ee dete a ” 408, O71 
Section 6 certificates (Chinese) 1, 2533 
Depositions and commissions ia inal i436 
Extradition cases_.......  - ia 7 “ oth 
Marine a " o, th 

Seamen shipped aa ; Deaton : 2s. 764 
Seamen discharged sia nine oa, oo 
seamen deserted _........... — aie . a, Sedes 
Seaman deceased____ . . iz 
Seamen relieved —— . aac net 3, OR1 
Voluntary trade reports a . 16, GOT 
Called-for trade reports oni 10, 598 
Replies to trade inquiries ‘ 7 g 55, fox 
Trade opportunities (about)— 4,0 
Disinfection certificates - 8, 307 
Notarial services pub tndsianentl Sai - . 167, 764 
Consular invoices ~~ . E S06, S17 
Landing certificates _..--~- ee ; 2, 8M 
Bills of health... sine ‘ . 89, 450 
Sanitary reports. —- ioseieiaia icicles ail atin aides acid 15, 158 


20, GAS 
20, 506 


American vessels entered 
American vessels cleared 
Miscellaneous correspondence : 
Letters received __— duit - ‘ - . 
Re I iicecacnchtetntmnns 


904, 601 
sitiptaieiadatiniigaaiaatin au es 1, O97, 488 


. 
$6, 805, 470. 81 
1, 685, 060. 88S 


tea le aaa Se "oe - 2,120, 409. 93 


Total fees collected for years 1922-23 : 
Gross cost of Consular Service, 1922-28_..-~. 
Net gain to the Government 
APPENDIX 8 

The regular annual apprepriation figures for 1925 for Commerce, 
Justice, Labor, Nay) Post Office, State, and Treasury were taken 
from the acts as approved by the President, but all other regular 
annual appropriation figures for 1925 were taken from bills as passed 
by the Senate up to June 2, 1924, and prior to action by conferees 

Deficiencies and special acts are included in figures for 1915 Ta 
1925 only the regular annual and permanent and indefinite appropria- 
tions passed up to June 2, 1924, are included. Deficiencies and special 
acts for the service of 1925 to be passed in the future must be added 
for purposes of exact comparison 

The attached table does not include the expenses for the Shipping 
Board or the Veterans’ Bureau 

Deducting the war expenses, which were: 
Sinking fund 5 i ae il _. $3810, 000, 000. 00 
Interest on public debt 2 800, 000, 000. 00 


Public-debt redemptions payable from ordinary re 
ea 172, 277. 977. 00 


ceipts___- mateocces asaeace acaceeneeeoer< 


EE cumenisns daiciaaetel aint - 1, 372, 277 
Total amount of increase of appropriations 
for 1925 over 1915, minus Post Office 
appropriation SSS ed 2, 2223, T30, 886. 50 
#38 war expenses. .._- 


ovo 


ee 1, 372, 277, 977. oO 


951, 462, 909. 50 


Be I Ce aie cetacean tices 158, 000, 000. 00 
Grand total increase for 1925 over 1915 .. 1,109, 462, 909. 50 
Plus adjusted compensation of civilian em 

ployees in field = wippene . 1, 135, 780, 377. 34 


Comparison of appropriations, fiscal years 1915 and 19253 











diate ts 
trust that this information will fully cover the purposes of your p Appropriations,| Appropriations, wamnane € Ly, 
request A ithe | fiscal year 19157) fiscal year 19257 | 1925, compared 
Very sincerely yours, } with 1915 
, inclosures Craries E. Itveues | alii ; — i ciguakniinanigmaapaaediidanam 
Number of employees of the Depa tment of State in Washington and Ts — , $13, 956, 639.60} $14, 279, 016. 00 $399 376. 40 
in the fleld during the years 1915 and 1928 Permanent and indefinite 800. 00 800. 00 
Qctober 21, 1915: = —_ . 
Number of employees in the field__.__-~--~~- tmowanpeeis = ayes | SS ae - 13, 957, 439. 60 14, 279, 816. 00 $2329 376. 40 
Number of employees in the District of Columbia... 313 | + r. 
——— | Executive Office and inde- 
PIE iensseiaintea delcsaseninn, ty dinate pene cleata adboained ulamaianelaaiacan candid acai 2,134 | pendent offices | 
tegular annual ‘ . 9, 415, 867.22 | 398, 870, 180. 16 £380, 454, 312. 04 
Decem! $1, 1923 Permanent and indefinite 57, 630. 00 6, 457, 301. 79 +6, 399, 671. 79 
Number of employees in the field st IE —— 
Number of employees in the District of Columbia... ane 578 | BOR acinnctientanénsnniee 9, 473, 497. 22 405, 327,481.95 | +395, 853, 984. 73 
a 4, 006 Agricultural Department | - | 
Regular annual ..| 23,994, 640. 64 61, 147,993.00 | +37, 153, 3: 
One way of marking the changing times: A small stack of books— | Permanent and indefinite 5, 999, 200. 00 12, 360, 750. 00 +-6, 361, 550. 00 
f n volumes—shows the correspondence of the American consulate eee 29, 993, 840. 64 73, 508, 743. 00 +43, 614, 902. 36 


at Mazatlan, Mexico, during the years 1908 and 1909; another 
ick of 32 volumes shows the correspondence for the years 1918 end 
1919 In this decade the number of visitors increase] about 100 per 


‘ 
u 








‘Estimated and does not include contingent employees. 
Included 213 permanent employees and estimated number of tem 
Porary employees. 


LXV——704 





! The regular annual appropriation figures for 1925 for Commerce, Justice, Labor, 
Navy, Post Office, State, and Treasury were taken from the acts as approved by the 
President, but all other regular annual appropriation figures for 1925 were taken from 
| the bills as passed by the Senate up to June 2, 1924, and prior to action by conferees 

? Deficiencies and special acts are included in figures for 1915. In 1925 only the 
regular annual and permanent and indefinite appropriations passed up to June 2, 
1924, are included. Deficiencies and special acts for the service of 1925, to be passed 
in the future, must be added for purposes of exact comparison 
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| oom 
f appropriat 4 1915 and ntinued | arranged; diplomatic and trade relations were resumed 
——— | the enemy countries; and the stfrairz relatior wit 
: I . » (=) or ropean nations which had grown out of the Versailles ti 
109 ; pared vere adjusted. 
with 1915 THE FISCAL SITUATION 
‘ ' . e1¢ a0 ene pe As a result of the war, our people had accumulated a « 
rr ‘ sin F * | of $26,596,701,648.01 as against a pre-war indebtedness of 
—— | billion. Of this sum $11,000,000,000 was made up of advan 
2, 399, 985.94] to our allies during the war. No arrangements whatever 
i ~ |been made for the collection or the funding of these 
‘ . +72 14, 154.06 | vances. No country except England had paid a dollar « 
_T 4, 424, 109.8 | account of either principal or interest. At the same time, « 
) 766.923.12 | rent expenditures of the Government were proceeding at 
- =| rate of more than five and a half billions yearly. Governm 
” | obligations were below par. In spite of this appalling 
" 1-10, 756,029.90 | Of the public finances, due at least in part to the unprecedent 
! 0 17,500.00 | extravagances of the former administration, the retiring De1 
; ,9o4 cratic President had seen fit to disapprove the Budget 
ccounting bill, designed to bring system and economy ir 
J - ben san xg | tle Government's business. 
‘ 25, GOO. REDUCTION IN PXPPNDITURES 
, ‘ 4, 190, 746. 54 The Republican administration took steps immediate] 
N Der | improve the publie credit and to curtail expenditures. 
fre (50, 408. 47 27 5 0 +128, 044, 568. 53 Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator‘ 
5 221, (53.0 Mr. SMOOT. I wish the Senator would allow me to 
; ‘ . 1.192 through and then I will gladly answer any questions he m 
desire to ask. 
: nod TF Included in the totals of appropriations, almost two billi: 
= is nade up of fixed charges growing out of the war—inters 
et ent ee the public debt, sinking-fund contributions, and the paymei 
Dermenmentk and " 00 00 "2 5 es 00 om | to ex-service men. The administration has thus reduced t 
-— actual cost of the public service to a little more than $1.00 
Potal 6, 2A, 716. 54 27, 646. 29 8, 822,929.79 | 000,000 yearly, practically the amount expended annually | 
q t | fore the war. 
~ ets Rh pe > vo - _ oo eae = THE BUDGET SYSTRM 
28.76 | 1, 519,819, 4 70, 086, 051. 24 | This retrenchment in expenditures was made possible larg: 
siaiilaininiittiaiae . | by the inauguratic nofa Budget system immediately after t! 
- 516, 600 6 399 2 1157. 327,171.18 | beginning of the Republican administration. This was t 
Permanent ndefinit 9, 317, 600. 00 ( 9 ~2,734, 279.00 | greatest piece of fiscal legislation in the recent history of t 
Total = — +154, 602, 802. 18 country. Not only has machinery been set up under the 
ao President whereby he can with intelligence plan the country 
Distr f Colum? | financial program, but the committee arrangements in bot 
- ular annu ae oe - = 227, 519. ( | Senate and House have so been altered as to consolidate an 
t I ‘A 94 .| unify the legislative system for the consideration of appr 
leet 13, 22 08 0, 454, 481. 0 17, 228,764.92 | priations and expenditures. The entire credit for the ¢ 
; | istence and the wonderful achievements of the Budget syste: 
' Tap senishar is ave 289.83 | 2.17 ) 401. 34 |-41, 190, 246,111.51 | Must be given to a Republican Congress and a Republic: 
Pi ent and _| President. 
196, 407. 00 | 1,4 138.8 523, 854,551.59 | At this point I wish to place in the Recorp a table showi 
( 1 1 09, 696. 83 ( 40, 140.1 2, §23, 130, 443. 36 | total appropriations, including Postal Service—payable fro 
less Post ( | postal revenues—and estimated and indefinite appropriatior 
ee 3 ; and a table showing total appropriations, including permane: 
er 14, 245, 638, 89 613, 645 299, 399,556.86 | and indefinite appropriations but excluding Postal Service, : 
“ nian ener a - | follows: 
Total, exclusive 
oe : : a 016, 7 $4. 94 [-+2, 223, 130, 896. 29 | no eay appropriations including Postal Service (payable from postal 
revenues) ani estimated permanent and indejinite appropriations 
Incl $1,923,552.11 for Post Office Department proper yable from ordinary | 
jeneral Treasury). In 1925 all expenses of the Post Office Department | ieee ea : pane : 
‘1 ahve ter: Sen 717,000: ind interest on the public debt, $22,900,000. | Fiseal year or Reduction: i 
I und, $310,000,000; f t the public debt, or 3 
$390,.000,00) if publ ‘ redemptions pay ordinary receipts, | ——— ey ES ee Bsns 3 
: . Peusten Canal. | $4, 780, 929, 510 |. ----. + 4 
nd Ls » payable from postal revenu nly was excluded, as the | 4248, aan 4 ee 3 
( Post ( Department proper were payable from ordinary receipts | 4, 002, 544, 312 | 156, 596 4 
A FEW ¢ HE OUTSTANDING ACCOMPLISHMENTS OF THE REPUBLICAN  -<pnonnsssgpenteinssisesithsinnttniaeniinimathenensisiibonsseainntaiestiel ; 
ADMINISTRATION, 1921~—1924 1 Increase. 
PEACH WITH GERMANY Total appropriations ‘neluding permanent and indefinite anpropriati ; 7 
but cacluding Postal Service et 
Mr. SMOO'T Mr. President, when the Republican admin- | ——— ee l ee : 3 
istration came into control of the Government, in 921, | - Total appro- ‘a 
the country was still in a state of war with the Cen- a priations Reduction 
tral Powers, due to e stubborn refusal of a Democratic | —|—_———— : 
President to conclude any treaty of peace which did not $4, 257, 361,.240 |........-. 
provide for the entry of the United States into the League | 8, 207, 892, 754 | “$1, O49, 468, 4 
‘ Nations and did not subordinate this country to ‘the | > one oat eae ge 
domination of foreign influences. The first and most impor- | ee 
tunt eur f the administration became the conclusion of ee 


peace with Germany and her allies. Treaties were quickly 








1 Increase. 








1924 





} 
Total appropriations excluding Postal Service and estimated permanent 
and indefinite appropriations | 
eas - Total appro- | ee, 
Fiscal year priations Reductions 
— ———____— — a a ' —— — | 
ni $2, 796, 953, 488 = 
BOGE... . cnbaccccdwenctecdacesecswnda 1, 872, 116, 304 $024, 837, 094 | 
O00 . .. . -acudbbisabes<csestagnetinnaniqunnounonmehee 2, 155, 745, O89 1 283, 628, 605 
SGD . . . ccgedncedsaseccentbbctetvedadcensnectee 1, 959, 966, 459 195, 778, 630 
| 
: —— | 
: | 
1 want to call attention now to the total gross debt as of | 
June 30, 1921, and the reductions taking place, as follows: 
Statement showing reduction in the total gross debt for the fiscal years | 
1922, 1923, and 11 months of fiscal year 1924 
edanielaiaiads aapisieniapianisipaetl eens | 
Total gross debt | Reduction } 
ee aomamethe = — 
June 30, 1921 wm $23,977, 450,552 |... | 
iii i a a ee abe 22, 963, 381, 708 | $1, 014, 068, 844 
June 30, 1923...... saa hal cela ithe Ot iad 22, 349, 707, 365 613, 674, 343 | 
May ns I i 21, 544, 803, 396 804, 903, 969 
Yotal reduction (2 years 11 months) .......'...-......-.-.-. 2, 432, 647, 1546 | 
pe | ne net eee enieaniiiahiaotthe 834, 050, 454 


In order that Senators may know just what the sales were 
of war supplies, the proceeds of which were covered into the 


Treasury in each of these years, I want to put in the Recorp 
at this time a statement giving the amount in each year, as 
follows! 

Receipts from sales of war supplies covered into the Treasury 








9 3, 406, 227. 01 
922 _ 89, 319, 746, 28 
cs chnniruihetcbes —_ a tibsdi nai thesia 77, 931, 236. 95 
1924 (11 months’ basis) ..........-- ddininiideleaial 89, 282, 571. 49 | 


i now want to call attention to the question of expenditures, 
shown in the following table: 


Total erpenditures chargeable against ordinary receipts '* 


{On basis of daily statements adjusted to Budget basis] 





Total expendi- 
tures charge- 
able against 

ordinary 
receipts 


Fiscal year 


1921 
1922 
1923 
2924 


| $5, 538, 209, 189 
3, 795, 302, 480 
3, 532, 269, 266 
3, 144, 448, 574 


shilpabihbnddickissaichanaaals “$1, 742, 906, 709 
263, 033, 214 
? 43, 290, 245 


' Includes public debt retirements chargeable against ordinary receipts. 
Eleven months’ period ended May 31, 1924, compared with corresponding period 
for the fiscal year 1923 


REFUNDING THE FORRIGN DEBT 


Mr. President, legislation was adopted establishing a commis- 
sion to take up with the various nations the question of refund- 
ing their indebtedness to this country, amounting to about 
eleven billions of dollars. The commission has met with mate- 
rial success. It secured an arrangement with Great Britain— 
our largest debtor—to fund the entire British debt into long- 
term bonds and provide for the immediate and continued pay- 
ment of the interest and of installments on the principal. 
This was approved by Congress and by the British Govern- 


ment and is now in effect. A debt settlement has also been 
reached with Finland and Hungary, while negotiations are 


in progress with all other debtor nations. As the result of 
the uctive prosecution of these matters by the administration, 


the annual income of the Government has been increased by | 


the sum of $180,000,000, representing 
payments by foreign nations. 
to the Treasury. 


principal and interest 
This has been a material help 


BALANCING THE BUDGET AND REDUCING THE NATIONAL DEBT 
The fiscal year 1922 began with a deficit of more than 


$700,000,000. 
deficit was converted into a surplus of $300,000,000 before the 
end of the year, The excess of receipts over expenditures dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1923 was again more than 
It is estimated at the Treasury that there will be a similar 
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Due to the economies of the administration this | 


$300,000,000, | 
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surplus at the end of the current year At the same time the 
administration was thus bringing the Government's expenses 
within its income, or balancing the budget, substantial re 
ductions were being made in the public debt is stood at 
$26,000,000,000 in 1919 It has been reduced following the 
inauguration of a Republican Congress in th ir to about 
$24,000,000,000, where it stood at the time of President Hard 
ing’s inauguration in March, 1921. Within tlh rs 
of the present administration it has been cut doy to 
$21,544,806,596—an average reduction of more t $800,000, 000 
yearly, 
RESTORED PUBLIK ai 
With this vigorous handling of the Nation's finances, t 
interest rate on the Government's short-time borrowings was 
reduced from 54 per cent to 4 per cent, a saving of millions to 
the Treasury. Government bonds, which had be selling at 
| about 8&5 cents on the dollar, returned to par—which meant 
two and a half billions of dollars in the pockets of the holders 
of Liberty bonds 
TAX RED! 4 
In the face of the large reductions in the publi lebt and 
the annual additions to the Treasury surplus, the internal 
revenue taxes have been reduced—tfirst by the act adopted in 
November, 1921, and more recently by the act which has just 
received the President’s signature. The first law repenled th 
obnoxious excess-profits tax, the most damaging of all taxes 
to ordinary business, reduced high surtaxes, increased the 
emptions applying to heads of families with moderate income 
and repealed most of the so-called nuisance taxes, Th \ 
just adopted decreases taxes generally to the lowest level sir 


1917; reduces the income taxes payable during the 
year by 25 per cent; makes a general reduction in all 
taxes, and specially reduces the taxes on earned 

These large decreases in the tax burden of 
been possible solely by the most rigid economy practiced 
the administration and by the application common 
principles to the conduct of the Government's business 


present 
income 
incomes 
the people have 
by 


of 


SenSO 


REORGANIZATION OF THE BXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS 


The establishment of budgetary reforms, which not merely 
have made possible the curtailment of the public expenditures 
and the reduction of the national debt but have per 
mitted a substantial reduction in the tax burden upon the 
people, will not, however, be brought to completion without the 
reorganization and rearrangement of the executive 


“uiso 


depart 


ments which have the Government’s business in charge. The 
departments have shown a marked improvement in their efti- 
ciency under the Republican administration. They have prac 


They have eliminated 
have reduced the number Government 
employees nearly 100,000. But further improvements can 
made. Immediately after the present administration came into 
power, Congress established a Joint Committee on Reorganiza 
tion, which has since been engaged in an intensive 
the details of Government administration 


ticed rigid economy. 
expenditures, They 


all 


ot 


unnecessary 


Tee 


Inquiry into 
rhe committee has 


just laid its report before Congress, recommending the elimina 
tion of a number of superfluous bureaus and offices and a com 
prehensive rearrangement of the entire departmental system 
The legislation necessary to accomplish these reforms is now 


before Congress, and its enactment will complete the compliance 
of the administration with its promise to introduce sound bu 


|; ness principles into the management of the 


Government 





REDUCTION IN THE ARMY AND NAVY 

| ‘The Republican administration has reduced the Army and 
| the Navy to a proper peace-time basis The Regular Army 
|} now numbers 140,000 officers and men, and the Nay; in 
cluding the Marine Corps, 115,000 officers and men Tempo 
rary posts and camps have been relinquished, surplas prop 
| erty disposed of, operating agencies have been consolidated 
and other reforms introduced into the administration of thy 
Military and Naval Establishments. Hundreds of millions of 
dollars have been saved as the result of these changes. with 
out impairing in the slightest degree the effectiveness « r 

fighting forces for purposes of the national defe 

PREPAREDNESS 

The National Guard and the naval reserves have Y 
ganized and made into an effective supp for ft ul 





Military and Naval Establishments 


ing schools have been conducted with 1 


Summer camps and tralin- 


eguiarits ihe orgun- 











Re eee etiae ce ies eee a ae 
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| shall treat with liberality and generosity all our former soldiers 


ind sailors who were wholly or partially disabled in the service 
if their country. The administration has steadfastly striven 
possible 


way to lighten the burden of those of our 
who came out of the war handicapped, as well as to 
help the dependents of those who lost their lives in their « 
try’s service. No other administration in the Nation’s histor; 
has provided more generously for the ex-service men. Im 192] 
the Vet Bureau was established, all Government agen 
bg with former rvice men were consolidated, and 
work of relieving disabled war veterans and their depend 
f “1 and expedited. The rates of compensation for 
ability were liberalized by *a Republican Congress, and 1 


j of the two military arms are now in skeleton 
e the nation defense ! ny emergency. 
I ents 1 ke bl tl progress and develop 
‘ m1 pl I i sta of rreparedness, 
of « f a vé ate public 
‘ 
I AMENT 
t) ‘ ! t f ‘ in nr 
T l I hauct 
‘ ‘ wi ( of > h 
‘ » brin 
‘ I At 
j ] .% Arms ( ‘ s called 
121 lt l § mt ! s l nani 
] l the a ! Lie pro] it j vy lim if 
‘ ( the It resul i in the re ition OL Llhis 
< ‘ L-< policy in 4 Lf wit il of Japa- 
I I from Siberia, ie return « S o China by 
nt ¢ ( | h »- J ijt if 
tha eCCOLgI i A ( in | 
{ Is] ] ned j | 
1 | and set up machin for the emt ¢ d 
j “arisil in the ¢ Lect, rhis was the most brilliant and 
i ! alt Dia ievement in or a 1 bevond 
I ‘ Ly cad mor in the dire on ¢ securing 
orld pei han any step which has ever been taken by this 
‘ y othe COULLIS It has made possible a tremendous 
] (Cl of the tax burden, 1 only i e 4 ed Bt s 
but in all the leading nations of the world 
GERMAN RBPARATIC 
I hout, b eur unofficial observe the adminis- 
tration has maintained close contact with the endeavors of 
] n nations to reach an adjustment of the problems con 
T 1 the rehabilitation of France und Belgium, and the | 
1 t of reparations by Germal Ir ( months, the 
‘ nent mamed representatives to sit ¢ commission 
< expert ereated to formulate a pl n for the final and com- | 
plete ttlement of these matters, whicl wit exception, | 
most dificult nud perplexing ef the many questions 
' erew out of the war, and at the same 1 e fraught with 
1! frentes danger to the peace of the world The commis- | 
sion. under the leadership of the American representatives, 
has submitted its report. The plan which it proposes has been 
necepted, in substance, by the Government of Germany as well 
as by t Governments of the allied nations And there is 
little doubt that, largely as the result of the friendly inter- 
vention of this country, the principal disagreements between 
the associated nations and the German people are in fair 


way to a speedy settlement. This is but a further illustra- 


j 


| should 


tion of the high position in the family of nations which 
America has reached under the Harding-Coolid adminis- | 
tration 
MEXICO 

The 1 star differences between country and 
Mi has been ijusted satisfactorily to baf nations, and 
the 1 ed States | resumed diplomatic relations with that 
eour 

PHILIPPINES 

At tl close of the Democratic administration in 1921, the 
prestige and authority of the United States in the Philippmes 
had sunk to its lowest level since the American occupation of 
the islands in 1898. Due largely to a desire on the part of the 
| weratiec Governor General to encourage and hasten Philip- 
pritie independence the government of the is nds had been 
largely entrusted to native politicians. Mismanagement, ex- 


travagance, and corruption were rife in administrative affairs. 


Government credit was exhausted, the currency was depre- 


( i, and the public finances were in a state of collapse. Im- 
mediately after his inauguration, President Harding dispatched 
a commission to the islands to make a thorough investigation of 
t] condition He later appointed as Governor General one 
( trongest American administrators in public life. Under 
hi ui we and direction the fiscal system in the Philippines 
has been reorganized and rehabilitated. Corrupt public officials | 
have been removed from office and punished. The public credit 
has been restored. And the prestige of the American Nation 
nd the American people in the Far East 1 er was higher 


than it is to-day. 


DOMESTIC AFFAIRS CARE OF THE VET®HRANS 


The principle for which President 


Harding and President 
Coolidge have consistently contended is that the Gevernment 


\dininistrative policy was adopted of placing the burden « 


in ‘compensation cases upon the Government. Milli 
I n expended for the erection of hospitals. Each y: 
ately half a billion dollars has been paid out to v« 
erans of the Great War and their dependents and to prov 
or their rehabilitation and hospitalization. The pensions « 
the veterans of other wars and their dependents have amounted 
to about $250,600,000 yearly, making a total of about th 


quarters of a billion dollars a year provided for the care of 
our veterans. No other nation in the history of the world has 
provided more liberally for its former soldiers. 

In the closing days of the present session, Congress adopt: 
the soldiers’ bonus, involving a payment to veterans amounting 
» approximately $152,000,000 during the first year, and a tot 
payment of upwards of two and a half billions spread over a 


period of 20 years. 


IM MIGRATION 


The enactment of restrictive immigration legislation was one 
of the most important tasks of the administration. Under 


the immigration policy which had long been followed by this 
country, the arrival of great numbers of immigrants from 
southern and eastern Europe was operating to change, to a 
dangereus degree, the character and composition of our peo- 
ple. Our standards of living were becoming depressed, our 
bulance of population upset, our ideals and institutions 
threatened, and our prisons and asylums filled with the socially 
unfit, as the result of the advent of inferior racial groups and 
sroups having nothing in common with those peoples which 
had setthed amd developed the country. The administration 
sought, and Congress enacted, legislatien which for all time 
will put an end to this menace. The Johnson-Reed immigra- 
tion law establishes the census of 1890 as the quota base for 
immigration, and fixes the annual quota from each country at 
2 per cent of its representation in the foreign-born popula- 
tion of the United States as it stood in that year. The law 
will restrict immigration greatly—in fact, to about 160,000 
persons a year. It will permit the restoration of the original 
balance in our population. It will diminish the numbers of 
the delinquent and defective classes. It will reduce crime, and 
prevent unemployment. The immigration law is one of the 


most notable achievements of the present administration. 


TUE TARIFF 


Hand in hand with the restriction of immigration gees the 
Fordney-MeCumber tariff. Whe restriction of immigration is 
almost universally approved by reasonable men. Our rail- 
reads, our shops and facteries, our mines and our farms, 
be operated by our own people. One of the objects 
of restricting immigration is to keep owt low-priced foreign 
laber, and to insure employment for Americans. gut a curtail 
ment of immigration would be of little value for this purpose 
if we were to permit goods produced in fereign countries te be 
dumped into our markets. Every shipload of goods produced 
abroad and brought inte America for sale takes just so much 
employment from American laborers and American producers. 
The Republican administration has stood, as every Republican 
administration has stood, for the protection of American 
workingmen and American industries from unfair competition 
with the cheap tabor of foreign countries. Under the Pordney- 
McCumber tariff our industries and our labor have prospered. 
There are now few idle factories, and there is but little 
unemployment. Wages are high and prices geod. Our revenwes 
from customs have shown a marked increase, amounting 
during the last completed fiscal year (1923) to almest 
§600,000,000. 

In ‘spite of the gloomy forecasts of the Democratic opponents 
of the Fordney-McCumber law, our export trade has increased, 
and not diminished, under the new tariff. This is at least in 
part due to the vigorous efforts of the administration to build 
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up markets abroad for our surplus production. The ciel has supplanted extravagance in the Government de- 
ation of the Department of Cemmeree has been ex-| partments and in the Army and Navy, and our yearly expendi- 
inded and inereased many fold im effectiveness during the | tures have been cut almost in halt 
three years. Divisions have been established covering | Sound tariff and immigration policies have been put in 
rm products, cotton, agricultural implements, coal, elec- | force. Our expert trade has crown \ nemployment has been 
al equipment, hides and leather, and all other important | eliminated. There are but few idle factories. 17 situation 
uodities. of the farmers, which under the former administration had 
: Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, will the Senator | become desperate, has been materially impreved. The people 
i 1? | will judge the administration and the ¢ ; by these re 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah | SU!ts. Except by those who look upon the ¢ : os 
eld to the Senator from Missouri? ee ae ee yy a" — — 
Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator I am nearly through, | neemenenens 
I should prefer not to yield at this time. | THE ACHIEVEMENTS OF THE S13 * Ss —— a 7 
Mr. REED of Missourl. Very well. a 7x , 

SMOOT. Systematic and complete information fn rela-| The Sixty-seventh C s passed the f emergency 
to foreign markets is being developed both through the for- tarifl act, W ich stopped the mportations of wheat, m lk, and 
agents of the Department of Commerce and through the | Cheese from Canada; corn and beef from Argentina; wool and 
ilar service. This information is collated in the depart- | MUtton from Australia; eggs from China; and butter from 
t and regularly made available to the trades affected, to Norway, Denn ae, | Swed " e veins pped into 

‘ rters, to the agricultural interests, and to the general a co aes un I r the free-ti provis of the Wnderw I 
| Democratic tariff. 
ACRICULTURD It authorized the use of a billion doll by the War Finance 
ao - ‘ Corporation to finance the orderly marketi1 1 « rtation 
the administration has rendered material and timely aid | of gerieuitural products 
igriculture—the country’s oldest and most important in- tt reduced the Army and the Navy to a peace-time ba 
y. During 1921 a congressional joint commission on It passed the peace resolutions with Germany and Austria 
iltural inquiry conducted intensive research to determine and brougctt about a limitation of armament through an in- 
e ways in which the Government could best aid the farmer, | ternational conference. 
in January, 1922, the Secretary of Agriculture, at the re-| yt passed the budget bill, vetoed by Presid Wilson, and 
uest of the President, called a national agricultural conference, | put the budget system into operation 
which preved to be the most representative gathering of prac- It reduced Government employees over 100.000 
al farmers and representatives of farm erganizations and t curtriled the expenses of the Government through economy 
allied associations which had ever been brought together in | anq eood business management. and was thus enabled to re- 
this country. Pollowing the recommendations of its own com- | gyee the national debt from $26.594.267.878 on August 31. 1919 
ssion and of this national conference, Congress has passed | 4, ¢94 544 906.296 on May 21. 1924 , ; 
number of laws designed to assist the agricultural {nterests It repented the soda and ice cream. clothing. drug store. and 
of the Nation. One of the most important was the agricultural freight and expre ss taxes ; > r , 
-redits act of 1923, providing Government agencies to handle | It reduced the burden on the taxpayer nearly $1,000,000,000 
agricultural leans and authorizing the establishment ef private | , eeire ie 7 a “eae ye we e797) 
gencies under Government supervision to loan money on Tlive- rs ae ee ubined the activities in behalf of the disabled and in- 
SCORE OIE SE SURED BOCES Wi SORES Sean. gored wnlers in the Veteran’ emery as ‘eee’ te the an 


The War Finance Corporation was revived and empowered to 
loan money to those engaged in marketing agricultural products 
for export and to banks or cooperative associations of producers 
making advances for agricultural purposes. The financial relief 
to farmers made possible by these measures has meant salva- 
tion for the livestock industry in the West and the saving from 
bankruptey many other agricultural industries essential to the 
prosperity of the entire country. 

The Federal Reserve act was amended so as to give represen- 
tation to agriculture in the membership of the Federal Reserve 
Board, to mcrease the period of discount for agricultural paper, 

3 and to broaden the definition of such paper. The cooperative 
; marketing act was adopted giving to farmers the right to form 
; associations for marketing their products. The packers and 
stockyards act was passed, for the purpose of preventing unfair 
practices in the marketing of livestock. Millions of dollars 
were appropriated for the extension and improvement of rural 
roads. 

This is by no means an exhaustive list of the things which the 
Government has done in the last three years to aid the agricul- 
tural communities of the country. But it shows that legisla- 
tion in the interests of agriculture has been one of the chief 
concerns of the administration. Many proposals for farmer 
relief have been before Congress, but none have had the undi- 
vided support of the agricultural interests themselves, and 
this is the principal reason why further relief legislation has 
not passed Congress at the present session. The failure of 
these proposals to secure the indorsement of Congress can not 
obscure the fact that farmer-relief legislation of a practical 
kind has been adopted, which will beyond question mark the 
beginning of the return of prosperity to our farmers. 

Now, Mr. President, perhaps it would be well to summarize 
what I have already stated in a few words. It will only take 
me a short time to do it. 





; SUMMARY 

t Under the Republican administration peace has been con- 
7 cluded with our former enemies and friendly relations estab- 
- lished with the entire world. The administration of the Goy- 


ernment has been placed upon the soundest basis since we 
became a Nation. Taxes have been cut. Yet the national debt 
has been reduced and the national credit restored. Rigid 


i 
—_ 


service man, and provided 
relief work. 

It restricted foreign immigration to a 3 per cent basis. 

It established the foreign debt funding commission, which 


has secured satisfactory settlement of the British debt and is 


$500,000,000 annually for soldier- 


. 


negotiating the settlement of the amounts due us from the 
other nations. 

Tt passed the maternity bill. 

It passed a law regulating the grain exchanges and the 


packing houses. 

It uppropriated $38,006,000 to build hospitals fer sick and 
disabled veterans. 

It provided for the return of alien property not in excess 
of $10,000 to each person. 

It provided for the organization of agricultural cooperative. 
marketing associations, 

It passed the antinarcotie act. 

It passed the bill prohibiting the sale of filled milk. 

It provided for the monthly payment of Civil War pensions. 

It brought about independent cifizenship for women. 

It created the United States Coal Commission, and made pos- 
sible the prosecution of war profiteers and crafters. 

It passed a permanent tariff law, protecting agricultural 
products and reviving the operation of our industries, to the 
end that 5,000,000 idle men were able to find employment 

It enacted the Capper-Lenroot-Anderson-Strong bill, establish- 
ing a system of rural credits. 

THD SIXTY-RIGHTH CONGR FIRST SESSION 

The Sixty-Eighth Congress passed the tax reduction bill. 

It granted the seldiers’ bonus. 

It p bill permanently restricti immigration. 

It extended for nine months the power of the War Finance 
Corporation to advance credit to agriculture. 

It authorized the settlement of the indebtedness of Hungary 
and Finland to United States made by the World War Foreign 
Debt Commission. 

It remitted the remaining payments on the Chinese indemnity. 

It authorized the postponement of payments by settlers on 
reclamation projects. 

It expanded the Coast Guard to prevent illegal entry of aliens 
and of liquors, narcotics, and dutiable goods. 
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It authorized the participation of the United States in two 
international conferences for the control of the narcotic traffic. 

It relieved drought-stricken farmers in New Mexico and made 
appropriations to check cattle diseases in the Southwest. 

It passed a bill reorganizing the diplomatic and consular 
service, 

These, Mr. President, are but a few of the acts that have been 
passed under this administration. 


STATEMENT OF APPROPRIATIONS 


During the delivery of Mr. Smoor’s speech, 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
just a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. SMOOT. For what purpose? 

Mr. WARREN, I wish to make an announcement regarding 
appropriations. 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield. , 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, it has been the custom in the 
Senate, on the last day of each session, for the chairman of 
the Appropriations Committee, representing the majority, to 
make a statement of the appropriations made during the ses- 
sion, and for the ranking member of the minority on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations also to make such a statement. The 
Committee on Appropriations has been too busy during the 
last few days to afford the chairman of that committee an op- 
portunity to prepare any but an imperfect statement of appro- 
priations, for, with so many conference reports being acted 
upon in the last few hours of the session, involving many 
thousands and hundreds of thousands of dollars, it is only pos- 
sible to determine upon the exact amounts appropriated after 
the session has ended. I therefore ask unanimous consent 
that the chairman of the Appropriations Committee shall have 
the privilege of inserting in the Recorp early next week a state- 
ment showing the total appropriations made by the present 
session of Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I do not have any objec- 
tion, but, on the contrary, I hope unanimous consent will be 
granted. I know that the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations has been very busy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, I wish to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. What is the request? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I suggest that there be 
coupled with the request of the Senator from Wyoming the 
further request that the ranking member of the minority on 
the Committee on Appropriations, the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. OverMAN], may be granted the same privilege. 

Mr. OVERMAN. TI was just going to make that request. 

Mr. WARREN. Of course, I have no objection to that being 
done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


Does the Senator yield to 


Is there objection? 


APPROPRIATIONS, FISCAL YEAR 1925 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, in accordance with the usual 
custom ut the close of a session, I present herewith three tables: 
(a) Recapitulation of appropriations by acts and irrespective 
of fiscal years, Sixty-eighth Congress, first session, December 
8, 1923, to June 7, 1924; (b) comparison of appropriations by 
departments and establishments, fiscal years 1924 and 1925; 
and (c) comparison of Budget estimates and appropriations, 
fiscal year 1925, 

The appropriations by acts, irrespective of fiscal years, made 
during the Sixty-eighth Congress, first session, amounted to 
$3.784,123,324.35, plus $186,833.288.49 in the second deficiency 
bill and $26,357,767.84 in the field service classification bill, 
which failed, or a total of $3,997,314,380.68, as compared to 
$4.097,499,197.04 made during the Sixty-seventh Congress, sec- 
ond, third, and fourth sessions—a substantial reduction of 
$100,184,816.36. 

The total appropriations chargeable to the fiscal year 1925 
are $3.622,125,959.19, as compared to $4,013,109,.837.81 for the 
fiscal year 1924—a reduction of $390,983,878.62 for 1925 under 
1924. This sum should be further reduced by the 1925 appro- 
priations in the two bills which failed to pass, aggregating 
approximately $201,000,000, which will leave the reduction of 
1925 under 1924 approximately $189,000,000. This is a sub- 
stantial saving and one which the country has a right to 
sean with pleasure. Reduction of appropriations is not an 
easy task in a growing country such as ours. 
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I have great pleasure at this point in commending the a}\Jo 


and harmonious efforts of the House Committee on Appropri,- 
| tions. 
leadership has been wise and masterful and at all times on 
the side of the taxpayer. 


Its work has been thorough and conscientious.  [}< 


I thank each and every member of 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, of which | 


am the chairman, for his helpful support and cooperation, a); 


I thank the able and experienced chief clerk and his assistan's 


for their ability and never-failing industry and loyalty. 


The total Budget estimates—regular and supplementa! 


amounted to $3,632,173,054.96 for the fiscal year 1925. The 


appropriations are $3,622,125,959.19—a net reduction of the esti- 
mates of $10,047,095.77. Really not a great change. Indeed, 
this is a compliment to the Bureau of the Budget. It shows the 
result of the application of scientific principles. It is a cheerfy! 
exhibit of what comes from all working together and in har- 
mony. 

Prior to the Budget law, Congress was confronted with esti- 
mates amounting to millions and millions of dollars which were 
monuments to waste and extravagance. Now an estimate meais 
something, It has investigation behind it. So long as the 
Bureau of the Budget continues to function we may not expect 
to see the former great gap between estimates and appropria- 
tions. The Bureau of the Budget is deserving of the highest 
praise. General Dawes, who inaugurated, and General Lord, 
who followed, are entitled to congratulation, commendation, and 


continued confidence. 


The following shows the total appropriations for fiscal years 
and amounts that follow: 


I sini osetia cata id clan sata saath tinea aa cn $7, 052, 387, 633. 67 
ee eS eee 4, 070, 964, 534. 06 
ne caer epeaeriensiunnnntniinianqeianinmaingenmnpauiabninntiiiciiauisieial 4, 177, 802, 100. 90 
I sein iaiigeearnseerenieniniiaieniiislieeieteint lai a dintaianmnentionsliaadpieanneinncipaiti 3, 951, 062, 084. 39 


$3, 229, 261, 674. 48 
247, 838, 574. 87 
354, 676, 141. 71 
127, 936, 125. 20 
189, 983, 878. 62 

In conclusion, the following facts are respectfully submitted : 

The appropriations for 1925 are approximately $189,000,000 
less than for 1924. 

The public debt has been reduced from $25,478,592,113.25 on 
August 31, 1919, to $21,347,965,880.55 on May 31, 1924, a reduc- 
tion of $4,130,626,232.70. 

The excess of receipts over expenditures for the fiscal year 
ending June 30 1924, will not be less than $500,000,000, 

The number of executive civil employees of the Government 
has been reduced from 917,760 on armistice day, November 11, 
1918, to 544.671 on December 31, 1923, a reduction of 373.089. 
This is practically down to pre-war normal conditions, exclusive 
of the Postal Service. 

The total revenues of the Postal Service have gone from 
$344,493,211.99 for the fiscal year 1918 to approximately $572.,- 
630,000 for the fiscal year 1924, an increase of $228,136,788.01. 

Our Government since October 6, 1917, has made appropria- 
tions for allowances and benefits on account of disabled sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines who participated in the war with 
Germany amounting to $2,773,470,866.98. This sum does not 
include $132,568,272.30 for adjusted compensation of World War 
veterans in the second deficiency bill for 1924, which failed. 

Our Government has rehabilitated and completed the training 
of 71,500 ex-service men and women, thus overcoming their 
handicap as a result of physical or mental disability incurred in 
the military service; and 54,392 ex-service men and women are 
now receiving vocational training. 

Our Government, through the operations of the Federal Board 
for Vocational Education, in cooperation with the States, has 
rehabilitated 13,951 persons disabled in industry or incapaci- 
tated by industrial accidents, and in addition we now have 
18,000 persons in the process of being rehabilitated. 

The entry of public lands by homesteaders and others for the 
fiscal years 1921 to 1923, inclusive, amounted to 32,413,784 acres, 
and the combined receipts of the General Land Office, for all 
purposes, for the three fiscal years amounted to $36,993,340.80. 

The number of farms on our reclamation projects now number 
34,000, and the cumulative gross value of crops grown since 
water was first available is equivalent to more than $500,000,000. 

The number of miles of Federal-aid roads completed under the 
Federal highway act up to March 1, 1924, was 33,036, and 13,800 
miles are now under construction. 


2This sum includes $201,000,000 carried in the two acts that failed. 
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ipitutation of Appropriations by Acts and Irrespective of Fiscal Years, Sirty-eighth Congress, First 


‘st Session (De S. 
1923, to June 7, 1U24) 
Title of act Amount 
REGULAR ANNUAL ACTS, FISCAL YEAR 1925 
\ OE a I i et i ae Si i ae aoe tac : : $58, 575, 274. 00 
5 re Tr 2 : oe _ as a ile 26, 455, 105. 00 
: ox itive office and indeper i a a eee alias acne a ciel 308, 776, 740. 16 
‘ Ne a ee Oe ee ae ee ee ee ee 4 en " 263, 250, 455. 00 
melee ieee a Rig alti te hk Zs ia Aa 4 f ‘ . 14, 229, 016. 00 
4 Navy _-- is sy ico se tc ik sn aan aimee te a a a i ee cl ae a eS a sean aha ieee 275, 105, 067. 00 
Justice, Commerce, and Labor: 
I a se es ee $23 989. 905. 00 
Justice a st ala el = ein = 21. i} 130. OO 
I a a i a tl Daa a real arr cr 2 : 7, 956, 516. 51 
stat - SE ee oe ee nO ee ee es iets Eeiiaiaseeceaaeaai al ” a L5, OO1, O46. 29 
68, 269, 497. 80 
sury and Post Offiee: 
I a lc a a - ee 5 613, 645, 195. 25 
ae i a i a ws = 120, 768, 405. OO 
- —- 734, 413, 600. 25 
War 
IN RI 2 P 255, 615, 279. 13 
Nonmilitary activities_. Te aa a ee ek Ome eae ss 5 72, 355, 186. 00 
327, 970, 465. 13 
UT a atal ‘ ‘ ‘a 2, 167, 045, 220. 34 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION ACTS, FISCAL YEAR 1924 AND PRIOR YEARS aa 
First deficiency act, fiscal year 1924_______- oe ae 2 ; _ 156, 671, 655: 28 
Urgent deficiency act, fiscal vear 1924_.....-...-...-. ‘ en 2, 383, 000. 00 
Rh, COORONG ROI, 6s biti a os hike ntti ak wid —— . . . . 159, 004, 655. 28 


MISCELLANEOUS ACTS CARRYING APPROPRIATIONS 
Contingent expenses, United States Senate, fiscal year 1924__ 125, 000. 00 
Prosecution of suits to cancel oil leases, fiscal years 1924 and 1925 = 100, 000. 00 
Relief of drought-stricken farm.areas of New Mexico, fiseal years 1924 and 1925 2 ae 1, 000, 000. 00 
Eradication of foot-and-mouth disease, fiscal year 1924_______ saath ‘ ee seas 1, 500, 000. 00 
Miscellaneous relief and other act 


FRI NE yA or Sn a 267, 709. 88 
fe a a i ah ne ee ee , 2, 992, 709. 88 
Total, regular, deficiency, and miseellaneous acts__.......__-- . eed 2. 329. 042, 585. 50 


PERMANENTS AND INDEFINITI 


Sh Sic ll Si SIRS Mas Aves se inch ce ns : . an shined 12, 360, 750. 00 
Commerce. --. . - wi slian dace at io a Es cl eile a lia ica espn d ee eat ae ee . a 8, 000. 00 
3 RCE MIEOOD o. dsies tntaie tide Bite a. 6 HERKEN hy Mi omgaccandios assent Mei S . aati 6, 457,801. 79 
acs tn inc cs Sa sas thin iii cn isa abana aa wa tS I et cS ae 27, 243, 269. 06 
SII oth 5 Opin oc amg nate dditn ont eee ee alot vit i lala — a ea 25, 000. 00 
a I ie i ss be eae ae 800. 00 
BR ig cs as sXe i at aR Ek ia bla alan easing ai ae a i ii sia ty einem aS Dees 2, 103, 260. 00 
3 i tettictgs cnn ies hd A BRR Side cee Ab fiite ikke obi anne eee ee aera 26, 000. 00 
i Treasury: 
i 1 Malina ata ali __.....$890, 000, 000 
‘ Sinking fund and other public debt retirement funds__.............._..___________ 482, 277, 975 | 
I is ei nun thi cs OS SLM cual elealealincene 26, 773, 100 | 


—- — 1, 309, 051, 075. 00 

War: 

STE WIN a,c sha cscs sn cen ARs aan cs av tes da dns ohn ea ra S 900, 000 
I a tao ccc to EN acim ww eo encestieg tn. ces ess th dat 'ce ance sis sts econo 5, 683, 32 

oe — _ 6, 583, 321. 00 

I II sci ita ith teil IN ayn stn lin 1, 226, 962. 00 

Ss san ACTS, SOTO i ai nn bs sc. abies daeasepinsn hans dsc MAAN ah cite tain cies exec datasaedar és 1, 455, 080, 738. 8 

NIN ie a ath a atc 5 isi a. cctada-an aietinien aati arent anes tc afandodiiand oni uiatanaaie ai sntiod Codie <i> eel 8, 784, 128, 324. 2: 


—1 I 








apa aan a ar ee a ca co hl hat mh inc ca lg me ccd Mg emp pk wilh te eh ecu Seen a cee hc enn eek il $3, 622, 125, 959. 19 
A 1928 badindina ts see ewe n seen ences eee nen w ee me cee wee mewn wee w em ee we ween nnn e nee n nce n ens cnnncnnesscase 149, 464, 629 69 
iM I os a ies i ems et ae em 12, 632,°735. 47 
a Mae ASRADLAELLAGAS RGA e ede hnacwecebbseata sectors een a 3, 784, 123, 324. 35 
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(2B) Comparison of 


[Amounts 


CONGRESSIONAL REC 


Appropriations by Departments and Esfablishments, 


ORD—SEN ATE 





JUNE 





Fiscal Years 1924 and 1925 


carried for each of these years in regular annual appropriation acts, deficiency appropriations acts, special acts, 


amounts estimated under permanent and indefinite appropriations] 


Legislative branch: 
Regular annual 


Increased eompensation..........<..---.56-.+-- 
Permanent and indefinite...............-.....-- 
Total = _ 
Executive Office and independent offices: 
Regular annual 
Shipping Board i Na Ne ta ate oie Eee ele 
Veterans’ Bureau 


Iixecutive and other independent offices 
Increased compensation 


Total 
Permanent and indefinite 


Total 


Agricultural Department: 
Regular annual 
Department proper 
Increased compensation 
Roads, construction of_- 
Permanent and indefinite 


Total_- o 


Commerce, Department of: 
Regular annua! 
Increased compensation 
Permanent and indefinite 


S| a ee ee 
Interior, Department of 
Regular annual 
Pensions _ 
Interior Department proper 
Increased compensation 
Permanent and indefinite — — - 


Total. 


Justice, Department of, and judiciary: 
Regular annual 
Increased compenss ation 


Labor, Department: 
Regular annual__ 
Increased compensation 
Permanent and indefinite 

I iar: sn ss secant hid latnathaa ail eg taka lnc 

Navy, Department of: 
tegular annual 
Increased compensation 
Permanent and indefinite 


Post Office Department: 
Payable from the postal revenues— 
Regular annual 
Increased compensation 

Payable from other Federal revenues— 
Increased compensation 


ined@ecmaume 21, 503, 


Appropriations, | 
| fiscal year 1924 | 
| | 


$13, 110, 081. 60 
1, 705, 140. 00 
800. 00 





_14, 816, 021. 60 | 


50, 411, 500. 00 
433, 161, 399. 16 
18, 446, 279. 92 
4, 916, 192. 00 


506, 935, 371. 08 
6, 508, 926. 74 | 


ntti biciaare 513 444, 297. 82 








40, 925, 603. 09 | 


3, 304, 890. 00 |- 


32, 300, 000. 00 | 
12, 220, 000. 00 | 


88. , 750, 403. 00 


| 19, 541, 621. 34 | 
1. 958) 956. 00 | 
3) 000. 00 | 


| Decrease (—) or 
Appropriations, | increase (+), 
fiscal year 1925 | 1925 compared 

| with 1924 

| 





-—_——— 
| 
$14, 229, 016. 00 | 


+$1, 118, 934. 40 
—1, 705, 140. 00 


14, 229, 816. 00 





—586, 205. 60 





30, 344, 000. 00 


|  —20, 067, 500. 00 
349, 065, 000. 00 | 


—84, 096, 399. 16 
+921, 460. 24 
— 4, 916, 192. 00 


19, 367, 740. 16 


—108, 158, 630. 92 
—51, 624. 95 


398, 776, 740. 16 | 
6, 457, 301. 79 | 














405, 234, 041.95 | —108, 210, 256 87 








39, 575, 274. 00 | —1, 350, 329. 00 
Pee Perea —3, 304, 800. 00 
19, 000, 000. 00 —13, 300, 000. 00 
12, 360, 750. 00 | +140, 750. 00 


70, 936, 024. 00 i —17, 814, 379. 00 


nena a © —_E——— 
23, 939,905.00 | +4, 398, 283. 66 
ub eens ar a —1, 958, 956. 00 








B77. 34 | 


| 


254, 774, 660. 00 
41, 624, 402. 37 | 


23, 942, ‘ 905. 00 | 


+2, 439, 327. 66 


=} — 
| 
224, 616, 000. 00 | 


—30, 158, 660. 00 
38, 634, 455. 00 | 


—2, 989, 947. 37 












































este ade eee 3 646, BOO: © tS Siete — 2, 845, 309. 00 
sadceasinde 28, 352, 069. 00 | 27, 243, 269.06 | —1, 108, 799. 94 
uaa 327, 596, 440. 37 | 290, 493, 724.06 —37, 102, 716. 31 

——————————— — —_—_—_—=—$|_{=————— Coal — 
nenssonbaad 21, 122, 556. 00 | 21, 371, 430. 00 | +248, 874. 00 
sad acai STE, COR OD bs accise cen ttiagl —875, 000. 00 
camhensiaie 21, 997, 556. 00 | ' 21, 371, 430. 00 | —626, 126. 00 
dial diac ttl 7, 246, 411. 00 | 7, 956, 516. 51 +710, 105. 51 
Se eee eae 606. 600 60 As.ccccccccteeesh —566, 640. 00 
nes 25, 000. 00° 96,0001. Ses... 
cpennaeiacasall | 7, 838, 051. €0 | 7, 981, 516. 51 | +143, 465. 51 

| Fie AORN! Ee AROMA, NOT 
Wok ey | 204, 480, 828.00 | 275, 105,067.00 | —19, 375, 761. 00 
eens email | rw petra teetiees 510, 672. 00 
Sie RA 2, 130, 050. 00 | 2, 103, 260. 00 —26, 790. 00 
vain pasa 2 | 297, 121, 550.00 | 277, 208,327.00 | —19, 913, 223. 00 
ste Lane in. ie 596, 652,111.56 | 613, 645,195.25 | +16, 993, 083. 69 
agate oe O00 GERM A ashn cence boi —337, 248. 00 
ie eee oe 98, CORA A, ca Nedatakunias cone —11, 520. 00 
ile et 597, 000, 879.56 | 613, 645,195.25 | +16, 644, 315. 69 


eee Mle P Ae eve oe led 








Se ee ee ee ee 


= ae ae 
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(B) Comparison of Appropriations by Departments and Establishments, Fiscal Years 1924 and 1925—Continued 


Decrease ( or 

| Appropriations, Appropriations, increas 

fiscal year 1924 fiscal year 1925 1925 eompared 
with 1424 


State Department: | 


I a $15, 262, 975. 79 $15, 001, 646. 29 — $261, 329. 50 
Increased compensation _—-.............._._.__- eS! 134. 000. 00 . 134. 000. 00 
MR te DN i 106, 000. OO 26, 000. 00 80, OOO. OO 
I ie es aes a Bee a ee ee 15, 502, 975. 79 15, 027, 646, 29 — 475, 329. 50 
Treasury Department: 
fegular annual ees eens a hi i ens gm 120. 768, 405. 00 116. 166. 289. 04 
ne ee ae 10, 749, 292. 00 a 10, 749, 292. 00 
Permanent and indefinite— 
Interest on public debt OE ee 940, 000, 000. OO $90, 000, 000. 00 — 50, 000, BOO, OO 
FUnEG Gone TOuemintion funds. ....<.cnacenacsaumumecns 511, 968, 125. 00 482, 277, 975. 00 | —20, 690, 150. 00 
All other......-.-.-. Ri a ee el ae ee 31, 055, 093. 41 26, 773, 100. 00 | t, 281, 993. 41 
lk a ik hide me A acihim ale a sall ier tat c ts ace Soe 1, 730, 707, 204. 45 | 1, 519, 819, 480. 00 210, 887, 724. 45 
War Department: 
Military 
Regular annual 5 dd esti an salastie aceedida ober onlin th chia a iain nl ea ee 251, 544, 581. 00 255, 615, 279. 13 | +-4. O70, 698. 13 
Peps alee MINING oh as ialkdadacccnineannes 900, 000. 00 900, 000. 00 
Se, TE. kh nai weatalabaddicandedlueta 252, 444, 581. 00 256, 515, 279. 13 | +4, 070, 698. 13 


Nonmilitary— | 
Regular annual 85, 822, 747. 00 2. 355 








a a ne ee 72 , 186. 00 — 13, 467, 561. 00 
a a ee a 5, 843, 321. 00 5, 683, 321. 00 | — 160, 000. 00 
ie Stink xn oon dled cbs edi tenia iaion 91, 666, 068. 00 78, 038, 507. 00 -13, 627, 561. 00 
Total, War Department— 
Regular annual nine} ssAdsicadnsbeenuwnns | 337, 367,328.00} 327, 970, 465. 13 —9, 396, 862. 87 
ERGTORDNC COURDORORNIOG oi iii iii hike ctacncnnawn 6, 102, 057. 00 |___- —6, 102, 057. 00 
Permanent and indefinite__.....................- 6, 743, 321. 00 6, 583, 321. 00 — 160, 000. 00 
exinnsinisaailpeabtdietmilee aa nepetereennpeTANR RENN 

DOO git cae eweRSneens KeweSCdeateidesaess | 350, 212, 706. 00 334, 553, 786. 13 | —15, 658, 919. 87 

District of Columbia: 
UN NN a chs sla a da gal in stl hs ela tl va cia 23, 047, 555. 00 | 26, 455, 105. 00 | +3, 407, 550. 00 
MIU, CN co os a it i ca octets Gaeta cs tain aeilliees 1, 795, 067. 00 |___- — 1, 795, 067. 00 
Onan Oils AO ok 5 5 a i eek deck cecenncunee 1, 512, 843. 00 | 1, 226, 962. 00 | — 285, 881. 00 
IN its he ch a hh as seat ended es sce Neri ate te tne itn tienes maint 26, 355, 465. 00 27, 682, 067. 00 +1, 326, 602. 00 

—— —— ——— 

Grand total— 
PU GR ones ccadssencviesecensuasedinnatec 2, 436, 410, 006. 78 | 2, 167, 045, 220.34 | —269, 364, 786. 44 
SIDERED SUNN i. snnssity ts tenn pian wets ateedeies OGG), S00. OO 1. twwtittin diets —35, 811, 893. 00 
Private relief acts unclassified. .....................- ee aes — 262, 709. 88 
Permanent and indefinite... ........................ | 1, 540, 625, 228. 15 | 1, 455, 080, 738.85 | —85, 544, 489. 30 
Se rine ccar dich eenihcapnin acachonGint tiie incoibadseiabecsaehiisin a 013, 109, 837. 81 | 3,622,125,959.19 | —390, 983, 878. 62 
Less sum payable from postal revenues__................- 596, 989, 359.56 | 613, 645, 195. 25 +16, 655, 835. 69 


ere 
Total, exclusive of sum payable from postal revenues_| 3, 416, 120, 478. 25 | 3, 008, 480, 763.94 | —407, 639, 714. 31 


| 
———__—_ 





1 This sum includes $105,467,000 for refunding internal revenue taxes erroneously collected. 


Nors.—Appropriations herein stated do not include the amounts pertaining to the second deficiency bill and the field service 
classification bill, both of which failed of enactment. The amount for the fiscal year 1925 in the latter bill was $26,357,767.84 
and the amount for the same year in the former bill is approximately $175,000,000. 
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(0) Comparison of Budgct FPstimates and Appropriations, Fiscal Year 1925—Continuved 
(The ap priations for 1925 include amounts carried for fiscal year 1925 in regular annual appropriations acts, and amounts esti- 
mated under permanent and indefinite appropriations] 
alibi ee - — acess nsession - _ 
Supplemental pd 
ie ae Hi. / Appropriations, | Increase (+) or 
| Budget estimates | waten we b-, = tal Budget 1925, regular decrease ( —) 
Department or « hI ent ibmitted De 1 malted Tec. stimates fiscal annual and per- | appropriations 
| 3, 1923 1923. to June 3, year 1925 manent and compared with 
se 1994 indefinite estimates 
: kale a | 
branch | | | | 
A é - ss aie iakal sisted | z_ 
Re IN ai cerita | $13, 783, 036.25 | $988,625.40 | $14, 771, 661. 65 $14, 229,016.00 | -—$542, 645. 65 
Permanent and lef ee SOO. 00 800. 00 NE is tii tbl os Steak 
A i a 13, 783, 836. 25 988, 625. 10 44 2 46 1. 65 | 14, 229, 816. 00 | — 542, 645. 65 
I eu {Ties 1 independent | 
ig } | | 
Regular annual | | | 
Shipping Beard._......---| 80,344, 00000 4.............- 30, 344, 000. 00 BG, O58, COG 00 Lo cnccecncuscce 
Veterans’ Bureau | 349,006,008 00 4...........__. 349, 065, 000. 00 | 349, 065, 000.00 |__.__.._______- 
Iixecutive and other inde- | i 
pendent offices......-- 19, 315, 131. 16 14, 500. 00 | 19, 329, ), 631. 16 19, 367, 740. 16 | +38, 10 109. 00 
Total a 398, 724, 131. 16 14, 500. 00 ‘ “> 738, 6: 1. 16 398, 776, 740. 16 +38, 10 109. 00 


Pe ranent and ndefinit< i —_ 6, 4 


405, 181, 


157, 301. 79 


, 457, 301. 79 6, 457, 301. 79 




















Total - - ee 132. 95 14, 500. 00 | 405, 195, 932. 95 5 | 405, 234, 041, 95 i +38, 109. 00 
Agricultural Department: | a cs — oan 
Regular annual | 
Depar tment proper -<“<=—-=-= 38, 729, 825. 00 a as a ta la | 38, 729, 825. 00 39, 575, 274. 00 +845, 449. 00 
Roads, construction of . ... 18, 600, 000, OO }_..-....------ | 18, 500, 000. 00 19, 000, 000. 00 4500, 000. 00 
Permavent and indefinite_ ~~ - 12, 3 I Ga ceesttseteniticianetnl 12, 360, 750. 00 12) 360, ot RE dniatelaanencdine 
Total... --------------- -| 69, 590, , 575. . 00 maiden | 68, 590, 575. 00 | 70, 936, 024. 00 | +1, 345, 449. 00 


Commerce, Department of: 
fteguilar annual. - Sella] 
Permanent and indefinite _-___- 


| 


WOR cc cin een eeede | 


Interior, Department of: 





24, 045, 025. 00 | 
3, BVO. BO | 


24, 048, O25, 00 











is ba iselcaeceeeeanmaa 24, 045, 025. 00 23, 939, 905. 00 —105, 120. 00 
ts ins ws Ne Ss 3, 000. 00 3, 000. 00 | chem maka we 


24, 048, 025. 00 00 | 


23, 942, 9 905. 00 | 


—105, 120. 00 







































































Regular annual 
Pensions wirrinninel TER BR MERRIE |... evened 232, 120, 680.00 | 224, 616, 000. 00 | —7, 504, 680. 00 
Interior Departme ont proper; 39, 948, 651. 00 |_...- 20. 2 -_-) 39, 948, 651. 00 38, 634, 455. 00 | —1, 314, 196. 00 
Permanent and indefinite... ..- | 27, 243, 269. 06 |. -_---------- | 27, 243, 269. 06 57, 268, SR GB 1 .n..citicdnsccens 
Total Pe ee we, She OOK OO be ccnnaoncke 299, i, 312, 600. 06 290, 493, 724. 06 | —8, 818, 876. 00 
Justice, Department of, and judi- | 
ciary: | 
Regular annual_.._......._..- | 21, 378, 456. 00 Se ee el 21, 878, 456. 00 | 21,371, ae 00 —7, 026. 00 
{=— ——— —— oS — — = = —————— —| —__—_— ———— — _ —_ ___—_—___] 
Labor, Department of: 
Regular annual__. wstdllactns Oe ne he oo sieiestctcl | 6, 677, 576. 51 7, 956, 516. 51 | +1, 278, 940. 00 
Permanent and indefinite... __. eS ee 25, 000. 00 25, 000. 00 | i ieee aaa 
ee a eee 2 ee Se BY + ee eee 6, 702, 576. 51 7, 981, 516. 51 +1, 278, 940. 00 
Navy, Department of: pation Terry am a7 Largotny atta ey 
Regular annual_..-_......--.. 276, BOE, TOU, 100 ho cincistorsimeid 4 | 276, 395, 794. 00 275, 105,.067. 00 | —1, 290, 727. 00 
Permanent and indefinite. __ ..- 2. A028, 268. GB: | oni dccoemmcadl 2, 103, 260. 00 Ri PER ARO Lindi scricaosinenten 
i a 278, 499, 054. 00 a ae 278, 499, 054. 00 277, 208, 327.00 | —1, 290, 727. 00 
= — aaa —$———$$———$—$— ————$—$——$—$ $I —————————————— | 
Post Office Department: | | | i | 
Payable from postal revenues— | | 
Regular annual. ........-.-.| GES, 006, 208. BO iin othe cen 613, 093 3, 183. 50 613, 645, 195. 25 +552, 011. 75 
State Department: oe <—e 7 7 
Reser anne). on. 365 ue ee | 14, 962, 446. 29 | a oa ee 14, 962, 446. 29 15, 001, 646. 29 +39, 200. 00 
Permanent and indefinite... __- i A NI inks aicetuindesaelicns 26, 000. 00 8 8 aaa eee Se 
WOU xckantatnawsoukouu 14, 988, 446, 29 | 5 ail dia es ela 14, 988, 446. 29 | 15, 027, 646. 29 | +39, 200. 00 
= —— — = ——— ————— == ——— S=S——S588g000—0>.‘Moecceo—s—ssSsSsSaaasSNSs—SSSJ ——SS 





See heidi a 


Se 


em’ 


a a 
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(() Comparison of Budget Estimates and Appropriations, Fiscal Year 1925—Continued 











Supplemental | | Appropriations Seni 4S un 
Budget estimates | — mo Total Budget 1925, regular decrease ) 
Department or establishment submitted Dec. - itt > : Dec. 3 estimates fiscal | annual and per- appropriations 
3, 1923 1923, t i - year 1925 manent and compared with 
| Veo, O.« 12 | ° ° <r 
7, 1924 indefinite estimates 
= in ssid a wehie eee ee ttieeciaanie ecm : 
| 
Treasury Department: 
Regular annual. ............ SS33 Sie: GOe: OS lie diesdeccue $122, 212, 965. 00 | $120, 768, 405. 00 | —$1, 444, 560. 00 
Permanent and indefinite— } 
Interest on public debt__...| 890, 000, 000. 00 CSS arias saraanssiines 890, 000, 000. 00 890, 000, 000. 00 Sie se 
Public debt redemption | 
ee Pe ee ae we ge 8 ee | 482, 277, 975. 00 482, 277, 975. 00 . = 
All other_. _. .-- wieer ss. 26, 773, 100. 00 : 26, 773, 100. 00 26, 773, 100. 00 
oo ee 1, 521, 264, 040. OO |_- : : 1, 521, 264, 040. 00 1, 519, 819, 480. 00 1, 444, 560. 00 
War Department: 
Military 
Regular annual_ —-- ae oe eS eee 258, 124, 006.00 | 255, 615, 279. 13 2. 508, 726. 87 
Permanent and indefinite__- CE BORG ha Sebi nec mccws 900, 000. 00 | 900, 000. 00 | 
Total, military.......-} 259, 024, 006. 00 |___- _......| 259, 024, 006. 00 256, 515, 279. 13 ~2, 508, 726. 87 
Nonmilitary— | 
Regular annual____-__- 7 re 8 Ea 71, 733, 765. 00 72, 355, 186. 00 +621, 421. 00 
Permanent and indefinite _ —| Bi 5, 683, 321. 00 5, 683, 321. 00 | 
Total, nonmilitary - --—- 77, 417, O86. 00 | re 77, 417, 086. 00 78, 038, 507. 00 -+-621, 421. 00 
Total, War  Depart- | 
ment— 
Regular annual__--.} 329, 857, 771. 0O |_._.._..._- _..| 329, 857, 771. 00 327, 970, 465. 13 —1, 887, 305. 87 
Permanent and in- | | 
es GBs Gets Wh anda dinner eden 6, 583, 321. 00 6, 583, 321. 00 " 
cr ok. ae S60) OOS GP 1 gnc cr ecnme | 336, 441,092.00 | 334, 553, 786. 13 — 1, 887, 305. 87 
. . ; ; f —————— a —_ — —— _—_—_$—— — _ — = \ = = — — = x 
District of Columbia: | 
Regular ennual..............; 25, 652, 850. 00 | $6, 800. 00 25, 659, 650. 00 | 26, 455, 105. 00 +795, 455. 00 
Permanent and indefinite_—_—-__- | i RN, ee eee ies 1, 226, 962. 00 | 1, 226, 962. 00 . 
a IS LTE err : 
I ae i i a te att eel | 26, 879, 812. 00 6, 800. 80 | 26, 886, 612. 00 27, 682, 067. 00 | +795, 455. 00 
Grand total: 


a | 
Regular annual_-_-- __'2, 176, 082, 390. 7 | 


1 | 1, 009, 925. 40 |2, 177, 092, 316. 11 .2, 167, 045, 220. 34 - 10, 047, 095. 77 
Permanent and indefinite_'1, 455, O80, 738. 85 |__________ ...'1, 455, O80, 738. 85 \1, 455, O80, 738. 85 ieee tei 
Grand total 3, 631, 163, 129. 56 | 1,009,925. 40 3, 632, 173, 054. 96 13, 622, 125, 959. 19 | —10, 047, 095. 77 
Less Post Office (payable from postal 
POVGRUGS).. ....-.ccc0 Sardis ce ...| 613, 093, 183. 50 hideees sawn ma .| 613, 093, 183. 50 613, 645, 195. 25 +552, OLL. 75 
Total, exclusive of Post 
eee. 206. 265). 8a2 .\3, 018, 069, 946. 06 | 1, 009, 925. 40 3, 019, 079, 871. 46 3, 008, 480, 763. 94 | —10, 599, 107. 52 


{ 


Notse.—The estimates and appropriations herein stated do not include the amounts pertaining to the second deficiency bill 
and the field service classification bill, both of which failed of enactment. The amount for the fiscal vear 1925 in the latter bill 
is $26,357,767.84 and the amount for the fiscal year 1925 in the former bill is approximately $175,000,000. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, The 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed enrolled bills of the following titles, and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 


283) to permit to remain within the United States certain aliens | H. R. 4088. An act to establish the upper Mississippi River 
in excess of quotas fixed under authority of the immigration | wild life and fish refuge; and 
act of May 19, 1921. H. R. 9434. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 


The message also announced that the House had passed a hill | States of Georgia and Florida, 
(H. R. 8588) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to sell | Way departments, to construct a 
the United States marine hospital reservation and improve- | River. 
ments thereon at Detroit, Mich., and to acquire a suitable site MARINE HOSPITAL RES! 
in the same locality and to erect thereon a modern hospital for 
the treatment of the beneficiaries of the United States Public 
Health Services, and for other purposes, in which it requested | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
the concurrence of the Senate. | Utah yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to | Mr. FERRIS. 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing | the immediate consideration of House bill S588, authorizing the 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Heuse to Secretary of the Treasury to sell the United States marine 
the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 107) declaring agriculture to | hospital reservation and improvements thereon at Detroit, 
be the basic industry of the country, and for other purposes. | Mich., and to acquire a suitable site in the same locality and 


through their respective high- 
bridge across the St. Marys 


RVATION AT DETROIT 
Mr. FERRIS. Now, Mr. President, I wish to ask unanimous 
| consent——— 


I merely wish to ask unanimous consent for 





1117s 


to ere odern hospital for the treatment of bene- 
{ ‘ United States Public Health Service, and for 
SMOOT, There is a subject matter now before the 

‘ nd there cun not be two questions under considera- 


ir. FERRIS. IT ask unanimous consent for that purpose. 
T 
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I @ first time that I have ever made such a request. 
I SMOOT IT will obje 1 that will end it. I wish 
+ a 
PRESIDENT pro tempo The Senator from Utah 
‘ 1 
MESBAC FROM TIIE HOUSE 
m the Hlouse of Representatives, by Mr. Chaf- 
f lerks, announced that the House had receded 
. reement to the amendments of the Senate 
nt ered OS and o¥ to the bill (H. R. 9559) making appro- 
I tia to pply deficiencies in certain appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and prior fiscal years, | 
t ‘ovide supplemental appropriations for the fiscal year 
‘ r Ju 0, 1925, and for other purposes, and concurred 
thie and that the House further insisted upon its disagree- 
ment to th imendments of the Senate numbered 29 and 34. 
* the conclusion of Mr. Smoovr’s speech, 
REPLY TO MR. SMOOT 
Mr. OWEN Mr. President, the Senator from Utah [Mr. | 
SmMoor}] has with fulsome praise recounted the accomplish- 
ments of the Republican leaders during the la four years, 
There is one thing that the Senator from Utah has omitted. 
Ile has omitted to point out that the Republican leaders de- 


manded the detlation of credit and currency in their national 
platform of 1020, that they put that policy upon the ceuntry, 
and have brought about in America the greatest industrial 
depression which this Republic has ever known. ‘This ridicu- 
lous self-praise of the Republican Party comes with poor grace 
from the conservative, reactionary, stand-pat Republican lead- 
ers who have bankrupted millions of people by the cruel and 
harsh policy of deflating credit and curreney in this country. 

That I do not exaggerate the condition is known to all of 
those Senators who live west of the Mississippi River; to all 
of those Senators east of the Mississippi River who have in 
their States farmers, stock raisers, and small producers who 
have been injured or ruined by this criminally bad _ policy. 
That is the real cause of the farmer-labor movement. The 
farmers and laborers and little people have been so ill-treated 
by this Government and its agencies under the reactionary 
leadership of the Republican Party that they have abandoned 
all parties in some States and are trying to organize a new 
party in order to find some relief, because they are in despair. 

bo I exaggerate what has occurred? I put in the Coneres- 
SIONAL Recorp on June 4 the vital facts set forth in a letter 
from the Comptroller of the Currency. It appears on page 
10717 of the Reeorp. The loans and discounts of the banks 
as of June 30, 1920, were $34,08T7.000,000. 

On June 30, 1922, they were $28,483,000,000—a contraction of 
loans and discounts of over five and a half billion dollars. Mr. 
President, such a contraction of loans and discounts never has 
been known before in the history of this country. Is it any 
wonder that the sheepmen of Nevada and of all the western 
country, that the stoekmen of Texas and Oklahoma and Kansas 
gud Nebraska and all of the agricultural areas of America are 
mukrupt? This self-praise of the conservative Republican 
eadership by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoot] as their 
chosen mouthpiece, claiming to have rendered gigantic benefits 
to the country, will not be heard or believed by those who have 
becn bankrupted by this wicked policy of the stand-pat, money- 
loving Republican leaders. 

Do IT exaggerate it? What have they done to the currency 
itself, the Federal reserve notes? 

On June 25, 1920, within a few days after the famous resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCormick] favoring 
deflation of credit and currency passed the Senate there were 
in actual circulation $3,117,000,000 of Federal reserve notes 

d $184,000,000 of Federal reserve bank notes, a total of 
$3,301,000.000. On June 5, 1924, it had shrunk to $1,884,000,000, 
a contra m of the currency of this country of $1,517,000,000. 

Senators, when you reflect upon the fact that the history of 
the banking system of the United States has demonstrated that 
$1 of currency in the national banks of the country has uni- 
formly, from the beginning to the end of that system, supported 
$10 of loans and discounts, $10 of credit, is it any wonder that 
the shrinkage of fifteen hundred millions has caused a sub- 
stuntial diminution of credit of fifteen thousand millions? Is it 
any wonder that the people are feeling hurt? Well, they do 
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feel hurt. Believe me, they feel hurt. In my own State I know 
What has happened. 

I put in the Recorp, page 10717, this report from the Comp- 
troller of the Currency showing the bank failures that have 
taken place. Why, in the year ending June 30, 1919, only one 
bank failed in the national banking system—one bank! Since 
last June 121 national banks have failed up to this time and 
about 300 State banks. When this policy was put over the 
foilowing year, ending June 30, 1921, 330 State banks and 28 
national banks failed. The next year, ending June 30, 1922, 
364 additional State banks and 33 national banks failed; and 
the next year, ending June 30, 1923, 237 State banks and 37 na- 
tional banks failed. Since last June 121 national banks and 
over 300 State banks have failed. 

Such wholesale financial, industrial, and commercial disaster 
has had no equal in our banking history. 

Why did these banks fail? Because of this sinister, unintel- 
ligent, selfish policy trying to make the dollar more difficult to 
get, a policy against which I protested with all my might in 
the spring of 1920, and I got no adequate support. I made 
four speeches against it in the Senate between January and 
May, 1920, and printed in the ConGgREssIONAL Recorp three 
letters of protest to the Reserve Board and one letter to the 
President of the United States. I called the attention of the 
country then to the fact that this policy of raising the interest 
rates and without discrimination contracting credit would be 
ruinous to the country. I pointed out with all the energy at my 
command that it would produce a great industrial depression 
and ruin many of our people. After it all happened I did not 
feel disposed to make the welkin ring with my complaints 
against the members of the Reserve Board or the officers of 
the reserve banks whose unspeakable folly I could not prevent. 
They were acting as the agents of the Republican Party in 
power. I have been silent; but when I sit here and hear the 
recounting of these vainglorious deeds of the Republican Party 
by the Senator from Utah it is too much, I can not resist 
ealling the attention of the Senate and of the country to what 
is occurring and how it occurred. 

Let me read the Republiean national platform of 1920 on this 
point: 

Sut as the political party that throughout its history has stood for 
honest nroney and sound finance, we pledge ourselves te earnest and 
consistent attack upon the high cost of living— 


Wonderful! 
upon the high cost of living by rigorous avoidance of further infla- 


tion in our Government borrowing, by courageous and intelliyent dejla- 
tion of overexpanded credit and currency. 


It was not intelligent, and it was damned cowardly. It was 
ruinous to the country and was dictated by a few men deter- 
mined to increase the power of their dollars and to deflate labor 
and to deflate the farmers and stock raisers and to deflate the 
little producer and borrower for the benefit of the creditor 
class. 

You need not fool yourselves and think you are fooling the 
country. You can not fool the country. You ean fool some of 
the people all the time, but you can not fool all the people all 
the time, and there is coming upon you a judgment next Novem- 
ber which you thoroughly deserve. You organized both Houses 
of Congress in 1919, and you won a glorious partisan victory 
in 1920. You used your power to put over the deflation policy, 
and used as your agency the Federal Reserve Board, 2 majority 
of whose members were ultraconservative and -fundamentally 
of conservative opinions, entitled to be classed as stand-pat 
Republicans on the question of deflation. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I thought the Senator had finished. I do not 
want to interrupt him. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. OWEN. I wish to eall attention to the conditions of em- 
ployment in this country. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will the Senator yield to me 
to present some statistics of unemployment in the country? 

Mr. OWEN, I yield. 

FINANCIAL DEPRESSION AND UNEMPLOYMENT 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I would not take the time of 
the Senate to present these statistics from Government reports 
were it not for the misleading statement of the administration 
to the effect that the country is prosperous and that there is 
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I ft nk the Senator for yielding, a 


] the stutement from which I read printed in the Recorp 


bjection, th 
1 ‘ the Recorp. as follows: 


OF t [PLOYMENT IN TIT ‘ ) ES I} °4 
(By Senator Davip I. WALSH of Massachusetts: 
The test official statistics compiled by the United States Bureau o 


Labor of employment in the leading manufa 
1924, show that there have been gains i ontlv 





since April, 1923. The report states that the decreas in « ploy 


ment in this 12-month period were exceptionally large in a majority of 


these 33 industries whit ost in employment.” It is to 1? I 1 that 





not relate to partial employn t, only the actual de 


creas in nul er on pay rolls; 





Pmplovnent decreased : Per cent 
Steam railroad shops aie eee - — oman met 19.7 
Agrici 1 | implement - is 
Found: 1 machi sh : | 
Men's clothing Gud a a - inl 16.5 
Auton i ires ond 2 a will ae bs 15. 9 
Cott d aie nieunin “ " 14.7 

rriage - ‘ 13.7 

‘ we és siliinia eneniie ] 1 
Shipbulildin — ieeeendentinenentmaiemen - . " 12. 4 
s ts and collars... ‘ 32.2 
] r retining = 11.8 
Woolen goods ——— inietititisienadbtie Sinem iain iin 11.46 
HiLoVver “ a — = = — = l 4 


M ner nd lace gor 


Be es the losses in dollars and cents on the pay rolls were 
Per ec 
Mc a ei sa 92.5 
( monaihndnee . Sail = 
Automobil res SS ee a ii, atte 19.6 


Only 1 o re 12 le 





groups of manufacturing industries of the 


country & d an increase over last year, and that is one of the 
relatively smallest, namely, the stone, clay, and glass group 

Our great textile group of industries as a whole shows a decreasé¢ f 
li | cent in number of workers on pay rolls, and 13.4 per it iu 


wages since last year. 

The iren and steel group showed a decrease of 2 per cent, and the 
leather group a 11 per cent decrease, chemicals a 7 per cent decreas 
and 


7 te) a @ 
and tovacco a 06 


per cent decrease 


From the ficures of the Department of Labor it tis evident beyond a 
shadow of a doubt that over 400,000 more workers are out of employs 
ment in the manufacturing industries now than a year ago, with a total 


joss in wages of about $5,000,000 monthly. 
Comparing employment in March and April of ‘this 
one month alone a decrease of 11.4 per cent in numba 


year, we find in 
of employees on 


the pay rolls in the men’s clothing industry and 16.6 per cent in wages. 





Index numbers of emp! f 
y ’ 
I x 
i vi LI i i T | ‘ 
~ rol ) u I ( his ‘ 
INJURIOl i OF DI 
AT, } ] ‘ AT | , } ) 
} , ‘ ‘ ' 
tivat marce area { 
| ais ; 
} i , | ' | 
‘ é ‘ 
] ’ ; } f w / Yr) 
‘ , . . ‘ lis ‘ 
t n I hh é ousan ‘ ‘ 
s country 
Niy ess Will fhe S itor vield for fu one questior 
M HELIN | r would lose e ' 
Mr. OWEN I con n yield Il will thank the Senator t 
permit me to finis! I will yield the floor in one moment 
The responsibility for this policy can not be escaped. The 
majority in control of this Chamber on May 17, 1920, was hy 
publicar 4 Republican Senator, the Senator from | 
Mr. McCormick], offered resolution purporting to be +: 
( ion merely ealling for informatior In reality it w 
resolution favoring the deflation of credit and currency it 
was the ar ver to my prot & against the policy of deflation 
he assumption of responsibility by) he Republican Party 
1d] the cloak of ‘protection by that party of its agents on the 
Federal Reserve Board who were ben criticized by me f 
pursuing that evil course The resolution was ecreed t I 
wus not present, but the following dauy—Muy 1 O—I 1 . 
teved my vehement protest 
In June, 1920, immediately following, the Republican I t 
leaders in national convention assembled put a plank in t 


national platform declaring for the policy of deflating eredit 
it currency 

A chosen representative of that convention, as a ea 

or the Presidency of the United Stat Senator Warren G 





larding, put ft in his speech of aecentance declaring for ona 
courageous aml intelligent deflation ef credit and currence 

The Republicans took the full and eommplete responsibility 
of deflating the credit and curreney of the cowntry and the 
lences ensued They can net now evade or 


escape the consequences of deflating and ruining our industry 





and commere 





It is in vain for them to sav that menthers of the reserve 
board were appointed as Democrats. The board was an agency 


of the Government and subject to the domination of the party 


in power, and the majority of that Feder Reserve Board 
entertained the view expressed in the Republican Part pia 
form on deflation, and therefore were Republicans and 1m 
] i its 

' 


he Republican Party, which passed the MeCormick resol 
ion favoring deflation of credit and currency, May 17, 1020 
which passed the resolutior n the national platt m fa 
deflation of credit and currency, and nominated and elected a 
President who pledged himself in his speech of eeptance t 


deflate credit and currency, can not now hide itself behind any 





subterfuge Its responsibility and conviction is complete 

Mr. FESS Mr. Pre lent, the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr 
(oy |} assaulted the « l | \ ned 7 ed | respo.l 
bility fon upon the Republica adm ‘tration I wa 
read into the Recorp the personnel of the Federal RKeserve 
Board when the deflation policy was inaugurated I sey, in the 
out f that I do not thinl t I is stren it what } 
Senater hus said in his assault tl policy | tw n 
error, as 1 do not now admit, it was error of the Dem« 
administration 

The Federal Reserve Board, every member of whi was 
appointed by Woodrow Wilson, was composed, at t time of 
the deflation policy. of David F. Houste tary of the 
Treasury, chairman; John Skelton Williams, Comptroller o 
the Currency: ex-ofiicio members: W. P. ¢ tlardi govern 
Adelph (. Miller. Charles S. Hamlin. an Henr \. Moehien- 


pah, all of whom were appointed by President Wiison, and all 





ee 





rent oem 


TLiso 


of whom 


unless it would be 
Party. 

I want to put this fact in the Recorp simply to indicate 
whether the policy of deflation of 1920 was a Republican policy 
or whether it was a Democratic policy 


Mr. Miller, 


the Pemocratie 


LAUSANNE TREATY AND CHESTER OIL CONCESSION 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp a letter from the Secretary of State 
to the Foreign Relations Committee 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


a) 


DEPARTMENT OF SrTate, 
Washington, June 7%, 192} 
The Hon. Tenry Cabot Loper, 
United States Senate 

My Dear SENATOR LODGE: My attention has been called to a resolu- 
tion introduced into the Senate by Senator King { {HSSIONAL 
Reoonp of June 3, p. 10571 ff.) with regard to the Lausanne treaty 
ind the so-called Chester concession The treaties mecluded with 
Turkey are now before the Foreign Relations Committee of the 
Senate together with the information which I felt might be useful 
to the committee in its consideration of these instruments I do not 


feel therefore that it would be appropriate for me at this time to 


enter into any detailed discussion of the various allegations contained 
in the statement accompanying Senator KIn@’s resolution At the 


appropriate time and as desired by the 
I shall be glad to give full with 


pertinent to the consideration of these treaties 


Foreign Relations Committee 


information regard to any matters 
Certain of the statements of Senator KinG are of such a character, 
that I did not feel that I should them to pass un- 
although their inaccuracy has been indicated in the informa- 
which I have already laid before the committee 

1. The charge “that the United States participated in the Lausanne 
conference apparently for the securing and 
ing the Chester oil concession, and that in pursuance of that 
vested and essential rights of American 
sacrificed and Armenia forsaken, if not 
founded As I stated in January 
tions was the 


however, allow 
noticed, 


tion 
sole 


purpose of contirm- 


purpose 
furkey 
absolutely un- 


nationals in 
betrayed,” is 


were 


last, “At no stage in the negotia- 
American position determined by the so-called Chester 
This had been granted before 
Turkey had been This 
this Government made no 


concession 
with 


Recuring it 


negotiations of our treaty 
took no part in 
barter of any of its rights 


begun Government 


for this or any other concession 
Senator KiNG, in 
Turkey 


referring to the 
apparently confused the 


date of our negotiations witn 


, has negotiations between the allied 


powers and Turkey with the negotiations of the American plenipo- 
tentiary at Lausanne and the Turkish representatives The latter 
negotiations were not initiated until subsequent to May 1, 1923. While 
the United States was represented at Lausanne during the earlier 


phases of the conference, tt bad not prior to May, 1923, undertaken the 
negotiation of a treaty. 


2. Senater King contrasts the action of 


this Government in 1920 
with respect to the Sevres treaty with that of 1923, indicating that 
there was in 1923 a reversal of the earlier attitude toward Turkey. 
It is possible that the Senator does not recall that the United States 
was represented at the San Remo conference in 1920, which had under 
consideration the treaty of Sevres, in the same capacity 
sanne 


as at Lau- 
The United States, however, was neither a party to the treaty 
of Sevres nor to the treaty of allied 
Turkey. 

the fact that the reference in 
memorandum of October 30, 
near eastern settlement is inaccurate I 
full text of this memorandum which was given to the press at that 
time At the Lausanne conference this Government stood for the 
principles outlined in this memorandum and was able to obtain sub- 
stantial guaranties with respect to the points of interest which this 
communication outlined. 

4. Senator King states: 


Lausanne peace between the 
powers and 
8%. In view of 


ment to my 


Senator KING’s state- 
with regard to the 
beg to inclose a copy of the 


1999 
1922, 


“The Allies declined to make concessions to the Turks, both on the 
subject of the capitulations and upon the Armenian case. The con 
ference was deadlocked largely upon these two points, and it was 
finally suspended on February 4, 1923 

“Meanwhile, on April 10, 19238, the crafty Turks ratified the 
Chester concession, The conference was resumed on April 23, 19238, 


and the American observers who, during the session of the con- 
ference, had supported the Allies, whole-heartedly in some matters, 
half-heartedly in others, transferred their support in all matters to 
the Turks, with the result that the Turks were enabled to impose 
their views and will upon the Allies.” 

This statement is totally inaccurate. In the draft 
as communicated to the Turks by the 
provided in article 26: 


first 


treaty of peace 
aunuary 31, 1923, it is 


Allies on J 
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notable members nt “The high contracting parties agrea to abrogate the capitulations 


relating to the régime of foreigners in Turkey, both as regards condi 
tions of entry and residence and ns regards fiseal and Judicial 
questions.” 

Thus prior to the adjournment of the conference on February 4 the 
Allies had agreed to abrogate the capitulations. This was not one of 
the points which brought about the interruption of the conference 
Nor was the issue with respect to the Armenians instrumental in 
deadlocking the conference in February, 10923, since the Turkish 
plenipotentiary had agreed.to the provisions of the allied treaty as 
ommunicated on January 31, which related to the protection ot 
minorities The statement that the American representatives after 
the adjournment “transferred their support in all matters to the 
Turks, with the result that the Turks were enabled to impose their 
views and will upon the Allies,” is utterly false. 

5. In answer to the allegation that the treaty surrenders Amertcan 
rights and interests, I would call your attention to the fact that the 
Americans who have interests in Turkey, whether philanthropic or 
‘ommercial, have urged its ratification 

6. Senator Krne’s remarks with regard to the status of American 
philanthropic and missionary work in Turkey are both inaccurate and 
misleading In this connection it is significant that the Amertcans 


who are responsible for carrying on this work in Turkey have indi 
eated their view that their work could best be aided by the ratifica- 


tion of the treaty with Turkey, and have submitted encouraging re 
ports of recent progress 
In case there are any further points in Senator Kine's statement 
on which the committee might desire to obtain additional 
tion, I shall he most happy to furnish it 
I am, my dear Senator Lopes 
Very yours, 


informa 


sincerely 
CHareves BD. Hucugs 


Inclosure: Aide-memoire of October 20, 1922.) 


DEPARTMENT OF STaTa 
Che following communication was transmitted to the British, French, 
and Italian Governments through the American embassies at London, 


Paris, and Rome on October 30: 
“AIDE-MEMOIRE 
The conference proposed for the purpose of drawing up a treaty 


of peace with Turkey will have primarily to deal with the problems 
resulting from the state of belligerency between the allied powers, 
Turkey, and Greece. The United States was neither at war with Tur 
key nor a party to the armistice of 1918 and does not desire to partici 


| pate in the final peace negotiations or to assume responsibility for the 


political and territorial adjustments which may be effected 

‘While maintaining this reserve in regard to certain phases of the 
Near East settlement the Government of the United States does not 
desire to leave the impression that it regards its interests as less en 
titled to consideration than those of any other power, or that it is 
disposed to relinquish rights enjoyed in common with other powers, 
or proper commercial opportunity, or that tt is unconcerned with the 
humanitarian interests involved 

“For the purpose of clarity certain subjects of particular American 
concern may be briefly summarized : 

“(1) The maintenance of capitulations which may be essential to 
the appropriate safeguarding of non-Moslem interests. 

“(2) The protection, under proper guaranties, of philanthropic, edu 
eational, and religious institutions 


“(8) Appropriate undertakings tn regard to the freedom of oppor 
tunity, without discrimination or special privilege, for commercial 
enterprise 

(4) Indemnity for lesses suffered by Americans in Turkey as a 


result of arbitrary and illegal acts. 

“(5) Suitable provisions for the protection of minorities 

“(6) Assurances touching the freedom of the Straits. 

“(7) Reasonable opportunity for archeological research and study. 

“This brief summary, while not exhaustive, may serve to indicate 
the general nature of American interests. To safeguard such interests 
and to facilitate the exchange of views the Government of the United 
States is prepared to send observers to the proposed conference if this 
action is agreeable to the powers concerned. Without participating in 
the negotiations of the treaty of peace, these observers would be able 
to indicate this Government's position in greater detail than is possible 
in this aide-memoire, and they could also inform the American Govern 
ment of the attitude of other powers in matters where there are 
mutual interests. 

“As the object in view in submitting this suggestion is the elimina- 
tion of any possible cause of misunderstanding, it is considered appro 
priate to call attention to the attitude of the United States in respect 
to secret treaties and agreements. It is not felt that arrangements 
previously made with respect to Turkish territory, which provide for 
the establishment of zones of special commercial and economic influ- 
ence, such, for example, as the tripartite agreement of 1920, are con- 





eee 


Sa ae 


Hi 
# 
t 

& 
ie 





2 
: 


ts Snag EE Bo 








F 
i 
: 
; 






hte Gait! we 


: 
7 


Mie 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 














§ t wit principle of the-equality of economic opportunity. It 
i that the allied powers will mot pow desire, and do not 
now intend, to carry into effect previous arrangements of this nature. 
The United States has no desire to take any action which might 
embarra the allied powers in the proper effort to secure peace. It 
d V 1 need conflict with the interests of other coun- 
tries, if the princi of commercial opportunity for all nations is 
I 1 at the outs The United States has no intention of seek- 
i r i or its nals a position of special privilege, but it 
‘ to | t its its and to assure the open door. Finally, it 
wishes to afford protection to its citizens who wish to continue the 
humanitarian work which has been carried on for generations in the 
Near East and is rendered more essential than ever by the present 
col l ti ns.” 
PIMA INDIANS 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I ask permission to have 


printed in the Recorp a letter addressed to me by a former 
citizen of Sacaton, Ariz., with reference to the Pima Indians. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp as follows: 

611 MARYLAND AVPNUD NORTHEAST, 
Washington, D. C., June 6, 1924. 

Tlon. Cnantes L. McNary, 
Building, Washington, D. OC. 


My Dear SENATOR McNary: On September 8, 1910, I was commis- 


Senate Office 


sioned as missionary by the Board of Home Missions of the Presby- 
t n Church of the United States of America and assigned to assist 
the Rev. Charles H. Cook, D. D., missionary in charge of the work 
among the Pima Indians at Sacaton, Ariz. Doctor Cook carried on the 


work an g the Pimas since December 23, 1870. Doctor Cook being 
honorably retired in 1914, I succeeded to the work founded by him, 
When Doctor Cook went among the Pima Indians they were an 
agrarian people, cultivating and farming their own lands by Irrigation, 
and from the reports of the earliest travelers through that section of 
the country the Pimas were one of the first original people to irrigate 
their lands from the Gila River. The country to the east of them 


was taken up by white settlers and the water appropriated from the 


river that had plenty of water to irrigate their crops. Gradually, by the 


appropriation of the water from the river by the whites, the supply 
of the Indians was reduced until all the land which bad been cultl- 
vated by them for centuries became a barren waste. 

The Pimas have always been a law-abiding peace-loving tribe of 


Indians, and one of their boasts is that they have never shed the blood 
of the white man, and by reason of their unbroken friendship to the 
Federal Government the Pimas aided the Government troops to subdue 
the Apaches in campaigns costing the Federal Government more than 
$42,000,000. 


Gradually, by reason of the white settlers above them diverting 
the waters from the river, the cultivated land of the Pimas was re- 


duced to barren and desert lands. Being wards of the Government 
they could not protect their rights through the courts. Therefore, 
the future looked. dark, for they did not want to become ration Jndians. 

At this time Doctor Cook, with the help of several high officials of 
the Presbyterian Church, the Indian Rights Association, and other 
friends, brought this matter to the attention of the late President 
MeKinley, who gave his word to Doctor Cook that this Injustice would 
be righted and that the Pimas, who are a proud people and who glory 
in their agricultural supremacy of ancient times, would have a portion 
of the waters of the Gila restored to them, which would revive their 
pristine vigor and the fruits of their industry would not perish from 
the earth. The untimely death of the late President McKinley re- 
tarded the work of righting the wrong done the Pimas and Doctor 
Cook passed to his reward in 1917 without the work being accom- 
plished. And it was at this time that I undertook to complete the 
work begun by Doctor Cook 25 years prior to his death. 

In February, 1923, the Arizona Christian Endeavor Union held its 
State convention at Sacaton and bestowed the high honor of the office 
of president of this worthy organization upon me. I was assured by 
this organization that it would back me in the fight we were making 
to get justice for the Pimas. I was sent as one of the delegates to 
the World's Christian Endeavor Union, held in Des Moines in the 
first part of July, 1923. 

On Friday, July 6, 1923, I had the honor to deliver an address be- 
fore 13,000 delegates at that convention. Those delegates, by rising 
vote, pledged to work until the battle for the rights of these original 
Americans, the Pima Indians, should have been won. I spoke before 
numerous chambers of commerce, Rotary and Kiwanis Clubs through- 
out the country in behalf of these Indians, 

As a result of this long chain of circumstances I was sent to Wash- 
ington to assist in seouring an adequate bill for the proper relief and 
eare of the Pima Indians. This is an accomplished fact. The so-called 
Cameron San Carlos bill has passed the Senate and House. Therefore, 
my dear Senator, in writing this I can, through you, express to all 
the full appreciation of the citizens of Arizona and voice the sentiment 





iLISt 


ttional & 


of the great church organizations and the various 


interested in a full measure of G t recognition, righting a 
wrong of more than half a century to the ! i dian as | 
in this legislation, better known as t Came 

No individual can claim the sole honor of this s lid accom; 
ment of right and justice, nor do I believe any individual expects all 
the credit. Perhaps I have a better persotal knowled of t * 
done by individuals and organizations than any other, b« se I came hero 
and saw the first steps taken and have remained here a y ¢ l, 
with full knowledge of every move made by all until t final 
ending. Therefore I feel it befitting to mention some of those ; t 
active and important. Full praise and glory are given to the v ous 
chureh organizations, Protestant, Catholic, and Morman:; to K 
and Rotary clubs throughout the United States; to women's clut I 
their varlous organizations; Indian Rights and Welfare Associ 
chambers of commerce and other similar clvic organizations; als 
newspapers and other publications Individually allow me to me 
the untiring efforts of Judge O. J. Baugn, president of the San Carlos 
Association, and its members; Senator Henry F. AsHuRST; Cor 
man Homer P. Snyper, chairman of the Indi Affairs Committ t 
the House; Congressman Hares J. Brxner, of the Rules Committ of 
the House; Senator C. L. MCNaAry, chairman of the Reclamation C 
mittee of the Senate; Senator JoHN W. Hanrenp, chairman of the I 
dian Affairs Committee of the Senate; Senator Westry L. JI 
Spenker GiLLerr, of the lower House; Congressman NIcHoLas I 


wortsH, floor leader; Congressman 
Hunt, of Arizona; Hon. 


Louts C 
Hubert Work, 


CRAMTON ; 
Secretary of the 


Gov. G. W. P 


Interior: HI 


Charles H. Burke, Commissioner of Indian Affairs; Gen. Lord, Directo: 
of Pederal Budget; and Hon. Bascom Slemp, secretary to the I’r 
dent. More spectfically may I point out the splendid work anid 
operation of Hon. Cart Haypen, who, with his friends of the | 
House, was vigorous in passing the bill in that bod He received 
wonderful support from Congressman Snyper, chairman of the Com 
mittee on Indian Affairs, which will long be remembered by us 

« Also I must mention with all emphasis the interest and personal 
efforts of our great President, Calvin Coolidge, who in the darkest 
eleventh hour came to the rescue to make sure our hopes were not 


fin vain, and to this great and peerless leader we extend our heartfelt 
thanks for his noble and humane consideration. With all the tributes 
hus paid I would be derelict should I not say with all earnestness and 
candor that to Ratem H. Cameron, the junior Senator from Arizona, 
belongs by far the greatest credit of all in passing this legislation 
Senator CAMERON was commissioned by the people of Arizona with the 
pledge to secure the San Carlos Dam He eame to Washington with 
everything against him to do what had often been said was the impos 
sible. He realized his task and was undaunted. He 
and renewed each time his determination to win. He 
in effigy in Casa Grande, Ariz., but, true to his 

seemed to deter him. 

When I came to Washington December last to feel out the situation 
nothing was on the horizon but dark clouds of tmpossibility. I spent 
days talking with officials, from the highest to lowest, and wit! 
out exception they all said, “It can not be done One day 
much study and thought I entered the office of Senator Cameron, and 
there tn the outer office received no encouragement, but was admitted 
courteously into the Senator’s private office. After the usual greeting 
so characteristic of the genial statesman I handed him the rough draft 
of a San Carlos bill and seated myself oppesite him 
silent emotion, and when through he and with 
pounded his fist upon the broad between us and 
lets me live until the United States Senate meets again 
duce this bill and pass it this session.” This 
encouragement. 

Like a whirlwind the battle was on. CAMERON in 
secured a unanimous report of the Indian Affairs Committee of the 
Senate, passed the bill by a unanimous vote, even in the face of oppo- 
sition of those old-time leaders. Well do I remember se 
action on the Senate floor one day with all the force in 
his fist, in a passionate appeal, on the desk of one of the 
ing him, which sent shivers to my heart, but 
day, for the bill passed. 


smiled at defeat 
was even buried 


promise, nothing 


the 


- after 


Fle read it 
his usual vigor 
said, “If God 
I will inte 

first and 


with 
rose 
deak 
was 


my only 


rapid succession 


bg him In 
him pound 
leaders oppos 


: 
evidently it carried the 


Senator CAMERON did not stop there. He immediately followed up 
his victory and helped marshal all forces for the battle in the lower 
House where Congressmen SNYDER and HArpen extended splendid 


sistance. Time passed. A vote seemed impossible because of the ne: 
img of the adjournment of Congress and the impending legislative jam 
which always occurs. CAMERON was more determined than ev 
Letters, telephone ealls,,and personal visits were made daily by him to 
House leaders, Interior Department, Director of the Budget, and 


especially to the President and the White House 


Finally, on Monday, 


June 2, 1924, the critical hour came. Only four more days remained 
until Congress was to adjourn. A yote seemed doomed Senator 


CAMERON called me into his office and said: 
“Lay, we are at the breaking point; all our m 
been used without avail; all except one load. That 
this very morning.” 


munition has 


will be weed 
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Ile called a stenographer and hurriedly dictated a letter to the 
President, as follows: 

My Deak Mr. Presipentr: You will recall that I have con- 
ferred with you several times about legislation providing for 
the construction of the San Carlos Dam in Arizona, as embodied 
in my bill, 8S. 966, which passed the Senate unanimously on April 
3, 1924. Since that time it has been considered by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs of the House and reported favorably to the 
llouse by a unanimous vote of that committee. 

“The first of the week Chairman Snyper of the House Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and Congressman THEropore E. Burton 
called upon the Speaker and asked special recognition under 
suspension of the rules for the consideration of the San Carlos 
bill The Speaker gave them no encouragement, and I hope you 
will pardon the presumption on my part in making the personal 
request that, if consistent, you express your interest in this mat- 
ter to the Speaker. I am sure, if this is done, special recognition 
will be given, and, if so, it would only require a few minutes to 
pass the bill, as a poll of the House discloses no opposition to it 
in either party. As this legislation has been favorably indorsed 
by the Interior Department, and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs has been working diligently for it and is urging its 
enactment at this session, there is no occasion for debate, so 
I feel I am not inconsistent in preferring this request. 

*“My dear Mr. President, if this were merely a political measure 
affecting me or my State locally, I would not feel justified in 
trespassing upon your time in this way, but there is a deep moral 
issue involved, as is attested by the support that has been given 
to this legislation by the heads of the Protestant, Catholic, and 
Mormon Churches of this country from coast to coast. I venture 
there is not a Member of Congress who has not received appeals 


in behalf of this legislation. As the head of our Nation, I ean | 
appreciate your feeling of deep responsibility to the Indians who | 


ure the wards of the whole Nation, and it is on this ground that 
I now appeal to you, as this bill will right a wrong which the 
Pima Indians have suffered at the hands of the white people for 
the past half century or more. The Pimas have always been the 
outstanding friends of the white men among the Indians of the 
West, and have an unbroken record of never having shed the 
blood of a white man, But the white settlers have done them an 
almost irreparable injury. They have absolutely deprived these 
Indians of their water, and as a consequence the Indians have 
been for the past few years in destitute circumstances and are 
now facing starvation, 

“Permit me to again call your attention to the fact that Presi- 


dent McKinley sponsored in the main this same relief legislation, | 
i 


and had it not been for his untimely death this grave wrong 
would have been righted during his administration. 

“Inasmuch as I have exhausted every means of securing a vote 
in the House on this measure, I am appealing to you as a last 
hope, and I know you will not fail us. 


“Expressing the very earnest hope that you will find time to | 


give this your personal attention, I am, 
Faithfully yours, 
“RALPH HH. CAMERON, 
“To the Prestpent, the White House.” 


A few minutes elapsed, it was signed, and CAMERON went to the 
White House, saw President Coolidge, handed him the letter above, 
and stood by his side until he read it, and then explained his mission, 
the critical condition of the San Carlos bill, and told the President 
that he alone could secure consideration in the lower House. The 
President paused and said, “ Senator, I will get in touch immediately 
with the Speaker and see what can be done.’ The President kept his 
word and that yery afternoon Speaker GILLETT announced the Cameron 
bill was on his list to be passed, and on June 4 it was approved. 
Thus did Ratru Ti. Cameron keep his word to the people of Arizona 
who sent him to the Senate. By so doing he did what others said was 
the impossible, and by so doing he righted a wrong of more than half 
a century against the Pima Indians. His work will make an Eden 
out of a desert, where thousands of homes will be erected; he has 
builded for his name and career a monument which will last forever 
for the good of all. 

My dear Senator McNary, I have written this letter to you because 
you are one of the outstanding statesmen of the West, a friend of 
reclamation, and for the further reason that this may serve as a 
testimonial that your work has been fully appreciated 

Sincerely yours, 
Dick Lay, Sacaton, Artz. 


Mr. GAMERON. Mr. President, in connection with the letter 


just referred to by the Senator from Oregon, I ask permission 


to have printed in the Recorp a few verses entitled “ Pima 
Land.” 

There being no objection, the verses were ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp as follows: 





PIMA bAND 

(Tune, “ Maryland, my Maryland "] 
You ask what land I love the best, 

Pima Land, dear Pima Land, 

A country in the Golden West, 

Pima Land, dear Pima Land. 
From where the River Gila flows, 
The landscape in the sunlight glows}; 
The desert blossoms as the rose, 

Pima Land, dear Pima Land. 


See yonder flelds of richest grain, 
Sacaton, dear Sacaton ; 

It grows so well in sun and rain, 
Sacaton, dear Sacaton; 

The desert has a charm for me, 

The mountains all around I see, 

I scarce can tell what charm there be, 
Sacaton, dear Sacaton, 


Adobes scattered here and there, 
Pima Land, dear Pima Land; 
Coyote howls ring through the air, 
Pima Land, dear Pima Land, 
The children love the cacti grand 
That on the foothill mesa’s stand; 
And from their youth they understand 
Pima Land, dear Pima Land. 


The sunny skies and genial clime, 
Sacaton, dear Sacaton, 

Bring rosy cheeks and health sublime, 
Sacaton, dear Sacaton. 

In merry games we find delight 

Before the evening takes its flight ; 

Till sweet the bugle blows good night, 
Sacaton, dear Sacaton, 


MARINE HOSPITAL RESERVATION AT DETROIT 


Mr. FERRIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent— 
and this is the first favor I have asked in this session of Con 
gress—for the immediate consideration of House bill 8588, justi 
sent over from the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
bill CH. R. 8588) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
sell the United States marine hospital reservation and im- 
provements thereon at Detroit, Mich., and to acquire a suit- 
able site in the same locality and to erect thereon a modern 
hospital for the treatment of the beneficiaries of the United 
States Public Health Service, and for other purposes, which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. President, I ask for the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill. This has been voted on in the House, 
two votes having been taken, the standing vote resulting in 
103 in favor of the bill and 2 against it, and on a roll call, 
816 to 5, and the President to-day has indorsed the sale of 
this property. It does not involve the taking of a dollar out 
of the Treasury, but it is for sale of the present marine hos- 
pital, which is unfit, and for the purchase, with the funds 
derived from that sale, of grounds for an appropriate marine 
hospital. The ex-service men of Michigan and all concerned 
are in favor of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. NORBECK. Reserving the right to object, I do not care 
to object unless this would lead to debate. I do not want it 
to supplant the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will have no effect on 
the motion of the Senator from South Dakota. Is there ob 
jection to the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported to 
the Senate without amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


THE DOINGS OF THE REPUBLICAN ADMINISTRATION 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I have listened with keen in- 
terest to the speech of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] 
The Senator has praised what he calls the achievements of the 
Republican Party. This administration {s marked with the 
wreck and ruin of the legitimate business of the masses of the 
people, while millionaires multiplied under Republican rule 
into thousands and tens of thousands. Because these tens of 
thousands who are rich and prosperous on special privileges 
are reveling in increased riches, the Republican leaders say we 
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have prosperity. There is no real prosperity amongst ninety- 


od millions of American people. There is a state of uncer- | 


tainty, a feeling of anxiety and unrest, and general dissatis- 
faction with economie conditions throughout the country. 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen] in his able and un- 
answerable speech has told you how the Republican Party liter- 
rily struck down and destroyed legitimate business in 1920 and 
1001 Think of those who control the lifeblood of business, the 
currency and the credit of the people, withdrawing it in vast 
quantities from circulation, and leaving an inadequate supply to 
meet the business needs of the people. We have had that situ- 
ation under Republican rule. We are suffering from it now. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr, Fess] undertakes to say that the 
federal Reserve Board during the period of ruinous deflation 
was a Democratic board. I deny it. Mr. Willis, of Cleveland, 
Ohio, was on the board. He is a Republican. Mr. Platt, of 
New York, was a member of the board. He is a Republican, as 
was Governor Harding, who supported the Republican ticket in 
the election of 1920. Three out of the five, then, were Republi- 
cans and doing the bidding of the Republican Party. 

The Republicans were in control of both branches of Congress 
The progressive interest rate amendment to the Federal reserve 
act was introduced in both branches of Congress by Republicans, 
and that amendment was passed by a Republican Congress. 
Under that amendment progressive interest rates ranging from 
fi to ST4 per cent were charged to the people of the South and 
West, while the eastern section of the country got money at 
about 6 per cent, 

Mr. President, I want to print in my speech at this point what 
the able Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen] has just said: 


REPLY TO MR. SMOOT 


Mr. Owen, Mr, President, the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smvor] has 
with fulsome praise recounted the accomplishments of the Republican 
leaders during the last four years. There is one thing that the Senator 
from Utah has omitted. He has omitted to point out that the Repub 
lican leaders demanded the deflation of credit and currency in their 
national platform of 1920, that they put that policy upon the country, 
and have brought about in America the greatest industrial depression 
which this Republic has ever known. This ridiculous self-praise of the 
Republican Party comes with poor grace from the conservative, reac 
tionary, stand-pat Republican leaders who have bankrupted millions of 
people by the cruel and harsh policy of deflating credit and currency in 
this country. 

That I do not exaggerate the condition is known to all of those 
Senators who live west of the Mississippi River; to all of those Sen- 
ateurs east of the Mississippi River who have in their States farmers, 
Stock raisers, and small producers who have been injured or ruined by 
this criminally bad policy. That is the real cause of the farmer-labor 
movement. The farmers and laborers and little people have been so 
ill-treated by this Government and its agencies under the reactionary 
leadership of the Republican Party that they have abandoned all parties 
in some States and are trying to organize a new party in order to find 
some relief, because they are in despair. 

Do I exaggerate what has occurred? I put in the CONGRESSIONAI 
Recorp on June 4 the vital facts set forth in a letter from the Comp- 
troller of the Currency. It appears on page 10717 of the Recorp, 


The loans and discounts of the banks as of June 30, 1920, were | 


$34,087 ,000,000. 

On June 30, 1922, they were $28,483,000,000—a contraction of loans 
and discounts of over five and a half billion dollars. Mr. President, 
such a contraction of loans and discounts never has been known before 
in the history of this country. Is it any wonder that the sheepmen of 
Nevada and of all the western country, that the stockmen of Texas and 
Oklahoma and Kansas and Nebraska and all of the agricultural areas 
of America are bankrupt? This self-praise of the conservative Repub- 
lican leadership by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor], as their 
chosen mouthpiece, claiming to have rendered gigantic benefits to the 
country, will not be heard or believed by those who have been bank- 
rupted by this wicked policy of the stand-pat, money-loving Republican 
leaders, 

Do I exaggerate it? What have they done to the currency itself, the 
Federal reserve notes? 

On June 25, 1920, within a few days after the famous resolution of 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCormick] favoring deflation of credit 
and currency passed the Senate, there were in actual circulation 
$3,117,000,000 of Federal reserve notes and $184,000,000 of Federal 
reserve bank notes, a total of $3,301,000,000. On June 5, 1924, it had 


| 


shrunk to $1,884,000,000, a contraction of the currency of this coun- | 


try of $1,517,000,000. 

Senators, when you reflect upon the fact that the history of the 
banking system of the United States has demonstrated that $1 of cur- 
rency in the national banks of the country bas uniformly, from the 
beginning to the end of that system, supported $10 of loans and dis- 
counts, $10 of credit, is it any wonder that the shrinkage of fifteen 
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hundred millions has caused a substantial din tion of credit of fit 
teen thousand millions? Is it any wonder that the people are feeling 
hurt? Well, they do feel hurt Believe me, they f hurt In my¥ ow 
State I know what has happened 

I put in the Recorp, page 10717, this rey ) 1e ymptr 
of the Currency showing t! mank fatiare that taken pia 
Why, in the year ending Jun », 1919, only ink lint 
national banking syster ynie ink : . * 121 nal 
banks have failed up to this time and about ») Stat : When 
this policy was put over the following year nding J 12 
330 State banks and 28 national banks fail 
June 30, 1922, 364 additional afte c rnd ; itio 1 
failed; and the next year, endin ! > 30, 1923, 237 S ni i 
87 national banks failed Sin ist June 1211 l 3 and 
300 State banks have failed 

Such wholesale financial, industria ind mn 
had no equal in our banking histor 

Why did these banks fail? Be © of is er, wu itellig 
selfish policy trying to make the dollar mor iti t to get, a policy 
against which I protested with sg in spring of 1920 
and I got no adequate support I made four speeches against if in 
the Senate between January and May. 1920, and printed in the Con 
GRESSIONAL Recorp three letters of protest to the Reserve Board and 
one letter to the President of the United States I called the attention 
of the country then to the fact that this policy of raising the interest 


rates and discriminatingly contracting credit would be ruinous to the 
country I pointed out with all the energy at my command that it 
would produce a great industrial depression and ruin many of our 
people. After it all happened I did not feel disposed to make the 
welkin ring with my complaints against the members of the Reserve 
Board or the officers of the reserye banks whose unspeakable folly I 
could not prevent They were acting as the agents of the Republican 
Party in power. I have been silent; but when I sit here and hear the 
recounting of these vainglorious deeds of the Republican Party by the 
Senator from Utah it is too much I can not resist calling the atten- 
tion of the Senate and of the country to what is occurring and how if 
occurred 

Let me read the Republican national platform of 1920 on this point 

‘But as the political party that throughout its history has 
stood for honest money and sound finance, we pledge ourselves to 
earnest and consistent attack upon the high cost of living "— 

Wonderful ! 

upon the high cost of living by rigorous avoidance of further 
inflation in our Government borrowing, by courageous and intelli 
dent deflation of overexpended credit and currency.” 

It wus not intelligent, and it was damned cowardly It was ruinous 
to the country and was dictated by a few men determined to In 
crease the power of their dollars and to deflate labor and to deflate 
the farmers and stock raisers and to deflate the little producer sand 
borrower for the benetit of the creditor class 

You need not fool yourselves and think you are fooling the country 
You can not fool the country. You can fool some of the people all the 
time, but you can not fool all the people all the time, and there is 
cominig upon you a judgment next November which you thoroughly 
deserve. 

And, Mr. President, I will print in my speech following the 
statement from the speech of the Senator from Oklahoma a 
very interesting statement entitled * Retrospect and outlook.” 
RETROSPECT AND OUTLOOK—A COMPARISON OF BANK FAILURES AND BUSI- 

NESS FAILURES LAST THREE YEARS UNDER WILSON AND PAST Ttnrtg 

YEARS UNDER HARDING AND COOLIDGE—THE OUTLOOK FOR 1924 

The business record of the past year has not been satisfactory for 
the country as a whole. Certain special interests have prospered and 
grown fat while many others have languished or been ruined 


The great farming classes have suffered because in vast sections of 
the country the farmer has received unusually low prices for what 
he had to sell, and largely as a result of the protective tariff has been 


forced to pay high prices for the things he had to buy, whether they 
were necessities or luxuries, 

A little study of business and industrial conditions for the past three 
years under the Republican administration as compared with the last 
three years under President Wilson will show how badly the voters 
of the country were flimflammed by Republican promises when they con- 
sented to a change of administration in the autumn of 1920 and repu- 
diated for a while the men and policies under whose direction and 
guidance our country had not only won the greatest war in all history 
but had established here the greatest prosperity which any country 
had ever seen. 

The official records compiled by the Dun Mercantile Agency are 
illuminating in this connection. They tell us that in the one year 
1923 there were nearly twice as many bank failures in this country 
as there were during the whole of the Iast five vears of the Wilson 
administration, or, say, for the calendar years 1916 to 1920, both 
inclusive. 
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Furthermore, the 


1923 


total liabilities of the failed banks in the one cal- 
amounted to more than the total liabilities of all 
failed banks, both national and State, for the entire seven-year period 
f 1914 te both inclusive. The figures are conr 
plied from reports of R. G. Dun & Co.: 


engar year 


1920 following 


| Total 
number 
| of bank 
failures 


| Liabilities 





t ier W ' nistration | 

5 = cicliesaitiaietteatal w $5, 131, 887 
5) | 16, 590, 862 
FeO ceabsicvesenaswncs bepusbagmahvaciehinmeaanind 119 | 50, 708, 300 
a . a - 189 72, 361, 049 

( ir il 1 ; 
mineiianinned 404 | 173,027,776 
; a ae eae ae 277 | 77,735, 551 
! . : ceeiiatiiiaa a aeieieiie ell 540 i, 790, 000 
otal years hip iiniithbebeteieebennuiadaiadeele , 221 | 447, 553, 327 





in the aggregate of liabilities the bank failures 
in the past three years as for the pre- 


number and 

have been six times as 
President Wilson. 

that 


al banks 


creat 
ceding three vears under 


The reports also show in the past calendar year there were fail- 
More national banks failed in this country 


last year than during the entire period of seven years under the Wilson 


70 nation 


“iministration from 1914 to 1920, both inclusive, including the period 
of the World War and the two years of reconstruction which followed. 

In the year 1925 alone there were seven times as many failures of 
national banks as in the three fiscal years 1917, 1918, and 1919 all 
combined under President Wilson 


Rusiness men who were promised flush times and prosperity with a 


Republican victory will find the following figures very instructive as to 


three years under Republican rule as compared 
liately 


business failures in the 


with the three yvears imine preceding: 








Business failures under Wilson and under Harding and Coolidge 
Number of |} Liabilities 
of failed 
firms 
‘a sci ieaiailai ee | 
1 r WV 1 
Ds acer kak cos ade ciee cok ee eee tee 9,882 $163.019, 979 
viv idl stibisidiindahettecciasaeallbniticeaciaslalials 6,451 | 113, 291, 237 
SP iciciinieinsinitantaliatiainsstheteabiaasiintnn cin ict ina tmnt alta aid $, 851 | 295, 121, 805 
I on oc a ee, Oe lO 25, 314 571, 433, @21 
t Ha ( : 
OO i a eed Ee es eed 19, 852 | 627, 401, 883 
1022 23,076 | 623, 896, 251 
PUREED vi cx iseittacsiptiani: cana iepeadaminiinscaiel aadtinlaabisiinstite dilantin eitiaadanlidliae iad 18,720 | 540, 582, 000 
RAI eins, dita aenhininntacaebeaedsbaabenseagisnbciseintee a itiaeine 62,048 |1,781,830,134 
Tk miber of business failures last thre years 
nder President Wilson : . 95,314 
Teial number of business failures past three years 
under Harding-Coolidge cesta dndganehebinibandpentt neue 62, 048 


Increase in number of business failures in past 


three years under Republican rule as com 
pared with the last three years under the 
Wilson administration _..- . _--- ii 86, 734 
Liabitities of failed firms last three years under Presi 
devt Wilson moana . $571, 433, 021 
Lisbilities of failed firms past three years under 
INS DOC sito ninnis sith eriinngeipiAniiamniidiimcmlinhiiees ~~. $1, 781, 830, 134 
Increase in business failures past three years 


under Republican rule... .--..-- $1, 210, 397,113 


These ghastly totals from the business casualty list are exclusive of 
tens of thousan farmers, cattle growers, and individuals who have 
been ruined during the past three years and who have been sold out 
the sheriffs hammer, but whose failures are not recorded with 
the mercantile 


is of 


under 


agencies, 


The above statement, furnished me by my good friend John 
Skelton Williams, should command the attention and receive 
the thoughtful consideration of every intelligent voter in the 
country. 

It tells the story of Republican 
serviency to predatory interests. 

A Republican Congress found the country prosperous and 
happy March 4, 1919, and in less than two years’ time turned 
it into a land of business lamentation and serrow. 

Mr, President, some people do not seem to realize how impor- 
tant a part money and credits play in the economic life of the 
masses of the people. 


incompetency and sub- 
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Money is the measure of value and is given in exchange fo; 
the things that the people have to buy and sell. Hence th 
necessity of having enough money in circulation to meet th 
business needs of the people. 

Money is the lifeblood of business, and in order that the hod 
of business may be kept healthy and strong it is necessary that 
money in sufficient quantity be kept constantly circulating in 
the body of business. 

They who toil and produce and they who use their sense 
and strength in legitimate activities of any kind are entitled 
as a matter of right to demand that the circulating medium, 
or money supply, be sufficient to meet business needs in suc! 
a way as to enable them to make their business a success. In 
other words, if losses or failures should come, they should 
be from other causes and not because the money supply was 
insufficient to fully meet the business needs of the community 
The Government, and rightly so, reserves to itself the right to 
print bills and coin metal into money. Then it is clear that it 
is the duty of the Government to see to it that the circulating 


‘medium, or the money supply, is large enough to meet the busi- 


ness needs of all the people ail the time. No right-thinking 
person can deny the soundness of that proposition. 

The failure to have in circulation money sufficient to meet 
the business needs of the people places their business at a dis 
advantage and leaves them helpless in the hands of those who 
control the insutlicient measure of value that they must accent 
in exchange for that which represents their toil, skill, and in- 
vestnie 

It is easy to understand that if it requires a million dollar: 
to handle the business of a certain community and you with 
draw from that community a half million dollars, you have r<« 
duced the measure of value for the goods and products of that 
community to just half of what it was before, and you have 
reduced the purchasing power and debt-paying power of the 
products of that community to just half of what they were 
before. So it is a serious thing with the business of the masses 
of the people when the money which measures the value of 
their products is reduced in quantity and the instrument of 
exchange made too small to enable them to obtain a profit and 
make a success of their business. 

THE PANIC OF 1920 AND 1921 

In the early fall of 1918S certain conscienceless Wall Street 
financiers, who under Republican rule used to own and manipu- 
late the old panic-breeding banking system in New York, realiz- 
ing that the end of the war was near, commenced to do every- 
thing in their power to elect a Republican Congress. They saw 
in Republican success, in the election of a Republican Congress, 
an opportunity to so change and cripple the Federal reserve 
banking systeni as to enable them to use it in such a way as to 
produce a panic. They who used to produce a panic every few 
years and threaten to bring one on under the old banking 
system whenever they wanted to beat down the price of cotton, 
grain, or stocks on the ex¢hange had been deprived of that 
power for nearly six years under the Federal reserve banking 
system. 

The Democratic Party had been in power during that time 
and Wall Street was keen and hungry for a financial feast, 
such as they used to enjoy in the old panic days when the Re- 
publicans were in power. To that grewsome gang the field was 
an inviting one. A panic would enable them to make millions 
on the falling prices of cotton, grain, and Liberty bonds. The 
first step to that end was to elect a Republican Congress, They 
succeeded in doing that. Then they commenced to set the trap 
for a panic. 

The first thing they did after electing a Republican Congress 
was to throw the Federal farm loan banking system into the 
Supreme Court and shut off loans from that source. 

The farmers of the South and West had borrowed from the 
farm-loan banks more than $300,000,000. They had lifted old 
mortgages, hoary with age, from the family roof tree and 
bought homes and farms for hundreds of thousands of young 
farmers. But the doors of the farm-loan banks were now 
closed and we could not get a dollar from that source. 

The plot thickens, and the panic-producing machinery is 
being rapidly arranged for the deadly work that was done 
later on. 

The next move in the deep-laid plan to produce a panic was 
to fasten on the Federal reserve banking system, by amend- 
ment, a progressive interest or rediscount rate, under whicl 
usurious interest could be charged, ranging from 10 to 100 


nts, 


per cent, The South and West and the other agricul- 
tural sections had a right to demand and a right to 


expect that a suflicient amount of money be sent into 


the two sections to enable the cotton and grain producers to 
market their products so as to obtain a profit and make a sue- 
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ess of their business. The Republican Congress succeeded in 


pussing that amendment and thus perfecting their plans for | 
bringing on a panic. The stage is now set and the dreadful | 
tragedy is ready to begin. On May 18, 1920, a Republican Sen- | 
ate passed a resolution in favor of deflation. Senator Owen, | 
f Oklahoma, an able and courageous Senator, one of the 
authors of the Federal reserve banking system, stated in the 
Senate at the time the deflation resolution passed that it was 
1 peg on Which they intended to hang their plan for a panic, 
and he was right about it. 
fhe Republican convention met at Chicago in June, 1920, to 
miinate a candidate for President and write a platform it 
will be remembered that Senator Borauw, a Republican Sena- 
or from Idaho, stated at Chicago on that occasion that what 
h iw there on the part of the big financiers, who were try- 
ing to control the Republican convention, reminded him of the 
upt nd degenerate days when the emperorship of Rome 


as bought outright—sold on the auction block to the hig 


ughest 
bidder 


Phat Republican convention in its platform declared in favor 
f a policy of deflation, Hon, Warren G. Harding was nomi- 
nited by the Republican convention for President. In his ae 
eptance speech he declared in faver of a policy of deflation 


The time had come for action. No longer was it necessary 
to keep their purpose hid. All of the arrangements for bring- 
ing on the panie had been made. The farm-loan banks were 
osed; the War Finance Corporation was closed; and the 
Republican Congress had fastened on the Federal reserve bank- 
ing act that cruel and criminal progressive interest rate amend- 
ment, under which the panic of 1920 and 1921 was brought 
bout and under which a bank in Alabama was charged S874 
per cent. They never disclosed to the public their purpose to 
produce a panic until it was too late for the farmers, mer- 
chants, and bankers of the South and West, and honest busi- 
ness men of the country generally, to take the steps necessary 
to protect their interests. If they had started their deflation 
panic in January, the farmer would have known how to shape 
his business so as to make his losses on the year’s transactions 
as light as possible. He would not have involved himself and 
his property on such a large scale as he did if he had known 
what was going to happen to reduce his debt-paying power and 
destroy the value of agricultural products. But they did not 
start it in January—oh, no! The big eastern manufacturer 
und wholesale merchant said wait. The Fertilizer Trust said 
wait. Wait until we unload our goods at top-notch prices on 
the merchants of the South and West. Wait until we can dis- 
pose of our fertilizer on the basis of 40-cent cotton. Wait until 
we can sell our agricultural implements to the farmers of the 
South and West. Wait until southern and western bankers 
commit themselves and back the merchants and farmers in | 
buying our goods at high prices and tie themseives up so they 
can not get out. Wait until these things have been done and | 
«a large crop has been planted and then you ean bring on your | 
panie, 

A splendid southern gentleman and the distinguished editor 
of one of the South's greatest newspapers told me that a 
manufacturer told him that the manufacturers succeeded in 
having the panic held off until they had disposed of their goods. | 

Think of the banking system of the Nation—the currency and 
credit facilities of a hundred millions of people—being manipu- 
lated in the interest of a favored few to the embarrassment and 
hurt and injury of millions of people! 

One day I was speaking in the Senate on this phase of the de- 
flation panic, and when I finished a Republican Senator from 
the West, himself a millionaire, came to me and said: “ You are | 
right about them sending word to certain people that the panic 
was coming. They sent me word several days before it came | 
and suggested that I do the thing necessary to protect myself | 
and prevent losses.” He told me that the panie cost him thou- 
sands of dollars. 


The laboring men and the wage earners were not notified 
The doctors, lawyers, preachers, and teachers were never told | 
that business disaster was drawing near, that a financial panic | 
was on its way to destroy prosperity and devour the substance of | 
the people. Why were the big financial high-brows singled out | 
and notified in advance of the panic and the masses of the peo- | 
ple left without warning to the furies of a storm that left wreck 
and ruin and death in its wake? 

If the big financiers and manufacturers were entitled to have 
informativa in advance that a panic was coming, by what rule of 
right and law of justice should such vita! information be with- 
held from the other people of the United States? By giving 
notice to the big financiers and manufacturers they enabled them 
to shape their business and prevent losses that otherwise would | 
have come before anybody else knew that financial trouble was 





brewing. Not only that but by telling them in advance thai 


panic was coming at a certain time they enabled them to sy 
late on &u ertainty on the falling prices oO tw, grail 
Liberty bonds, and acting on their advice the big fe sn 
millions of dollars. 
I have never criticized the Federal reserve ki 

I helped to create it L | » simply foug to | ru 
the purpose of its creation I felt that it was my y to 
people that I represent, and to the whole px le 

to have that great banking system serve the In ess 

tl eople everywhere, honestly and effecti \ 
capable of doing and had done 

RIPPLING DEBT-PAYING POW 
Bankers, merch ints, farmers, and others with whom I ! . 

talked agree with Democratic leaders that the ircula 
| medium, or volume of money, under which the vVear's 

is commenced in January should not be reduced or curt ed 

til the business commitments and contracts for that year h 
been settled They agree v i me that it is unfair and unjust 
to permit our people to commit or obligate themselves in bus 
ness transactions at the beginning of the vear when the supply 
of money and credit is suflicient and satisfactory, and then te 

hange both before vear’s business is closed so as to inijuri 
ously affect t > market 1lue ot vel produ Sand cripple thet 


debt paving powel 
Te } 


[f everyone knew that the adequate currency and credit 
rangements in existence at the beginning of the year would 
not be hampered or impaired during that year, there would 
peace of mind in business, business stability, and increased bus 


ness activity in every avenue of human enterprise and indu 

The refusal to supply us with currency and credit nhecessat 
fo prevent the loss of our property ind the struction of eu 
business In 1920 and 1921 was a erlme against our people and a 
crime against the country it has been said truly by Lineoln 
That any hange in the cirenulating medium under which a 
lebt is ntracted before the debt can be paid is a crime 

The Federal reserve banking system is the greatest system 
‘ver devised by the genius of man If honestly administered 
it is positively panie proof For six vears it held at bay | 
panic-breeding agencies of New York, and there was not th 
slightest financial trouble anywhere in the United States \s 
long as if was permitted to function properly our people we 
busy, prosperous ippy, and contented 

HE HOI RAL 


We are told in the beautiful lines of Tennyson that the Hol 


Grail, or silver cup from which Jesus drank wine at the ist 
supper with the disciples, hung for a long time on the wall ot 
the home of Joseph of Aramathea So long as it remained 


there all was well in the home; the Inmates were happy and 
contented; the voice of song and laughter was heard, the birds 
sang joyously in the trees, and the flowers and roses flourished 
is they sweetened the air with their perfume 

But one day the hand of the invader came and plucked the 
silver cup away. So seon as that evil thing was done clouds 
f gloom and despondency hovered over the home The voi 
of song and laughter was hushed, the inmates were sad ani 
sorrowful, birds ceased singing, and the flowers and ro 
drooped and died. Sir Galahad, a gallant knight, registered a 
vow that he would go out in search of the Holy Grail and 
would not return until he could restore it to its time-honored 
place upon the wall 

Prior to the Republican conspiracy to bring about deflation 
and produce a panic all was well with the Federal reserve bank 


ing system, and all was weil with the country A new day had 
dawned in the Nation. Everyone who wanted to work found 
work to do Liveryone who wanted money and credit with 
which to carry on his business found both responsive to his 
eall. Labor was constantly and profitably employed. Capital 
| was busy in every avenne of human enterprise and industry 
and we enjoyed an era of national prosperity unparalleled in 
the history of the eountry Dut in an evil hour the criminal 


forees of greed sv eonped down upon the people like some might 
besom of destruction and the Federal reserve banking system 
was made to strike down and destroy where it was intended to 
serve and save 

Property values vanished by the billions. Labor was driven 
from employment, and 7,000,000 men and women roamed the 
country with nothing to do. Liberty bonds were forced out of 


the hands of our people, while every avenue of financial aid 
was shut in our faces. Fuctories closed and the hum of whirl 
ing wheels was hushed Agriculture fell down and all but 


perished. Commerce was paralyzed, and the cry of distress was 
heard in the land, while millions of peeple in the South and 
West were literally robbed, many of them stripped of the 





f of a lifetime Hundreds « men and women, 
‘ to desperation, died by their own hands 

| e are the fruits of Republican policies and practices, and 
by their fruits ve shail know the! 

| | era Party | egister¢ 1 vow that if successful 

the election in November it will take control of the money 

pia ! credits away from Wall Street and restore the great 
led | reserve banking system to the purposes for which it 
\ created, 

When the currency and credit instrumentalities are permitted 
to fun mn iin they should, and as they did under Demo- 
‘ > ru { and not till then will there be genuine pros- 
] amor t the American people 

j troub with Republican leadership is it does not know 
and apparently can not learn the difference between inflation 
and expansion. When business begins to pick up or improve 

1 more money is required to meet the needs of business ex- 


nsion Republican leaders 


| have the word sent out to be care- 
1 not to bring 
} 


about inflation. They keep the bankers and 


men generally in a state of uneasiness and fear. 

Wi the country needs is adequate currency and credit facili- 

{ honestly administered, so as to meet the business needs of 

ail the people all the time. 

rt TARIFF BARONS A > WALI STREET YINANCIERS 

I tariff ro of the United States in order to tax the 

peo » enrich themselves used to say that the tariff tax 

vial é (1 in the interest of the laboring man, done to pro- 

i ! from competition with tl cheap labor of Turope. 

| \ rican laboring man called attention to the fact that 

\ t were shutting out some of the products of cheap 

! in Kurope§ the were bringing cheap European Jabor 

to compete with American labor and pull down the wage 

scule of the American laboring man. Then there arose a de- 

il for a law that would keep out these cheap laborers, 

the same tariff barons who said they inted a tariff tax 

» § to protect the American laboring man bitterly 

apposed the pass: of an iminigration law that would keep 


out the cheap European laborer The Democrats led the fight 
i 


al \ ously supported the plan f¢ restricted immigration 
l é ceeded in pa ng the best bill ever enacted on the 
fut the tariff barons or big manufacturers are how 
{ law, and tens of thousands of foreigners are com- 
i in through the corrupt aud disgraceful conduct of crooked 
j ign on { nts and officials. They are growing rich in 
their d erous traffic, which is slipping into our country for so 
1 h per id thousands of foreigners who are prohibted from 
( ing in by law 
» the tariff baron, as the big income-tax payer, has his 
way 1 er Republican rule, law or no law He wants the 
( p European laborer to come in, and he has a crooked im- 
ri mn licinl to suspend or set aside the law. Scores of 
! me-tux payers who are compelled by Congress to pay 
the tax get it back through the Republican Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr. Mellon, who has handed back or refunded to 
then in the last three years $300,000,000. 


w the leaders of the Republican Party, following the sug- 


i i of their masters, the tariff barons, are taking the ridicu- 
lous position that the present obnoxious and oppressive tariff 
I: wus necessary to give work to the unemployed. The 
Washington Post not long ago, in an editorial, saic 

Chere were nearly 5,000,000 unemployed men in the United States 
before the present tarif law was enacted. 

he question is, Why did we have two years ago an army 
of unemployed 5,000,000 strong? What party was in power 
when economic and industrial conditions were so upset 

1 demoralized? 

The uuntry had prospered as never before under the Under- 
wo Simmons tariff law. Labor was constantly and profitably 
employed [even the “tramps.” who used to roam the country 
under Republican rule, had disappeared. Every human being 
Who \ ed to work found work to do. 

I will tell you what it was that struck business a body 
blow enced the voice of industry, and threw millions of 
men 2nd en out of employment. It was a financial panic 
bro bout by a drastic and murderous deflation policy 
‘ erately planned and carried out by the leaders of the 
fepublican Party. More than a thousand banks have failed. 
Thousands of merchants who were at that time prosperous 
ire Dank! Manufacturersewho were then doing a good 


hundreds of thousands « ‘armers who 


osperous have lost 


. and 
homes and farms and wer 


now in dire financial distress. 


business are brok 
owned their 


th i 


und are 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


| the largest 


JUNE 7 





These dreadful conditions drove millions of laborers from 
employment and the tariff had nothing to do with it. The tariff 
barons and money lords of Wall Street both contributed lare: 
sums to the Republican campaign fund. Both expected to profi 
financially if the Republicans got control of the Government 
and when a Republican Congress had been elected and President 
Wilson was stricken down and near death’s door, the Wal! 
Street forces that used to produce financial panics at will oa 
clean up millions in the operation, came to the Capitol and 
cured the passage through a Republican Congress of an amer 
ment to the Federal reserve banking law which destroyed 
panic-preventing power of the Federal reserve banking systen 
The banking system that had been used for six years to preven! 
panics was now, under Republican control, used to produce the 
worst panic that ever came upon the country. That panic not 
only increased the collosal fortunes of the millionaires’ club by 
millions and hundreds of millions but it added thousands to its 
membership. 

While it was greatly enriching and increasing the fortunes 
of those who felt that they had bought the privilege to plunde 
the American masses, it was working ruin to the livelihood and 
business of nearly a hundred million Americans. 

After the money lords of Wall Street had fed and fattened o 
the financial feast that their panic had prepared, they looked 
with ghoulish glee upon business failures, silent industries, and 
millions of unemployed laboring men, the fruits of the panic 
that they themselves had produced. 

Then came the tariff baron and said, “ Here is where I come 
in. I will take advantage of this situation and tell those in au- 
thority that if they will permit me to levy a tariff tax on millions 
of American consumers I will give employment to labor.” But 
before the tariff bill was written the Democrats, by the aid of 
a few progressive Republicans, had passed a bill reviving the 
War Finance Corporation. We put back into circulation from 
this source more than $700,000,000. This foreed for a time a 
more liberal distribution of currency and credits by the Federal 
reserve banks, and conditions improved. 

Mr. President, that situation showed that what was needed 
was more money in circulation and better credit facilities. The 
labor that returned to employment went back in large part be- 
fore the tariff bill was enacted into law. 

The truth is, labor was more fully employed under the 
Underwood-Simmons tariff law than ever before its enactment 
or since its repeal. The lack of a high protective tariff did not 
produce the Republican panic of 1920 and 1921. It was made to 
order by New York speculators and financiers, who made hun- 
dreds of millions out of it. It simply furnished a band of tariff 
marauders the opportunity to feather their nests while they 
imposed additional burdens upon an already overburdened 
people. They simply caught us going and coming. 

The big speculators and big financiers of Wall Street caught 
us with a destructive panic while we were going good on the 
road of prosperity, and the tariff barons caught us and slugged 
us as we were “coming to” after we had been sandbagged by 
the panic bandits. They show their ignorance or their lack of 
faith in the intelligence of the American people when they claim 
that the number of unemployed in Great Britain is due to the 
lack of a protective tariff. Business demoralization and busi- 
ness disaster and unemployment of labor were produced in Eng- 
land just as they were produced in the United States—by un- 
warranted and indefensible deflation. 

Lét me read from a statement prepared by Hon. John Skelton 
Williams, in which he quotes the opinions of some of the 
world’s ablest men: 

The paralyzing and destructive deflation policies which have been so 
world wide in their effect contrast most vividly with the views of th: 
and best thinkers and leaders of our own and other countries 

The following extracts from the expressed opinions of eminent 
authorities are merely examples of countless others: 

Hion. Reginald McKenna, of England, formerly chancellor of the ex- 
chequer, now president of the London Joint City and Midland Bank, 
bank in the world: 

“T think I have said enough to show that an attempt at mons 
tary deflation of this kind can only end in the strangulation of 
business and widespread unemployment. * * 


ablest 


“The consequences of a continuous fall in prices entailed by 
dear money and restriction of credit. and accentuated by heavy 
taxation, must be complete stagnation of business.” * ©* * 

Sir Edward Holden, late president of the London Joint City and 
Midiand Bank: 


“The president of the British Banking Reform League in re- 
ferring to an address delivered several years ago by Sir Edward 
Holden on the ‘ Depreciation of securities in relation to gold,’ 
said: 
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“*In that {lluminating address Sir Edward showed conclusively 
that the maximum amount of trade which is possible depended 
upon the yolume of bank loans allowed, and that the extent to 
which loans could be granted depended not upon the demands of 

nor upon the amount of securities offered but upon the 
nt of legal-tender reserves controlled by the banks.’ ” 

i Leverhulme, probably the greatest industrial leader in the 


‘The process of too rapid deflation is undoubtedly the cause of 
the present unemplo nt and trade stagnation. 

‘The prices of commodities rose to the extreme limit during the 
war, and their reduction was a prime necessity, but the 1 has 
een too sudden for adjustment. This deflation has been ac- 


complished through the banks calling in loans which were used to 
finance stocks at high prices, and the effect of the forced realiza- 
n of these stocks has been to drive down prices of commodities 
low the cost of production.” 
Of Lord Leverhulme, a distinguished English writer in his well- 
book, The Mirrors of Downing Street, says: 


‘I suppose that nobody will now dispute that Lord Leverhulme 


easily the foremost industrialist, not merely in the British Isles 

t in the world. I can think of no one who approaches him in 

itive faculty. Not even America, the country of big men 

1 big business, has produced a man of this truly colossal 
tatue.”” 

The president of the British Banking Reform League, Mr. Ar Ir 
in acknowledging receipt of one of John Skelton Williams's 
ses on the deflation policies of the Federal Reserve Board, which 

en sent him by request, said in his letter to Mr. Williams: 

“T agree with all that you have written. We have been ex 
periencing the same troubles in this country that you have had in 
the United States, and from identically the same cause. Our 
treasury officials, under the influence of the big money le 
undertook to deflate our currency eS 


“The public stopped buying, business collapsed, firms closed 
their doors, and we have at the present time the greatest roll of 
unemployed that we have ever had since the ‘hungry for- 
ties,’ ”’ . - 7 

The same well-known authority, in an address published in 1920, 
id 


8 


“The contraction which followed the Napoleonic wars, when 
our statesmen destroyed the ‘cheap’ money which had enabled 
Great Britain to carry on industries during the long war period 
from 1797 to 1815, and substituted the costly and inadequate gold 
basis brought about the great fall in prices and that era of busi- 
ness depression which gave rise to the corn law agitation, result- 
ing in the Chartist riots and the rise of the free-trade movement. 

“ Neither free traders nor tariff reformers seem to have under- 
stood that that period of social misery was directly attributable 
to the Government's contraction of the money supplies.” 

Moreton Frewen, eminent BEnglish economist and publicist, a year 
ago, in discussing the world crisis, said: 

“ What, then, are the common denominators which best account 
for the universality of that disaster now impending over the new 
year? I have pointed out one, namely, the deflation of credits 
and currencies. It is enough to say that if this intentional and 
malevolent destruction of credit is followed to its logical con- 
clusions men’s hearts may well fail them everywhere for the days 
that are at hand.” 

The governor of the Bank of France, properly regarded as one of the 
world’s most eminent banking autborities, in his annual report a year 
ago, declared : 

“We have welcomed, whether by means of rediscount or by 
direct discount, all paper whose creation responded to the legiti- 
mate needs of commerce and production. By this liberal policy, 
to which we have remained and always will remain faithful, we 
expect to support with all out power the activities of widely vary- 
ing business enterprises which in France are needed to lessen the 
violence of the crisis.” 

Prof. Gustay Cassel, an economist of international reputation, in his 
recent report submitted to the League of Nations: 

“The downward movement of prices has not, as is sometimes 
assumed, been merely a spontaneous result of forces beyond our 
control. It is essentially the result of a policy deliberately framed 
with a view to bringing down prices and giving a higher value to 
the monetary unit. * * * 

“The world’s work has been brought to a standstill to a degree 
that we have never witnessed before, and unemployment has risen 
to alarming figures, particularly in countries where the policy of 
deflation has been applied most severely.” 

Prof. J. Laurence Laughlin, protessor emeritus of the School of Po- 
litical Economy, University of Chicago: 

“A crisis comes because credit has been unduly expanded in a 
period of prolonged prosperity; in an optomistic spirit men have 
entered into transactions beyond their actual means, as is shown 














when the test of actual payment is ex 1, and in a time of fright 
lateral as well as goods fall in price. In such a situation liqul 
dation needs time if disaster is to be prevented.” 
“e © © the great need is me r is—whatever it 
which will enable a bank to make loans » a client, who can 
thereby be saved from failure and from 1 i Nqul- 
dat ve 

Pro Ir g Tisher, 7 r of political ec y, Yale | t 

rt ! s of J 31, 1922, in disp hes I } 
quote P: yr Fisher as x g out In an add s befo I 
don Scl l of I mies, at the London I \ ty hat t 
menta use of the Liapse in prices in this try 3 tl 
way r il reserve system r cd s t 
the { idea that they nrst t ick to the so ! t 
pre-war ( t t I i k her, 
ays: 

Tt ‘ niy w hing ick price ls when they 
had ! 1 the h ts o } t itd ring 
bout justice t u t | I t ts 
l e 1913, produced a f » to he ch larger 
I vho had con ed levels 

Consequently s 3 4 Professor Fis cr 
held to ha een a g t mistal of | y of the | ral 
Reserve Board to have raised the rates of d unt so high and 
to have produced this fall prices.” 

The late A. Bart Hepburn, a ! ling financier of New York and 
former Comptroller of the Curr , upon his return last summer from 
a visit to the Far East was quoted by the Associated Press as 
follows: 

“Japan is backing up the banks in lending funds at a low rata 


of interest to struggling farmers, who would otherwise go under, 
to the detriment of commercial life.’’ 


Contrast the intelligent policy of the banks of Japan with the Fed- 
eral reserve, which, for example, in Colorado, Mississipp!, and Alabama 
charged in : uses 22 per cent and 31 per cent 1 in « instance 


as high as S7j per cent, to member banks whose loans were mai 
to farmers 


ly 


A newspaper published tin Tokyo, Japan, in April, 1921, discussing 
trade between the United States and China referred to an instance of 
machinery purchased by a Chinese firm on a four months’ sight draft, 
and said significantly: 

“When the Federal Reserve Board called in credits, the firm 
was told that they would have to pay cash on delivery This 
almost threw them into bankruptcy.” 

The newspaper pertinently adds: 

“The Chinese memory is a long one.” 


VIEWS OF UNITED STATES SENATORS AND REPRESENTATIVE 


The Joint Commission on Agricultural Inquiry, composed of 
nent Senators and Representatives of both political parties, says in its 
report recently submitted to Congress: 

“The debacle of prices in 1920 and 1921 reduced the farmer te 
a condition worse than he has suffered under for 30 years. * * ® 
Farmers are having the greatest difficulty in paying the debts 
incurred in producing the crops of 1920 and in securing credit 
necessary for new production. The commission believes that these 
difficulties are due in a measure to the credit restrictions and limi- 
tations of the past 18 months and in part to the fact that the 
banking machinery of the country is not adequately adapted to 
the farmers’ requirements. * * * 


promt- 


The commission is of the 
opinion that a more liberal policy could have been adopted in the 
latter part of 1920 and the early part of 1921 and that the 
adoption of such a policy would have served to arrest in part 
the tide of deflation and to reduce the hardships and losses Incl- 
dent thereto.” 


Mr. President, I commend these enlightening and convincing 
statements to the leaders of the Republican Party. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS—-CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WARREN, I ask—— 

Mr. NORBECK. Reserving the right to object, I desire to 
say that there is an agricultural matter which has been before 
the Senate for several hours, and we have been asked to yield 
for this and to yield for that. Will the Senate not let us 
take a vote on that question? We can dispose of it in three 
or four minutes. Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
have taken all of the time of the Senate and are keeping the 
farmers from receiving relief. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask my friend to let the conference report 
be considered, because it involves a matter of $194,000,000. 

Mr. NORBECK. The farmers are suffering more than $194,- 
000,000 of damage. There are all kinds of subterfuges resorted 
to here when we try to bring up something for the relief of 
the farmer. 
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Mr. WARREN, I trust the Senator will permit us to pro- 
ceced with the consideration of the conference report. 

Mr. NORBECK. I object if we can not proceed with the 
regular otder, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lenroor in the chair). 
Objection is made. The Senator from Alabama will proceed. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President 

Mr. ASHURST. The conference 
ceived, Mr. President? 

Mr. WARREN. Of course, the presentation of the conference 
report is a privileged matter. 

Mr. ASHURST. But objection was made, and the report 
wis not received. Am I correct as to that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, No; the 
ceived. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, 
bama vield to me to submit an inquiry? 


report has not been re- 


report was not re- 


Mr. HELIN. No; I do not want to be taken off my feet. 
Mr. HARRISON. I desire to make an inquiry with the 

understanding that it will not take the Senator off the floor. 
Mr. HEEFLIN. I think I had_ better proceed. 


Mr. WALSH. of 
Mr. President. 

Mr. HEFLIN. T ean not yield 

Mr. WALSHL of Massachusetts. 
@ parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICRR. 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. WALSIE of Massachusetts. 1 
the the Senate, who were instructed 
ago to enter upon the Journal the President’s veto message, 
have dropped dead or have they finished their work so that 
the President’s veto message has entered upon the 
Journal? If so, that is the immediate business before the 
senate, 

Mr. NORBECK. I withdraw my objection to the request of 
the Senator from Wyoming |{Mr. WARREN |}. 

Mr. WARREN The Secretary has the 
at the desk, and I ask that it may be read. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I yielded to the Senator from Wyoming for 
the purpose of presenting the conference report. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the report be adopted. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, before that question is put 
I wish to discuss the report, 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, the question is not debatable. 

Mr. WARREN. The matter will be decided simply by a vote 
as to whether the conference report shall be adopted or not. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I object to the submission of the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The submission of a confer- 
ence report is a matter of privilege. Whether or not it shall 
be considered is a matter for the Senate to determine. The 
report will be presented, unanimous consent having been given 
for that purpose, 

Mr. ASHURST. 


Massachusetts. A parliamentary 


now to 
But 


any other Senator. 
I desire now to submit 
The Senator will state his 
know if 
several 


should like to 


clerks of 


been 


conference report 


What is the report? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
report. 
Mr. ASHURST. We want to identify the report. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read. 

The READING CLERK, Conference report on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 9559) making appropriations to supply de- 
ficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1924, and prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and 
for other purposes. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 9559) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, 
and prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 32, 
35, and 86. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“ Provided, That no part of the sums herein appropriated shall 


inquiry, | 
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; | of the sum named in said amendment insert “ $315,000"; ar 
will the Senator from Ala- | 


be used for the commencement of construction work on any 
reclamation project which has not been recommended by the 
Commissioner of Reclamation and the Secretary of the Intericr 
and approved by the President as to its agricultural and engi- 
neering feasibility and the reasonableness of its estimated con- 
struction cost’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered : 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien 
of the sum named in said amendment insert “ $375,000"; an1 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from ijs 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lie 


the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from i 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: |: 
lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert: “ $375,000"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have not agreed on amend- 
ments numbered 29, 34, 58, and 59. 

F. E. WARREN, 

CHARLES CURTIS, 

W. L. JONEs, 

Lee S. OVERMAN, 

Wma. J. Harris, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Martin B. MADDEN, 

Lb. R. ANTHONY, Jr., 
Managers on the part of the House. 


f. 


Mr. PITTMAN. I object to the consideration of the report. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, let us have the report read, 
Nobody will know what the report is unless it may be read. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I am not going to keep the floor very much 
longer myself. I am not going to try to hold the Senator from 
Wyoming back. I shall finish in just a moment. 

Mr. PITTMAN. IL object. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, if the Senator from Nevada 
will allow me just a moment, I desire to say that this is the 
conference report on the last appropriation bill. It covers 
every single department of the Government and carries an ap- 
propriation of about $194,000,000. If the conference report is 
not adopted within the next half hour, of course the bill wil! 
be lost. The bill carries the appropriation for the Veterans’ 
Bureau; it carries the appropriation for the bonus and for 
various other governmental activities—indeed, for nearly every 
interest of the Government. It is one of those bills as to which 
a joint resolution passed by Congress will not continue during 
another year the appropriations for which it provides, 

In order to supply the necessities of the different agencies of 
the Government this bill must either pass and go into operation, 
so that the money which it provides may be used, or it is 
entirely lost to all, and a number of activities will have to 
suspend. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President 

Mr. PITTMAN. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, there is going to be opposition 
to the conference report, and I can not yield for its consideration 
just now. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I ask the Senator from Alabama to yield to 
me in order that I may make a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must hold that 
unanimous consent has been given for the presentation of the 
conference report. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Prrrman] 
now objects to the consideration of the report. Under the 
rule the question of consideration must be determined by the 
Senate immediately without debate, but that does not apply to 
the question of the adoption of the report. That question will 
be open to debate if the Senate votes to consider. the report. 

Mr. KING. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. KING. In order to proceed to the consideration of the 
conference report can a Senator be taken from the floor? 

Mr. PITTMAN. I objected to the presentation of the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The presentation of a confer- 
ence report is always privileged. The report has been pre- 
sented. The question now is, Shall the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the conference report? 

Mr. PITTMAN. To that I object. Now, then, with the con- 
sent of the Senator from Alabama—— 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the conference report. 
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Mr. PITTMAN. I should like to explain the reason why I 
object to the consideration of the conference report. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question of proceeding 
with the consideration of the conference report is not de 


patable. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I understand that I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No. The Senator from Ala- 
bama yielded the floor for the presentation of the conference 
report. The present occupant of the chair will say to the 
Senator from Alabama that he will immediately recognize him 
if there is any question about it when the pending motion is 
disposed of. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I wish to say this: If an amendment which 
the conferees have knocked out of this bill—and I say wrong- 
fully knocked out while they have left other amendments in— 
is not put back into the bill the bill will not pass at this ses- 
sion. That is all I have to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the conference report? 
[Putting the question.] The “ayes” have it. The motion pre- 
vails. The question now is upon agreeing to the conference 
report, 

Mr. ASHURST. I wish to be heard on that question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is open to debate, 

Mr. ASHURST. That is debatable. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President 

Mr. ASHURST. I want to discuss the conference report. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. ASHURST. I want to know who has the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arizona is 
recognized. 

Mr. ASHURST. 





I thank the Chair. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ASHURST. I do not yield to anybody for any purpose, 
The Chair only may properly take me off the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will read the rule 
in reference to conference reports: 


1. The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall 
always be in order, except when the Journal is being read or a question 
of order or a motion to adjourn is pending, or while the Senate is 
dividing; and when received the question of proceeding to the consid- 
eration of the report, if raised, shall be immediately put and shall be 
determined without debate. 


The Senator from Alabama yielded for the presentation of 
the conference report, and the report is now before the Senate. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the Chair was going to recog- 
nize me immediately after that was done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair promised to recog- 
1ize the Senator from Alabama after this question was dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. HEFLIN. That was not my understanding. Had I so 
understood I would not have yielded for a discussion of the 
subject at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the floor. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, it is useless to cavil over the 
question as to who was recognized by the Chair. The Presiding 
Officer recognized me, and the question as to who should be 
recognized is not appealable, for that question is wholly for the 
Chair and is for the Chair only. 

Much as I desire to see my own amendment and the amend- 
ment of my colleague retained tn this conference report, I 
decline to assume the responsibility of killing this deficiency 
bill, as such action would starve many of the great energies of 
the Government. I have conferred with my colleague [Mr. 
CaMERON], but neither he nor I will assume the heavy respon- 
sibility of killing this vital bill, as such action would paralyze 
too many agencies of the Government, although the conferees 
have abandoned and thus defeated the legislation that we seek. 

Let me now remind the Senate that these amendments, which 
the conferees have abandoned, were of vast importance to the 
water users and landowners on the Yuma Mesa auxiliary irriga- 
tion project and to the main Yuma project. 

On that Mesa project 48 settlers who have made three-fourths 
of their payments to the Government and 55 other settlers who 
have made one-half of their payments and many other land- 
owners who have made one-fourth of their payments will be now 
subjected to great distress, and I doubt not that some of them 
will be ruined, by the abandonment of this amendment. 

Our Government should not drive hard bargains with farmers. 
Agriculture is the noblest of all occupations, the most dignified 
of all occupations, for it nourishes our race. The multitudes 
of the earth must subsist upon what agriculture produces. In 
Yuma County, Ariz., the citizens, with a valor neither showy 


The Senator from Arizona has 
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nor vociferous, have fought as good a fight to reclaim a ds 
as is recorded in all history; how well they have succeeded let 
the farms, ranches, and greenery there testify. Consider a valley 
where the soil is of the richest and where the sun in summer 
comes down like a merciless flail; a valley that is one of earth's 


sert 


wonders, asking for justice, and denied justice by wanton pet- 
tishness of conferees. 
As to the amendment I offered to this bill, an@® which the 


Senate adopted, I told the Senate on Thursday evening in simple, 
plain language that the Government of the United States built 
the Yuma project about a hundred miles above where the tashy 
and temperamental Colorado River debouches into the Guif of 
California; that the Government built on the Mexican bank or 
side of that river a levee at Government expense costing 
$800,000, and that the construction of this levee threw these 
swirling waters, with a cutting edge like the claws of a steel 
giant, against the farms on the project, and those waters are 
destroying, as they have been destroying for 10 years, the farms 
of these industrious and worthy people who are landowners on 
the east side of this river. 

Any man worthy to be a Senator, any man fit to represent 
his people, could not be otherwise than indignant at the treat- 
ment these landowners have received. Senator Reot, of New 
York, said 10 years ago in the United States Senate, when the 
proposition had no more than been stated to him, that he woukt 
use every endeavor to correct this injustice. The Secretary of 
the Interior, who has taken a broad view of this question, told 
me no longer ago than this morning at the White House that he 
fully believed in the overwhelming equities of the landowners 
of the Yuma project, and in effect and spirit but not in exact 
text save voicing his view. 

To say that these poor farmers of the Yuma project should 
be required to hold within a fixed channel these mighty floods 
of the Colorado River is a statement that would make a chan- 
cellor vomit. My amendment was as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $597,088, or so much thereof as may be necessary 
tg reimburse landowners residing on Yuma project, Arizona-California, 
for all moneys they have heretofore been charged with or have paid 
into the United States Bureau of Reclamation for the operation and 
maintenance of the Colorado River front work and levee 
said project. 

Src. 2. That there is also hereby appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be placed 
to the credit of the United States Bureau of Reclamation and to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interlor for the 
purpose of paying the operation and maintenance costs of said Colo 
rado River front work and levee system on said Yuma project, Arizona- 
California, for the fiscal year ending June 380, 1925, and thereafter 
there is hereby authorized to be expended not to exceed $35,000 annu- 
ally, or so much thereof as may be necessary, as the share of the Govy- 
ernment of the United States of the costs of operating and maintaining 
said Colorado River front work and levee system: Provided, That the 
said sum of $35,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, sball 
only be available if and when double such said amount of $35,000 
shall have been provided by the States of Arizona and California, the 
county of Yuma, Ariz., and the Yuma project, or any of them, it 
being hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to assume 
one-third the obligation of caring for said river-front 
system on said Yuma project, Arizona-California. 


Mr. BORAT and Mr. 

Mr. ASHURST. 
question. 

Mr. BORAH. Well—— 

Mr. ASHURST. I do not wish to lose the floor, but I am 
going to conclude in one minute, 

Mr. BORAH. I will not interrupt the Senator. 

The PRBESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the 
Senator would yield the floor if he yielded other than for a 
question. 

Mr. ASHURST. 


system of 


work and levee 


HEFLIN addressed the Chatr. 


I yield to the Senator from Idaho for a 


Mr. President, I have concluded. 
facts for which the Secretary of the Interior vouches, for 
which the Bureau of Reclamation vouches, for which the 
fact finding commission vouches, and for which every man 
who has the impulse of integrity and fairness vouches, do not 
move the conferees to do justice, peace be with them. 


THE CONSPIRACY INVOLVING THE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT IN LAND 
FRAUDS AND THE BARTER OF TIE NAVAL OIL RESERVES 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, in the fall of 1920 when we 
had a Democratic Postmaster General complaint was made to 
the Post Office Department that certain land companies doing 
business in the Lower Rio Grande Valley of Texus were, 


If these 
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through deception, misrepresentation, and the fraudulent use of 
the mails, defrauding hundreds of American citizens in the sale 
of lands in the valley. A Democratic Postmaster General 
ordered that an immediate and thorough investigation be made. 
J. M. Donaldson, of Kansas City, one of the most reliable and 
most effective inspectors in the service, was placed in charge of 
the investigation. He went whole-heartedly into the work and 
wis proceedfhig to make a real investigation, but as soon as a 
Republican Postmaster General came into office in 1921, R. B. 
Creager, Republican national committeeman for the State of 
Texas, and a partner in the Jand company of C. H. Swallow 
& Co., and also a partner in the Alamo Land & Sugar Co., 
together with ©. H. Swallow and W. F. Zumbrunn, who was 
general counsel of the Lower Rio Grande Valley Land Men’s 
Association, and C,. F. Ladd, general sales manager of the 
W. k. Stewart companies, and ©, H. Jessup, representing the 
lower Rio Grande Valley Water Users’ Association, came to 
Washington and called on the Postmaster General, Mr. Hays, 
and on the Attorney General, Mr. Daugherty, for the pur- 
pose, Lo am convinced, of having the investigation stopped, 
and they succeeded in doing what they came to do. Several 
very suspicious and reprehensible things happened soon after 
their visit to Mr. Hays and Mr. Daugherty. 

This Republican National Committeeman Creager wanted 
Donaldson removed and a more pliable and accommodating in- 
spector put in charge of the investigation. It was up to Creager 
to show why Donaldson should be removed, and he told the chief 
juspector, Mr. Simmons, here in Washington, that Donaldson, 
who had started the investigation, had said that he, * Creager, 
ought to be in jail.” 

lDonaldson denied having made such a statement, but he was 
removed just the same after Creager and the others mentioned 
called on Hays and Daugherty. Then an inspector by the name 
of Williamson from Pittsburgh, Pa., a man in every way agree- 
able to Creager and his associates, was placed in charge of the 
investigation. 

Here the investigation ended, for what Williamson did was 
not in any honorable sense an investigation. After the under- 
standing had with the Post Office Department by Creager and 
others, strange to say, those charged with violating the law 
took charge of Inspector Williamson and directed his inves- 
tigation. ‘They had him go through their books and letter files 
and when that was compieted he returned to Washington, 
wrote his report, sent it into the Post Office Department and 
he acknowledged under oath before the Post Office and Post 
Roads Committee of the Senate investigating the land frauds 
and the failure of the Post Office Department to complete the 
investigation, that he never called upon a single victim of 
the land frauds—that not one of them had been seen or 
questioned in regard to the matter. So the inspector that 
Creager had named in place of Mr. Donaldson did just as 
Creager and the others wanted him to do. His investigation 
was a miserable farce and was the culmination of a con- 
spiracy to prevent an honest and thorough investigation of 
Creager and the others who had had satisfactory conferences 
with Hays and Daugherty in Washington. 

Think of an inspector quitting an investigation before he 
had questioned a single one of the hundreds of citizens who had 
complained of being defrauded out of hundreds of thousands 
of dollars. Think of him going to the homes of the accused and 
letting them direct his activities in the land fraud investiga- 
tion. And think of him closing the investigation and leaving 
for Washington without permitting any one of the hundreds 
and thousands who had been defrauded to tell what they knew 
about the crimes that had been committed against them by 
the use of the United States mails. 

These victims of the land frauds had been lured into the 
valley from Indiana, Ohio, Iowa, and ten or twelve other 
Northern States. They were carried into the valley on excur- 
sion trains provided by the land companies. They were kept 
together and not allowed to talk to any one except the agents 
of the land companies. They were escorted to show farms that 
were used as “decoy ducks.” They were properly irrigatea 
and were producing in abundance. The prospective buyers 
were told that all the land pointed out to them was under the 
same irrigation system and that all the water needed could 
be had in a few hours by phoning in to the irrigation plant. 
They were told that the lands were not overflow lands. Buyers 
were required to pay at least half in cash and in many in- 
stances they were induced by the representations made by 
them to pay cash every dollar they had and could borrow. 
Many of the victims of the frauds practiced upon them in the 
snie of these lands in the lower Rio Grande Valley found after 
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to irrigate it so as to enable the farmers who had been de- 
ceived into buying it to make a crop. In addition to paying in 
cash all the money they had, they had given to the land com- 
panies vendors’ lien notes for the other payments. 

The failure of hundreds of farmers to get water to irrigate 
the land purchased caused them to fail to make a crop and 
their failure to make a crop meant failure to pay the firs! 
vendors’ lien notes that came due and the land companies kept 
the farmers’ money and got the land back and left these Indi- 
ana, Ohio, Iowa, and other northern and western farmers and 
their wives and children stranded in the valley. Hundreds of 
them lost the accumulations of a lifetime through the fraudu- 
lent and corrupt use of a governmental instrumentality by the 
crooked and corrupt land companies in the lower Rio Grande 
Valley. Hundreds of them were unable to pay their railroad 
fare back to the States from which they came. 

The lands taken back from them have been sold and taken back 
and sold and taken back many times as the crooked land com- 
panies increase their riches and the names of their miserable 
victims increase by leaps and bounds. 

Mr. President, after Creager, Republican National Committee- 
man from Texas and the other land men that I have mentioned 
came to Washington to get a Republican Postmaster General 
to call off the investigation which involved their land com- 
panies, nearly a thousand American citizens who stated that 
they had each been defrauded by land companies doing business 
in the valley petitioned the Postmaster General to continue 
the investigation. They mentioned the fact that Creager 
and others had been to Washington in an effort to stop the 
investigation and they begged the Postmaster General to 
permit those who had been defrauded to have an opportunity 
to give to their Government the truth regarding the matter. Did 
the Postmaster General continue the investigation? No. He 
stopped it. 

The man that the Postmaster General sent down there to re- 
lieve Donaldson, who was making a real investigation, did 
nothing but confer with those who were charged with crime 
against citizens and crime against the Government. William- 
son, Postmaster General Hays'’s Handy Andy and Creager’s man 
Friday, closed the case in November, 1921, in less than six weeks 
after it was turned over to him without letting a single man 
defrauded by the crooked land companies give testimony as 
to how he had been treated by the landmen who had violated 
the laws of the Government that Williamson was supposed to 
represent and protect. 

Nearly three years have come and gone since Creager and 
Hays and Daugherty conferred together about the investiga- 
tion of the land frauds in the lower Rio Grande Valley. For 
nearly three years no attention has been paid by the Republican 
Postmaster General to the pitiful appeals of the distressed 
victims of the land frauds in the lower Rio Grande Valley. 

I repeat, Williamson stated on the witness stand before the 
Senate investigating committee of which I am a member that 
he had not been to see a single one of the victims of the land 
frauds—that he had not given a one of them the opportunity 
to tell his story to a representative of the Government. 

Mr. President, the petition of the unfortunate land victims 
was thrown inte the waste basket and the investigation aban- 
doned nearly three years ago. This investigation was aban- 
doned and the fraud crooks permitted to continue their fraudu- 
lent practices to the shame of the Postmaster General and 
the Republican administration, and to the hurt and injury 
of hundreds and thousands of once prosperous American 
farmers. It was stifled and abandoned in the face of the 
fact that Donaldson when removed to make way for William- 
son stated in his report to the Post Office Department that— 


From the evidence obtained through circularization of persons deal- 
ing with the companies in question, conditions have come to light, 
which the inspector describes as “ most outrageous, outlandish, and 
reprehensible methods that can be conceived, which were used by these 
land companies in disposing of this land and swindling the public.” 

Specific instances are cited showing that almost every claim made by 
these companies for the land sold by them is a fraudulent one. New 
victims are constantly being brought in. Banks, mercantile institu- 
tions, and police authorities are apparently controlled by the interests 
operating from Kansas City, and in the event that any of the victims 
attempt to warn newcomers, in order to prevent them from being 
swindled, an assassin is employed to harass or murder such informant. 


Mr. President, think of a great department of our Govern- 
ment being maladministered so as to suppress the truth, 
shield crooks and criminals and brazenly used to defraud the 
citizen. Such reprehensible and despicable conduct on the 
part of those in control of our Government breaks down and 


they had paid to the land companies every dollar they had! destroys respect, not only for those in authority but for the 
Government itself, 


that the land was overflow land or that no water could be had 





Rl i ANAS ak. EMR Dh ES lien Ae i a 


ee SA 


iat 


Ry Tala ge TI 5 





Do 








1924 





The effect of the failure to proceed with the investigation 
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is mentioned in Donaldson's report, when he said that the | 


farmers in the Rio Grande Valley who have been swindled 
believe that the influence of these land companies is too great 
to fight and that the Government would not go through with 
the investigation. 

Senators, have we reached the time when the American 
people are willing to remain silent and permit the Govern- 
ment to be put in the attitude of being indifferent and unre- 
sponsive to the ery of distress and injustice on the part of the 
humblest citizen in the country? Are we ready to accept the 
dangerous doctrine that Republican influences, corrupt and 
powerful, have set up to the effect that citizens in the common 
walks of life shall be subject to investigation and punishment 
for violating the law, but that the mendacious, rich in ill- 
gotten gain, may violate the law at will and escape its pains 
and penalties? Think of law-abiding, patriotic American citi- 
zens being robbed of the earnings of a lifetime through the use 
of a governmental instrumentality and when they petition their 
Government for relief and offer to furnish the evidence to 


them they find the Republican Postmaster General not devis- 
ing plans to apprehend and punish the guilty, but in con- 
ference with Creager, the Republican National Committeeman 
from Texas, and others accused of the crime complained of. 

That is not all. They find that the conference in Washing- 
ton has accomplished the result desired by those who have 
grown rich through frauds practiced upon American citizens 
and in their disgust and despair they tell Donaldson that they 
fear that the Government will not go through with the in- 
vestigation. That presents a dreadful situation for our serious 
consideration. Senators, we owe it to ourselves and to those 
who sent us here to see to it that such conditions shall not 
continue. Such contemptible conduct on the part of Govern- 
ment officials ought to be denounced by every patriotic man 
and woman in the country. 

Farmers who had been defrauded held mass meetings at 
several places in the valley for the purpose of bringing about 
unity of purpose and coneerted action in obtaining an investi- 
gation and prosecution of land crooks by the Government. 
James R. Page, an attorney of Kansas City, was invited to 
address them, and he vigorously denounced those who had de- 
ceived and defrauded American citizens in the sales of lands 
in the valley. Immediately steps were taken by men in the 
employ of the defrauding land companies to intimidate and 
drive Page out of the valley. He was discussed at meetings of 
the Land Men’s Association. It was strongly intimated that if 


those accused convicted “everyone would be headed for the 
penitentiary.” 

At one of those meetings Mr. Zumbrunn stated that the tele- 
grams he had received from Creager indicated that he was 
alarmed. Then one of the men present at the meeting said: 
“If you, as an association, send me down there as your repre- 
sentative with Mr. Creager, I will muzzle him (Page) or put 
myself out of business in the effort.” They did everything in 
their power to frighten Page. They filed disbarment proceed- 
ings against him. They had him indicted in a lower Rio 
Grande Valley court, and he was told if he didn’t leave the 
valley he would be killed. 

Page advised the victims of the land frauds to mail their peti- 
tion asking the Post Office Department to continue the investi- 
gation. And then what do you suppose happened? Why, the 
Creager crowd got the local judge of a district State court to 
issue an injuction against American citizens mailing a petition 
to Federal cfficials in Washington. Was there ever before any- 
thing like that brazen conduct in our country? 

Here is a telegram which shows that there was an under- 
standing between Creager and his companies and the Post Office 
Department that he was to escape investigation and prosecu- 
tion. The Stewart mentioned in this telegram was indicted and 
convicted on Donaldson's report and I believe that Creager and 
others would have been convicted if Donaldson had pot been 
displaced to accommodate Creager and his crowd. Here is 
the telegram that tells the story of a nasty conspiracy and a 
heinous crime in high Republican circles at Washington. It 
was sent from the Post Office Department here to the post- 
office inspector in charge at Kansas City, and reads: 


Take no steps to present any evidence to grand jury in case of 
Alamo Land and Sugar Company, C. H. Swallow & Company, or in 
any company in which R. B. Creager is interested, or Involving R. B. 
Creager in any way pending completion of investigation by Inspector 
Williamson, who is covering all these companies including Creager, and 
we want no action taken at this time, So far as Stewart Land Com- 
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could be taken here in Washington. 
the mass meetings and Page’s speaking should continue and | 


pany is concerned, you are at liberty to act provided it does not in- 


volve Creager or Creager’s companies; and if it does, do not act, be- 
cause no action in these matters must be taken until after Inspector 
Williamson completes his investigation and has submitted his report 
Show this wire to Inspector Donaldson and answer by wire at once 
if presentation of evidence in Stewart Land Company case will in any 


way involve Creager or Creager’s company. 
SHOOK, Acting 


Let me read a line or two from the testimony, 


recently taken 
at the hearings. 


Mr. Pace, Now, you did not send that telegram, 

Mr. SHooK. No, sir. 

Mr. Pace. Who did? 

Mr. SHooKk. Williamson sent that, dictated it to Re 
inspector's private secretary. 


did you? 


Mr. President, the Williamson who sent that telegram prepar- 
ing the way for Creager’s escape from a real investigation and 
prosecution, and who signed Shook’s name to it, is the same Wil- 
liamson who was sent down to take Donaldson's place and who 


: << : : by his suspicious and reprehensible ¢ t i » matter hs 
convict the criminals responsible for the frauds practiced upon | ;° ae _ prehensible conduct in the matter has 


branded himself as one of the conspirators in this terrible thing. 

The conspiracy to prevent an honest investigation by the 
Post Office Department of those who used the United States 
mail to defraud American citizens, has been established by tes- 
timony obtained from officials in the Post Office Department. 
The fact that the inspector did not question a single one of the 
citizens who complained of having been defrauded, and the fact 
that he stopped the investigation after consulting with those 
accused of the crime, show conclusively that the Post Office 
Department of the Government of the United States under 
Republican rule has knowingly and intentionally shielded and 
protected crooks and criminals in their rebbery of hundreds 
and thousands of American citizens, God speed the day of 
deliverance from the shameful, disgusting, and disgraceful 
rule of those who misuse, abuse, and barter the instrumentali- 
ties of Government which in an evil hour were committed to 
their care. 

Mr. President, we have not been permitted to proceed as we 
should have with the investigation of the fraud practiced upon 
American citizens in the sale of lands in the lower Rio Grande 
Valley. The chairman of the subcommittee, Senator Moses, 
can not be said to be very sympathetic or in any way enthu- 
siastic over the investigation. He has not impressed me that 
he possessed any considerable amount of zeal for a prompt and 
real investigation. Just the other day he arbitrarily ruled that 
no testimony touching transactions that took place in the valley 
We placed a witness from 
Kansas City, Mo., on the stand who had been an agent of 
one of the land companies accused of defrauding citizens in 
the sale of lands in the valley. He was permitted to testify 
how the mails were used to send out literature to prospective 
buyers and for sending letters back to the companies by the 
agents telling of the number of citizens who would be brought 
in on excursion trains at stated times. This witness, a Mr. 
Collins, had just related how he had gone into a northern State 
and had gotten a number of citizens to accompany his party inta 
the valley. He told how they were kept in cars to themselves 
where nobody but the agents of the land companies could talk 
to them. They were now on the train going into the valley. 
Just then Mr, Pace asked him what he and the other agents did 
to get the prospective buyer in the proper frame of mind to 
buy land when he arrived. Before he could answer the ques- 
tion Chairman Moses told the witness not to answer the ques- 
tion because he said you are going to testify about what took 
place in the valley. I protested against his ruling and re- 
quested that this witness, who was here at Government ex- 
pense, should be permitted to finish his testimony—that it 
seemed foolish to call him in again as a witness and put the 
Government to the extra expense that such a procedure would 
incur. But he insisted that all testimony regarding occurrences 
in the valley should be taken down there. We informed him 
that scores of the land fraud victims did not live in the valley 
and that it would be inconvenient for them to go to the valley 
and also that it might be months before we could get to the 
valley, but in spite of the protests of the Democratic minority of 
the committee he, with the use of the proxies of two other 
tepublican members of the committee, Senator Epcz, of New 
Jersey, and Senator Oppiz, of Nevada, who had never attended 
any of the hearings, prevented the witness from proceeding, and 
stopped the hearings. 

I appealed from that ruling and finally succeeded in getting 
Chairman Sterling of the Post Office and Post Roads Com- 
mittee to call the full committee to meet and hear the appeal. 
The committee sustained my appeal and set aside the ruling 
made by Senator Moses with his proxies and authorized us 
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to proceed with the investigation here. I have been trying 
since that time to get Senator Moses to call a meeting of the 
committee to formulate plans for the continuance of the in- 
vestication in Washington. So far I have not succeeded. All 
of those who have attended the hearings know that we are 
seriously handicapped in conducting this investigation. I do not 





want to charge that anyone responsible for delay is trying 
to cripple or stifle the investigation, but I will say that this 
juvestigation is going through. 

If we can not proceed j it now we will proceed with it 
when Congress reconvenes. 

Mr. President, strange to say, the officials of the Post Office De- 
partment who have appeared before the committee have shown 
hostility to those pushing the investigation and sympathy for 
those who came to the Post Office Department in Washington 
and succeeded three years ago in calling off the investigation. 


Nothing short of a new order of things in Washington will 
restore to commanding respect with high Federal officials here 
the old-time American standards of common fairness, common 
justice, and common honesty that are still leved and emphasized 
by the rank and file of the Democratic Party and hundreds 
and thousands of men and women in the ranks of the Repub- 
lican Party. There ought not to be any difference hetween the 
two dominant political parties on anything that involves wrong- 
doing against the Government, graft and corruption in office. 
There ought to be a common understanding between them 
through which both would serve notice on all crooks and crimi- 
nals that strict adherence to the principles of fair play and 
common honesty would be upheld at any cost. There are many 
in hich office here who do not feel as I and many others do 
about this matter. The people in the States must wake up 
to the increasing dangers that threaten free institutions in 
America. Oorrupt men in office must be driven out. If they 
are permitted to continue and to multiply they become more 
and more a greater menace and danrer. 

The only safe ond wholesome remedy is to smite them hip 
and thigh and get rid of them. Washington realized that. He 
knew about some of them in his day. In 1799 he said in a 
jetter to James Warren regarding the conduct of a few 
currupt officials: 

Is the paliry consideration of a little dirty pelf to individuals to 
be placed in competition with the essential rights apd liberties of 
the present generation, and of millions yet unborn? Shall a few 
desizning men, for their own aggrandizement and to gratify their own 
avarice, overset the goodly fabric we have been rearing at the 
expense of so much time, blood, and treasure? And shall we at last 
become the victims of our own abominable lust of gain? 


What a battle cry of the Father of his Country sgainst 
corruption in office, The New York Times, commenting upon 
Washington’s statement said, February 22, 1924: 


Ilis plan of action was to retain the confidence of the people by 
driving every exposed scoundrel out of public life with whips of 
scern, and then to call upon his countrymen by precept and example 
to iMustrate the austere virtue which should clothe men in official 
positions. ‘This aspect of Washington’s spirit and public service 
might well be meditated upon to-day by those who are now iu power 
in the city that bears his name. 


Now, Mr. President, I desire to speak briefly on another mat- 
ter. I want to talk about Republican politics for a few 
minutes. 

Mr. President, Penrose was a high priest in the councils of 
the old stand-pat Republican Party, and Mr. Coolidge is as 
much. a disciple of that system as was Penrose. Matthew 
Quay trained Penrose and Murray Crane trained Coolidge. 

Penrose and Coolidge moving in the same direction and 
having the same ends in view employed different methods to 
bring about the results desired. Penrose believed that the 
big interests back of him should control the Government and 
he did not hesitate to say so, while Mr. Coolidge, not so bold 
and outspoken but much more politic and diplomatic, is just 
as sutisfactory now to those who backed Penrose as was the 
big Pennsylvania boss in the heydey of his political power. 
Penrose conferred with the “money lords,” the “ tariff barons,” 
and “ trust magnates,” the three big groups that feed and fatten 
on governmental favoritism under Republican rule, and when- 
ever they agreed upon a candidate for President he got 
squarely behind him and his man always got the Republican 
nomination. He, with others representing the same interests, 
©. WK.’d the Harding and Coolidge ticket in 1920. Coolidge 
soon after he became President, true to his Murray Crane 
training, proceeded in the quiet Coolidge way to let the three 
big groups mentioned know in no uncertain way that he was 
their friend and that they would never haye occasion to regret 
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supporting him. The cry of the West for relief for millions 
of farmers in distress fell dead on his ears, and President 
Coolidge emphatically announced that no extra session of Con- 
gress would be called to consider any measure looking to their 
relief. The three big groups were much pleased with his action 
in this matter, and after they had seen him give many other 
assurances of friendship and service they had the newspapers 
that they own, or control, to start a concerted move for Coolidge 
for President. 

Several modest Republicans and some of the leaders knowing 
Mr. Coolidge’s limitations and his leanings, and some prominent 
Republican Seuators, also leaders, who had had the opportunity 
to observe him very closely when he presided over the Senate 
for more than two years, and who did not in any way regard 
him as a strong man, commenced to cast about for some strong 
outstanding Republican to put forward for the Republican 
nomination for President. But while they were quietly discus- 
sing the situation and laying their plans, the man in the White 
House, who was thoroughly familiar with the Murray Crane 
way of doing things in politics, commenced to ingratiate him- 
self so strongly in the confidence and esteem of the “ special 
privilege crowd” that before these other gentlemen knew what 
had happened certain big Republican newspapers were de- 
claring editorially that Coolidge should be nominated without 
opposition. Some of the Republican leaders commenced to 
murmur their dissent and protest; some of them said that 
“Mr. Coolidge is not big enough for the place—he can’t be 
elected,” but the big bosses had agreed on Coolidge and these 
Republicans were told to be quiet and talk no more along that 
line. The big bosses said, we will employ some of the best 
newspaper writers In the country to boost Coolidge and praisa 
him, and in a few months we will have the people believing 
that he is really a big strong man. But that didn’t satisfy 
some of them who had intimate knowledge of Mr. Coolidge’s 
ability and qualifications. They said that the people would 
find out before the election that a job had been put up on them 
and that he would be overwhelmingly defeated. Two or three 
strong Republicans who were spoken of as probable candidates 
were really getting ready to throw their hats into the ring, 
but the big interests that controlled the big bosses of that party 
silenced all of them but one—Hrram JoHNson. They Jet it be 
known that Coolidge was entirely satisfactory to them and that 
they were all behind him. So the decree of the big bosses re- 
moved all of the candidates except Hiram JonNnson and immedi- 
ately they commenced to upset his plans and purposes. They 
made it impossible for his friends to get the finances necessary 
to carry on his campaign and one by one they induced influen- 
tial Republicans whe were supporting Senator Jonnson to come 
out in newspaper statements saying they had decided to support 
Coolidge. And now with all of the candidates eliminated but 
one, the big bosses, using the big steam roller, proceeded to 
flatten Hrkam JOHNSON out wherever he crossed the Coolidge 
path. Angry because he continued to be a candidate after they 
had made known their desire that Coolidge be nominated with- 
out opposition, they decided to make an example of him and to 
humiliate him by beating him with Coolidge in his own State of 
California. California is strongly in favor of the Japanese ex- 
clusion provision in the immigration law and Hrram Jounson 
was the champion of that doctrine in the Senate. So in order 
to obtain yotes in California, Mr. Coolidge the day before the 
primary informed the people of California that he, too, favored 
the Japanese exclusion provision. That statement was pub- 
lished throughout the State and used to the very best advantage 
by the Coolidge supporters. Mr. Coolidge carried the State and 
two days thereafter his representatives were at the Capitol 
trying to get the Senate and House conferees to strike from the 
bill the Japanese exclusion provision. 

Mr. President, the Washington Post, June 8, had pictures 
giving different views of Congressman Burton, of Ohio, tempo- 
rary chairman and keynoter of the Republican National Con- 
vention, as he was preparing his speech. One shows him with 
his head thrown back, looking up, with these words underneath 
the picture: “ He searches the clouds fer inspiration.” How 
appropriate! There is nothing that so resembles the record 
of this Republican administration as a dark cloud. The key- 
note speaker for the Republican convention does well to leok 
up to dark clouds for inspiration rather than to look into the 
dark record of this Republican administration. 

If Lincoln could come back and find the forces of greed and 
avarice and corruption encamped in the Capitol, as they are 
to-day under Republican rule, he would denounce and repudiate 
them. He would rebuke them for daring to call this modern 
aggregation of marauders “The party of Lincoln.” 

Mr. President, I regret to say it but the big criminal with a 
pocket full of money has no fear of this administration. In- 
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stead of fleeing from it terror stricken he comes to it con- 
fident that he can arrange things, and after a conference or two 
he goes his way undisturbed and unafraid. If this Republic 
is to live these things must cease. The sense of civic duty and 
moral obligation and patriotic responsibility was never so low 
in a majority of high public officials at the Capitol as it seems 
to he to-day. No man in the administration from the President 
down has shown any real interest or manifested any serious 
concern in the matter of exposing crooked and corrupt officials 
and driving them from office. With the charges of corruption 


and scandal on the part of Republican Cabinet officers printed | 


in newspapers in Washington and all over the country, no word 
of encouragement or cooperation came from the President to 
the Senators who were uncovering crime in high places and 
demanding that Denby and Daugherty be put out of the Cabinet. 
soth were driven out by the earnest and noble work of Demo- 


crats. By the facts brought to light they created the public 
opinion that forced Denby and Daugherty both out of the 


Cabinet. 

After the Senate by a vote that was almost unanimous found 
Denby guilty of doing an act that “ was born in fraud and cor- 
ruption and in violation of the laws of Congress,” President 
Coolidge announced that he would not let Denby resign. And it 
will be remembered that Daugherty complained at the President 


for not letting him resign sooner. Think of what happened! 
Did Denby and Daugherty, these’ two pets and bellwethers 


of the predatory interests, get mad and sulk in their tents? 
Oh, no. They were robed in purple and fine linen and sent 
as Coolidge delegates to the Republican Convention at Cleveland. 
Birds of a feather “ flock ” together. The same gang that nomi- 


nated Harding at Chicago in 1920, nominated Coolidge at Cleve- | 


land in 1924. Verily the trail of the serpent is over it all. 

Mr. President, nothing short of a complete change in the con- 
duct of this Government at Washington will suffice. Four 
years more of what we have had and of what we are certain 


to have if the present régime is continued in office will go a long | 


way toward disgusting patriotic men and women the country 
over and destroying respect for constituted authority and en- 
dangering our free institutions. Predatory interests feel and act 
toward the Government under Republican rule like the old 
miser did who had bought a mule and was criticized by his 
neighbors for what they said was cruelty to the animal. 
plied in haughty fashion—* I bought him, I paid my money for 
him, and I'll use him as I please to.” 

The agents of predatory wealth, after supplying campaign 
funds for the Republican bosses and that ticket is elected, feel 
like the old miser did, that they paid their money for the elec- 


tion of Republican officials and will use them as they choose to. | 


The corrupt use of money in elections and the disgraceful 
barter of governmental instrumentalities to those who con- 
tribute money to the Republican campaign fund present a situa- 
tion fraught with great danger to our country. 

The time has come to pull together and vote together—all 
those who believe that the Government should be honestly ad- 
ministered in the interest of all the people. 

Mr. President, the party of privilege is up to its old tricks. 
Another election is approaching and Republican leaders will 
promise anything and everything to get control for four years 
more of the taxing power and the money supply and credits 
of the country. 

They promise to do something for the relief of millions of 
oppressed and distressed farmers. They promised the same 
thing in 1920. They promise to do something in the interest of 
world peace. They promised the same thing in 1920. The 
Republican Party dominated, yes, literally controlled as it is 
to-day by predatory interests can not do anything except what 
predatory interests want it to do. 

They have made the dollar the dominating thing in Repub- 
lican politics. They have made barter of the ballot and 
bought seats in the House and Senate as you would buy a 
commodity in the market place. They confirmed the sale of a 
seat in the Senate to Newberry, and they have squandered 
the timber lands, the coal lands, and the oil reserves of the 
Nation to those who contributed large sums to the campaign 
funds of the Republican party. They have juggled figures and 
agricultural statistics in the Department of Commerce to the 
benefit of the speculators and to the hurt and injury of the 
farmers of the United States. They have made of the De- 
partment of Justice a rendezvous for crooks and a city of 
refuge for criminals. 

They turned the Veterans’ Bureau into a resort for crooks 
and grafters, and they have ignored or set aside the immigra- 
tion laws of the land and corrupt officials are growing rich 
smuggling thousands and tens of thousands of foreigners into 
our country. 
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Mr. President, the situation is appalling and alarming I 
heard the Senator from Missouri, Mr. Spencer. speak three 
hours here to-day trying to prevent a vote on the committee's 


report on the Teapot 
Senate to vote on it. 
Republican leaders do not want the people to see how certain 
Republican Senators voted on this question and that 
you want to postpone the vote until after the election 
Doheny and Sinclair are for Mr. Coolidge ; 
Fall, and Forbes are all for Mr. Coolidge 
It’s the same old song, 


Dome scandal He does not want the 


why 


is 


Denby, Daugherty, 


in the same old place, sung by the 
same old gang. 
Secretary Hoover's heart turns back to London, where he 


Was a citizen or subject for 14 years, and George Harvey, for- 
merly ambassador to London, up his post 
and comes home to direct the publicity work of the Coolidge 
campaign as he did the Harding campaign in 1920. General 
Dawes, who has been hobnobbing with international bankers 
in Europe, is in fine favor with those who are sucking money 
out of the channels of trade at home to their interna- 
tional schemes foreign countries. It already being 
the Capitol that the “ money lords Wall 
Street” have agreed to permit legitimate business to 
breathe freely again and to make money matters easy again 
just before the election for the purpose of temporarily im 
proving conditions in the hope of luiling the people to sleep 
until they can get control of the Government for four 
more. 

Mr. President, if they can fool the people again and win in 
the fall election, they will tie us on to a scheme of international 
banking that will suck into it the life blood of the cireulating 


gives temporarily 


feed 
in 


is 


of 


years 


|} medium of America and breed financial panies and -business 
troubles innumerable for us. They will take the tax off the 
big income-tax puyers and in its place impose a burdensome 
} Sales tax of hundreds of millions upon the consuming masses 


of America 

They will foist upon the country compulsory military train- 
ing. They will revive the so-called gentlemen's agreement with 
Japan. The concentration of wealth in the hands of a few 
and the centralization of power in one man in Washington will 
go on with a rapidity never known bef: 

Those who have been unfaithful in the 
office; those who have been corrupt in the use of powers en- 
trusted to them would take Republican victory to mean an 
indorsement of their criminal yreed, their disgraceful graft, and 
their shameful corruption in office. The verdict of the Ameri 
can people in the next election must ring clear and true. There 
must be no mistake about its meaning. There must be nothing 
it that will give comfort and ease to crooks and criminals 
in official position. It must be a verdict that means: “ Down 
with graft and the grafter! Down with corruption and the 
corruptionist, and down with crime and the criminal in the 
public offices of our country.” 

Let that verdict say in thunder tones to all political parties 


re 


conduct of public 


that the people of the United States will hold the party in 
power strictly responsible for the corrupt conduct of those 
placed in positions of trust by that party. 
SENATOR JOHN K. SHINLDS 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 


to have printed in the Recorp a statement of the record of my 
colleague [Mr. SHIeLDs]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent to print in the Recorp the statement 
referred to by him. Is there objection? The Chair hears no 
objection, and it so ordered. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the Recorp a statement of the services of 
my colleague, the senior Senator from Tennessee, Hon. JoHN K, 
SHIELDs, covering the entire time he has been a Member of 
the Senate. This statement was carefully prepared and checked 
up by a gentleman who has been an official of the Senate for 
many years and who has great familiarity with the services of 
the Senator, as he is constantly in attendance upon the sessions 
of the Senate and has an accurate knowledge of the records, 
I may say that this gentleman is a life-long Democrat and takes 
special interest in the services of all the Democratic Senators 
in this body. 


RECORD OF SBNATOR JOHN K. SHIPLDS 


Senator SHretps was eleeted to the United States Senate 
January 23, 1913, for the term beginning March 4, 1913. He 
was reelected in 1918, and his second term will expire March 4, 
1925. He served eight years during the administration of 
President Wilson and nearly four years under the administra- 
tions of President Harding and President Coolidge, 
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The Democratic Party controlled the Senate and the House 
of Representatives during the first six years of PreSident Wil- 
son's administration, and the Republicans have controlled both 
Houses since that time. 
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in 19183 Senator SHretps was assigned to the Committee on the 


Judiciary, the Commerce Conmnittee, Committee on Education 

|! Labor, Committee on Interoceanic Canals, and later upon 
t (‘committee on Foreign Relations and the Immigration Com- 
1 e and some smaller committees. Subsequently he re- 
signed from all of them except the Committee on the Judiciary, 
( mittee on For n Relations, and Committee on Immigra- 
tion in order that he might devote his time to the considera- 
tion of the bilis within the jurisdiction of these committees, 
vhich have always been of great importance and far-reaching 
in their bearing upon the domestic and foreign relations of the 


(0 rnime 


tor Srureups is also a member of the Democratic steering 
nimittee, a political committee having control of the assign- 
ent of Democratic Senators upon the various committees and 
ting the policy of the party in the Senate. 
nator Sarecos has always attended the conferences of the 


Democratic Senators and abided their action. Vhile not at- 
iempting to make a record of formal quorum calls, prefer- 
ring to remain in his committee and office at work, he recu- 


lariy attended the sessions of the Senate when important bills 
were considered and voted upon. 

There were more than 2,000 laws, public and private, impor- 
tant and otherwise, enacted during President Wilson’s admin- 
istration, and only those of outstanding importance can be 
here referred to. Senator Ssrecps supported and assisted in 
passing all of the great constructive legislation which was 
enacted during the first six years of President Wilson’s ad- 
ministration carrying out the platform pledges and policies of 
the Democratic Party. 

Among those of outstanding importance which the record 
discloses he supported are the following: 

Simmons-Underwood Tariff Act: This was the most equitable 
and just tariff law ever passed by the American Congress. It 
curbed monopolies and special interests in their control of 
production, distribution, and prices; produced ample revenue, 
and brought about the greatest period of prosperity the people 
have ever enjoyed. 

Income tax: This just revenue law distributes the burden of 
taxation and places it upon the wealth of the country, those 
most able to pay and receiving the greatest protection from the 
Government. 

Vederal reserve bank law: This provided the greatest finan- 
clal system ever known. The Government was given control of 
finunces and disastrous money panics made impossible. 

Clayton Antitrust Act: This supplemented and provided for 
the more efficient enforcement of the Sherman antitrust law for 
the suppression of moncpolies and conspiracies to prevent and 
destroy competition in commerce. This bill also permits the 
organization of farmers and labor for the purpose of coopera- 
tion to better their conditions, exempting such organizations 
from the provisions of the antitrust act and limiting the 
power of the courts to enjoin peaceful strikes. 

farmers’ loan bank—rural credits: This act furnishes facili- 
ties for farmers to procure loans at reasonable rates of inter- 
est upon long time, and has been of great benefit to them. 

ederal Trade Commission: A commission created with 
power to investigate and prohibit unfair methods of competition 
and trade, and advising what business arrangements and agree- 
ments can be legally made. 

The Tariff Commission: This commission has rendered great 
service to the manufacturers of the country in procuring and 
furnishing information in regard to all commodities of export 
and import. 

Agricultural extension law—Smith-Lever bill: This law pro- 
vides for cooperation of agricultural extension work between 
agricultural colleges in the several States, the appointment of 
county agents, educational and experimental work in agricul- 
ture, and other important matters for the benefit of the farmers 
of the country. 

United States grain standards law: This act provides for 
Federal inspection and publication of standards for grain, whick 
creatly facilitates profitable marketing. 

United States warehouse law: This act provides for ware- 
houses and warehouse receipts which may be used as collateral 
for loans on agricultural products. 

United States cotton futures law: This act regulates the pur- 
chase and sale of cotton for future delivery, and prevents abuses 
prejudicial to the planters. 
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Market service news: Provides for collecting and disseminat- 
ing daily information concerning supply and demand, quality 
and conditions and prices of agricultural products to the pro- 
ducers, aiding them to determine when to market and the prices 
to be obtained for their products. Senator Suietps has pending 
a bill to extend this service to Tennessee and adjoining States, 

The nitrate plants: Provided for the construction of plants 
for the manufacture of alronitrogen for the national defense 
| and to be used in the composition of fertilizers for farmers and 

under which the plants at the Muscle Shoals in the Tennessee 

River were constructed and the construction of the Wilson Dam 

begun. 

Conservation of natural resources: Laws to preserve the 
great natural resources of our country for the benefit of the 
people and to prevent their exploitation by special private in- 

| terests. 

| Merchant marine and ship purchase law: Providing for the 
development of the merchant marine and favoring our shipping 
interests. 

Good roads legislation: These laws provided for the construc- 
tion of good roads throughout the United States by division of 
the cost of same between the States and the Federal Govern- 
ment and under which thousands of miles of splendid roads 
have been constructed and other thousands are in contemplation 
in the near future. 

4zabor bill of rights: Preventing the abuse of the writ of 
injunction in labor disputes and declaring the principle that 
labor of human beings is not a commodity of barter and sale as 
inanimate things. 

Workmen’s compensation laws: For the protection and benefit 
of the employees of the Federal Government. 

Industrial employees’ arbitration law: This act established a 
Board of Mediation and Conciliation and afforded the Govern- 
ment better facilities for preventing or settling railway and 
industrial strikes. 

Protection of women and children workers in the District of 
Columbia: This act provided for the protection of the health, 
morals, and wages of women and minor workers in the District 
of Columbia. 

Child labor law: An act to prevent interstate commerce in 
the products of child labor and affording protection to the youth 
of the land. 

Eight-hour law—Adamson bill: An act to establish eight- 
hour day for employees of the carriers engaged in interstate 
and foreign commerce. 

Hours of labor for female employees: This law regulates 
hours of employment and provides safeguards of the health of 
female employees in the District of Columbia. 

Safety of railway employees: This law provides for the in- 
stallation of improved safety appliances and affords better pro- 
tection for railway employees. 

Vocational Education Commission act: This law created a 
commission to study plans for promoting vocational education 
of youths of the country. 

Vocational education act: This law provides for the creation 
of a board to study and investigate the promotion of vocational 
education and to provide for the training of teachers in voca- 
tional subjects. 

Immigration restriction acts: These are laws to regulate the 
entry of aliens into the United States and to provide certain 
restrictions relative to their entry. 

Parcel post act: This law carried appropriation for experi- 
ments in extending the parcel post for marketing farm products. 

Armor plate act: This provided for the improvement of the 
Navy of the United States for the fiscal year 1917. 

Seamen’s act: This provided for the improvement of con- 





ditions of American seamen, adequate life-saving equipment, | 


and crews to meet emergencies. 

Improvements of rivers and harbors: There were several 
of these bills, all of which included provisions for the Missis- 
sippi, Tennessee, and Cumberland Rivers and their tributaries. 
Senator Suretps took a deep interest and actively supported 
all of them. 

Mississippi River flood control bill: This was a great measure, 
earrying appropriation of $45,000,000 for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River and protection against floods. Senator 
SHretps in the Commerce Committee in the Senate advocated 
this bill and was largely responsible for its passage and be- 
coming a law. 

War risk insurance act: This act created a bureau of marine 
insurance to provide insurance at reasonable rates, to encourage 
the resumption of shipping, and to provide markets for Ameri- 
ean products. 

Revenue for preparedness: These were acts te provide in- 
creased revenue to defray the expenses of the increased appro- 
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! d ; extensions of 
fortifications, and for other purposes, one law passed in the 
first session and the other in the second session of the Sixty- 
fourth Congress, and were ery lmportant measures of pre- 
paredness. 

German war resolution: Resolution declaring that Germany 
was waging war against the United States, and authorizing 
the President to use the resources of the Nation in defense ol 
our people and our country. 

Austrian war resolution: Resolution declaring that the im- 

perial empire, of Austria-Hungary had made war against the 
United States and authorizing the President to use the re- 
sources of the Nation in the national defense. 
The selective draft or conscript laws: These were laws pro- 
ling for the drafting of the young men of the country and 
the organization of an army for national defense in the war 
with Germany and her allies, under which more than 4,000,000 
men were enrolled in the military service of the United States 
and the greatest army of the world organized 

National security and defense: Acts making appropriations 
and authorizing an issue of bonds to meet expenditures for the 
national security and defense and the prosecution of the war, to 
extend credits to foreign governments, and for other purposes, 

Food and fuel laws: Acts to provide further for the national 
security and defense by encouraging the production, conserving 
the supply, and controlling the distribution of food products 
and fuel. 

War expenses: An act to provide further revenue to defray 
war expenses, and for other purposes. 

The espionage laws: Acts to punish interference with for- 
eign relations, the neutrality, and the foreign commerce of the 
United States; to punish espionage and better enforce the 
criminal laws of the United States, and for other purposes. 

Military and naval family allowance compensation: To pro 
vide a military and naval family aHowance, compensation, and 
insurance fund for the benefit of soldiers and sailors and their 
families, and make an appropriation therefor of $176,250,000, 

War Finance Corporation: For the national security and 
defense; for the purpose of assisting in the prosecution of the 
war; creating the War Finance Corporation; providing ma 
chinery for extending financial assistance; providing credits; 
encouraging industries eng: in the manufacture of war 
material 

Civil rights of members of Military and Naval Establish- 
ments: An act to protect civil rights of the members of the 
Military and Naval Establishments of the United States engaged 
in the war. 

Government control of railroads: An act providing for the 
operation of the transportation systems while under Federal 
control, for the just compensation of their owners, and for 
other purposes 





Government control of tele: 1 telephones: An act to 
authorize the President in time of war to assume control of 
telegraphs and telephones, marine cable, or radio systems, etc. 

Signal Corps: An act to temporarily increase the Signal Corps 
of the Army and to purchase, manufacture, maintain, repair, 
and operate airships, and appropriating $640,000,000 for the 
purpose of carrying out the provisions of the act. 

National security and defense, to stimulate agriculture: An 
act providing an appropriation for national security and de- 
fense by stimulating agriculture and facilitating distribution 
of agricultural products. 

War expenses—urgent deficiency appropriation bill: Appro- 
priating $5 3,666.016.03 to supply deficiencies in appropria- 
tions for the 


fiscal year 1918 and prior years on account of war 

expenses, and for other purposes, ete. Largest appropriation act 
passed by this or any other country. 

Trading with the enemy act: An act to define, regulate, and 
punish trading with the enemy, and for other purposes, etc. 

Third and fourth Liberty loan acts: Acts providing for the 
third and fourth Liberty loans. No financial legislation of any 
country ever approached the magnitude of the Liberty loan 
acts. The third and fourth Liberty loan acts increased the 
amount of bonds authorized to be issued from $7,.538,945,460, as 
originally fixed, to $20,000,000,000; increased the appropriation 
to meet loans to our allies from $4,000,000.,000, as originally 
fixed, to $7,000,000,000, and increased the amount of certifi- 
cates of indebtedness that can be outstanding at any one time 
from $4,000,000,000, as originally fixed, to $8,000,000,000. 

Prohibition law for the District of Columbia: This ldw pro- 
hibited the manufacture, transportation, and sale of alcoholic 
liquors for beverage purposes in the District of Columbia. 

The eighteenth amendment, or prohibition amendment: Pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transporta- 
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tion, and sale of aleoho!l ec ligu ‘ ag I eS 
United States. 








Conservation of food products: An act ] r con 
servation of wheat, corn, and ot r xu durit the 
war by prohibii the use of them in 1 l Lice lic 
liquors for beverage purp 

Laws passed under the war powers of l ng 
the manufacture, sale, and transportation of i I bev 
erages in and near cantonments, shipyards laces 
where sailors and soldiers wer quarter 1 L war i S 


were progressil 


The Volstead law: The Volste 1 bill for the enfor ment of 





the eighteenth amendment was |] 1 before t ‘ n 
took effect by its own provisions—one year ier its enact- 
ment—under the pretense that it was a war m«¢ re, althougl 
the war had been over for several months, and P lent Wilson 
vetoed it. Senator SHIELDS agreed with t Pre nt that C 
gress had no right to pass such a law until the ar 1dment wa 
effective and voted to ustain the President’s veto The law 
was passed over the I sick eto Senator I ul 
nounced in a speech in the Se te in February, 1 », that it is 
the law of the land and that he favors its vigor £ e reement 
and is opposed to its repeal or ar iment 

Immigration laws: Senator Suietps has ¢ up 
ported all measures coming before the Senate for the restriction 
of immigration. He took an active part in the recent law 
that purpose in the Committee on Immigration and upon the 
floor of the Senate, making one of the leading argun l 
favor of the bill. 

Pensions for Spanish-Am«¢ n War veterans: The § tor 
has supported measures for the relis f e Si ish-An cal 
War veterans, be x that the have beet nore neglected 
than of the count s soldi 

Laws for the bene of soldiers and s ! n the World 
War: The laws for these purposes are too nur ous to 
out, but it appears from the record that natol (TEI Ip 
ported practically all of them necess y to In, equip, ¢ 
properly house, and pay our soldi sailors d ng the r 
and for taking care of them after the war 

Provisions for disabled veteral rhe nur us laws 
have been enacted creating the Veterans’ Bureau and othe 
providing for the disabled ex-service men have had the 
port of Senator SHreLps. H ort R 1 bill, } 
the present session to codify the laws for the benetit o ! I 
veterans, offering n endment there i é 
afflicted with tuberculosis, which was l ! 
ence committee, but furnishes a basis for fur ‘ legislation in 


behalf of these veterans. 





The Muscle Shoals and nitrate plant: Senator Surenps has 
advocated on frequent occasions improvement of the Tennessee 
River for and the development of the water powe 
at Muse! the production of hydro ricity he 
used in the manufacture of aironitrogen for ex] ives in th 
national defense and for furnishing farmers with cheap 
tilizers He was active in urging the tli I of he \ 
cultural Committee to report the bill proposir to accept the 
proposition of Mr. Henry Ford, and is supporting that opo 
Sition and opposing Government operation as pl 1 in tl 
bil! of Senator Norris, the chairman of the committee. 

The interchangeable mileage book and the Pullmar Ir- 
charge exactions: Senator Ss: Los favored the bill pr li 
for interchangeable mileage books and that for olishing tl 
‘ullman surcharge exactions, and actively supported the pas 
sage of both bills in the Senate. 

The reduction of taxes: Senator Smierps | favored econ 
omy in the administration of the Government ! tl reduc 
tion of taxation and voted for measures for tlh purp 

THE IMPORTANT LAWS WHI SENATOR 8 ELI orl 
The Panama Canal tolls bill: The Congress | sed a bill ex- 


empting ships trading between the Atlantic and Pacific coast 
from canal tolls for the purpose of furnishing competition in 


transportation with transcontinental railroads The Dermo- 
eratic platform of 1912 deciared for maintenance of this law 
President Wilson advocated a repeal of the law as a probable 
violation of the treaty with Great Britain. Senator Satse.ps 
was of the opinion that Great Britain under the treaty or 


otherwise had no right to interfere with the control of 
canal and favored competition with the railroads as provided 
in the platform, and for that reason voted against the bill. 
The woman’s suffrage amendment: The general subject of 
suffrage was one of the reserved powers of the States and over 
which the Federal Government had no jurisdiction. The Demo- 
cratic platform of 1916 so declared and left the question of 
woman's suffrage to the several Stat Senator SHteLps fol- 











“] the platform and voted against the suffrage amendment, 

th the platform of the party that the people of the 

~ i} States had a right to determine the question for them- 
uit the interference of the Federal Government. 

its to the Constitution are under the jurisdiction of 

ress and the President has no voice in or control of 


hip of the press: Senator Saierps voted against the 


bil ) e tl President the right to practically control the 
newspaper press of the country by determining what should 
wppear in the papers upon the ground that it violated the con- 
| provisious of free speech and free press. The bill 
| ifed 

! enant of the League of Nations: This was a treaty 

’ cully all of the nations of the world providing for 
{ 1 of the independence and territorial integrity of 
{ ons, by force if necessary. Senator Sutenips, stand- 


traditional policy of the United States against 
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tion in foreign affairs and entangling alliances likely | 


‘mbroil this country in war, opposed and voted against 
nite States becoming a 
tion Was that it was not a political or partisan measure 
nd, there being no pronouncement of the Democratic Party 
! impaign pledges upon his part, it was his duty as a 


member of the league. His | 


rounder the Constitution to determine the questions in- 
) | rding to his best judgment in the interest of the | 
people of the United States, as set forth in his speeches upon 
the subject the Senator in his speeches when the covenant 


wus before the Senate, November, 1919, declared in favor of 
au World Court and conferences of the nations of the world, 
proper safeguards, for the promotion of peace and the 
prevention of war, and now favors the United States adhering 
to the Permanent Court of International Justice. 

The Armeninn mandate: President Wilson recommended 
that the United States take a mandate for Armenia which 

ed the sending of an army of 75,000 men, at a cost of 
$250,000,000 per annum, into the heart of the Turkish Empire 
to aid the Armenians in their struggle for independence, 
Senator SuHlenps, with 22 other Democratic Senators, voted 
uguinst it, as It was then probable, and subsequent events 
ive shown certain, that the army would have to be increased 
to 250,000 men, at the cost of more than a billion dollars, with 
ubtful result. 

Che four-power pact: This is a treaty negotiated by Presi- 
dent Harding with Great Britain, France, and Japan, practi- 
cally obligating these powers and the United States to protect the 
possessions and interests of each other in the Pacific Ocean. 
SHIELDS opposed it, although the Senate adopted a 
reservation in favor of the United States, believing it to be 
in entangling allianee likely to embroil the United States in 
t reign war for the interest of other nations, and voted 
ugainst it 

the MeCumber-Fordney 


Senator 


protective tariff law: This is a 
political measure passed by the Republican administration 
und the direct cause for the low prices for products and 
high cost of all supplies now oppressing the farmers of the 
uuntry. Senator SuHretps opposed and yoted against it. 

tle voted against all other political legislation brought be- 
fore the Congresses by the Republican Party under the ad- 
tministrations of President Harding and President Coolidge. 

the adjusted compensation legislation: Senator SHIELDS op- 
posed this legislation upon the ground that it would increase 


the public indebtedness four to five billion dollars, and thus 
greatly inerease the war taxes under which the American 
people are now staggering, producing suffering and embar- 
! agricultural interests of the 


issment to the business and 
tir (ry 

rhe case of Senator Newberry: Senator Newberry’s right to 
a seat in the Senate was challenged because of excessive ex- 
penditure of money in obtaining the nomination in the Republi- 
can primary. The expenditures amounted to about $200,000, 


chiefly used in purchasing and subsidizing newspapers, which 
tended to defeat free elections and the untrammeled choice of 


the people. Senator Sarevps favored unseating and expelling 
Newberry from the Senate, and so voted on the resolution 
concerning his right to a seat in the Senate. 

rhe Dyer antilyncehing bill: This was a bill extending the 
jurisdiction of the Federal courts in certain criminal cases, 
which would have aroused racial prejudice, and was unconstitu- 
tional beeause invading the reserved powers of the States, It 
wus chiefly intended and by its terms operated in favor of 
criminals and prejudicial to the white people of the South. 
Senator Sureips opposed it in the Committee on the Judiciary 
vol in the Senate, and it was defeated. 
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The judges’ bill: This was a bill, as originally drafted, creat 
ing 18 United States district judges unassigned to any specia 
district, but to be sent in his discretion by the Chief Justice t. 
any district in the United States. Senator SHIELDS opposed th 
bill in the Committee on the Judiciary and as amended in the 
Senate, charging that it was a political measure creating un 
necessary offices upon the eve of an election, and was sul 
servient and destructive of an independent and untrammel|k 
judiciary. His speech upon the bill was exhaustive and out 
standing in the defense of the independence and integrity of 
the judges and courts of the country. 

The above statement embraces most of the great laws which 
have been passed by the Congress since Senator SuHretps has 
been a Member of the United States Senate, and which he sup 
ported or opposed as above stated. It would be impossible in 
the compass of this statement to set forth all of the laws that 
were enacted during those years. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE e 


‘A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti 
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed enrolled bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles, and they were thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore: 

S.113. An act changing the name of Keokuk Street, in the 
county of Washington, D. C., to Military Road; 

S.588. An act for the relief of Daniel A. Spaight and 
others; . 

S. 668. An act to establish the Utah National Park, in the 
State of Utah; 

S. 697. An act providing for the disposal of certain lands on 
Crooked and Pickerel Lakes, Mich., and for other purposes ; 

S. 699. An act authorizing the addition of certain lands to 
the Medicine Bow National Forest, Wyo., and for other pur 
poses ; 

S. 790. An act for the establishment of a Federal industria! 
institution for women, and for other purposes ; 

S. 1192. An act to confer jurisdiction upon the United States 
District Court, Northern District of California, to adjudicate 
the claims of American citizens ; 

S$. 1203. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
an appropriation to meet proportionate expenses of providing a 
drainage system for Piute Indian lands in the State of Nevada 
within the Newlands reclamation project of the Reclamation 
Service,” approved February 14, 1923; 

S. 1308. An act authorizing an appropriation to enable the Sec 
retary of the Interior to purchase a tract of land, with sufli- 
cient water right attached, for the use and occupaney of the Te- 
moak Band of homeless Indians, located at Ruby Valley, Nev. ; 

S. 1309. An act for the relief of settlers and town-site occu- 
pants of certain lands in the Pyramid Lake Indian Reserva- 
tion, Nev.; 

S. 1876. An act to provide for the equitable distribution of 
captured war devices and trophies to the States and Territories 
of the United States and to the District of Columbia ; 

S. 1614. An act to repeal an act authorizing the construction 
of bridges across the Great Kanawha River; 

S. 1785. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
regulation of the practice of dentistry in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for the protection of the people from empiricism 
in relation thereto,” approved June 6, 1892, and acts amenda- 
tory thereof; 

S. 1942. An act to protect navigation from obstruction and 
injury by preventing the discharge of oil into the coastal navi- 
gable waters of the United States; 

S. 1987. An act accepting certain tracts of land in the city 
of Medford, Jackson County, Oreg. ; 

S. 2159. An act authorizing annual appropriations for the 
maintenance of that portion of Gallup-Durango highway across 
the Navajo Indian Reservation, and providing reimbursement 
therefor ; 

S. 2236. An act to designate the time and place of holding 
terms of the United States district court in the first division 
of the district at Kansas City; 

S. 2572. An act to purchase grounds, erect and repair build- 
ings for customhouses, offices, and warehouses in Porto Rico; 

S. 2573. An act to amend and reenact sections 20, 22, and 50 
of the act of March 2, 1917, entitled “An act to provide a civil 
government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes”; 

S. 2694. An act to enable the trustees of Howard University 
to develop an athletic field and gymnasium project, and for 
other purposes; 

S. 2699. An act to amend an act creating the Custer State 
Park game sanctuary in the State of South Dakota; 
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rstate commerce act; 
S. 2761. An act to authérize the withdrawal of lands for the 
protection of antelope nd other game animals and birds; 

S. 2797. An act to authorize the payment of claims under the 
provisions of the so-called war minerals relief act; 

S. 2799. An act to provide for quarters, fuel, and light for 
employees of the Indian field service; 

S. 2834. An act relating to the American Academy in Rome; 

S. 2887. An act autherizing transfer of certain abandoned or 
unused lighthouse reservation lands by the United States to 
the State of New York for park purposes: 

2932. An act to quiet the title to lands within 
Indian land grants, and for other purposes; 

S. 3028. An act designating the State of New Mexico as 4a 
judicial district, fixing the time and place for holding terms of 
court therein, and for other purposes ; 

S. 8024. An act providing for the acquirement by the United 
States of privately owned lands within Rio Arriba and Taos 
Counties, N. Mex., known as the Las Trampas grant, by ex 
changing therefor timber within the exterior boundaries of an) 
national forest situated within the State of New Mexico; 

S. 3098. An act granting certain public lands to the city of 
Phoenix, Ariz., for municipal, park, and other purposes; 

S.3111. An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in any 
claims, which the Stockbridge Indians may have against the 
United States, and for other purposes: 

8.3116. An act to authorize the Choctaw, Oklnhoma & Gulf 
Railway Co. and the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
Co. to construct a bridge across the White River, near the city 
of De Vallis Biuff, Ark 

S.318S. An act for the abandonment of a portion of the 
present channel of the south branch of the Chicago River; 

S. 3220. An act authorizing the health officer of the District 
of Columbia to issue a permit for the removal of the remains 
of the late George Mauger Burklin and the remains of the late 
Anton Lerch Burklin from Glenwood Cemetery, District of 
Columbia, to Fort Lincoln, Prince Georges County, Md. ; 

S. 3244. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Board of Supervisors of Hinds County, Miss., to construct a 
bridge across the Pearl River in the State of Mississippi; 
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S. 2704. An act to amend paragraph (3), section 16, of the | Fort Peck Indians, of Montana, in the Trea 
ite S 
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ry oi the ( 
eTaALes 5 
s. J. Res, 106. Joint resolution autho ing lie erecti« ou 
public grounds in the city of Washi » or 4 of an eque 
trian statue of General San Martin, which the peo; ‘ \ Lu 
na | e presented to the United 8 
S.J. Res. 114. Joint reselution authorizing I est { 
‘ the proposed Cuasper-Alcova irrigation | N Oia 
County, Wyo.; the Deschutes project in the Si: Or ! 
na e So Lu 1 Ir l j in b Cot y 
Cali 
J. Res. 115. Joint reselution te pre le for “et ans 
mission through the mails of certain publicatio for the ' 
I. Res. 127. Joint resolution te provice that powers n 
duties conferred upon the Governor of Alaska under ex 
law r the protection of wild game animals and wild b sil 
Alasi be transferred to and be exercised by tl Secretary ¢ 
Agriculture ; 
S.J. Re 137. Joint resolution in respect of s es 0 
l appointees to the Board of Tax Appeals; 
S.J. Res. 146. Joint resolution to amend se n 15 of the 
tT @] le 1 **Al t to provide tor the Class cu on of « ban 
posilions within the iistrict of Columbia an tue Lei Sel ‘ . 
and 
H. J. Re S83. Joint resolution to permit to remain within the 
United States certain aliens in excess of quotas fixed under 
authority of the immigration act of May 19, 1921. 


ENROLLED BILTS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS PRESENTED 


Mr. WATSON, from the 


Committee on Enrolled Bil! re 


ported that on June 7, 1924, that commiittcs pres« ted t 
President of the United States enrolled bills and joint resolu 
tions of the following titles 

S.115. An act changing the name of Keokuk Street, in the 
county of Washington, LD. C., to Military Road; 

Se OSS. An act for the relief of Daniel A. Spaight and others; 

S. 668. An act to establish the Utah National Dark t! 
State of Utah; 

S. 697. An act providing for the disposal of certain laixis on 
| Crooked and Pickerel Lakes, Mich., and for other purpos 

S. 609 An act authorizing the addition of certain lands to 


i 
S. 5263. An act to provide for the inspection of the battle | 


fields in and around Fredericksburg and Spotsylvania Court 
House, Va.; 

S$. 3269. An act to amend an act regulating’ the height of 

ings in the District of Columbia, approved June 1, 1910; 

S. 33824. An act to amend section 5 of the trade-mark act of 
1905, as amended, relative to the unauthorized use of por- 
traits; 

S.3355. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
counties of Marion and Florence, in the State of South Caro 
lina, to construct a bridge across the Peedee River at or near 
Savage Landing, S. C.: 

S. 3380. An act to grant the consent of Congress to the Cin- 
cinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacifie Railway Co. to construct 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Cumberland River, 
in the county of Pulaski, State of Kentucky, near the town of 
Burnside; 

S. 3420. An act granting the consent of Congress to the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation by the Denver & Rio 
Grande Western Railroad Co., its successors and assigns, of a 
line of railroad across the southwesterly portion of the Fort 
Logan Military Reservation in the State of Colorado ; 

S. 3434. An act for the protection of the northern Pacific 
halibut fishery ; 

H. R. 7079. An act prohibiting the importation of crude 
opium for the purpose of manufacturing heroin ; 

H. R. 7731. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to sell 
a portion of the Carlisle Barracks Reservation ; 

S. J. Res. 43. Joint resolution in relation to a monument to 
commemorate the services and sacrifices of the women of the 


| 


United States of America, its insular possessions, and the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia in the World War; 

S. J. Res. 73. Joint resolution providing for the appointment 
of a commission for the purpose of erecting in Potomac Park, 
in the District of Columbia, a memorial to those members of 
the armed forces of the United States from the District of Co- 
lumbia who served in the Great War; 

S. J. Res. 90. Joint resolution previding an extension of time 
for payment by entrymen of lands on the Fort Assinniboine 
abandoned military reservation, in the State of Montana; 

8S. J. Res. 103. Joint resolution authorizing expenditure of the 
Fort Peck 4 per cent fund now standing to the credit of the 


| 


7. 


National Forest, Wyo., and fer other pur- 


the Medicine Low 


prose s° 


Ss THO. An act for the e ablis iment ol a Fede ral in ili ial 
institution for women, and for other purposes; 

S.1192. An act to confer jurisdiction upon the United States 
district court, northern district of California, te adjudicat he 
claims of American citizens; 

S. 1203. An act to amend an act entitled “ An act authorizing 
an appropriation to meet preportionate expen of providing 
a drainage system for Viute Indian lan ui e State oi 
vada, within the Newlands reclamation project of the Reclama- 
tion Service,” approved February 14, 1923; 

8.1508. An act authorizing an appropriation to enable 
Secretary of the Interior to purchase a tract of land, will 
cient water right attached, for the use and occupuney « ‘ 
Temoak Band of homeless Indians, located at Ruby V: 
Nev. ; 

S. 1309. An act for the relief of settlers and town-site oectu- 
pants of certain lands in the Pyramid Lake Indian Reservation, 
Ne Ves 

S. 1376. An act to provide for the equitable iistribnt f 
captured war devices and trophies to the States and Te 
ries of the United States and to the District of Columbia 

S. 1614. An act to repeal an act authorizing the coustiruction 


of bridges across the Great Kanawha River; 

S. 1785. An act to amend an act entitled “ An t for the recu- 
lation of the practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, 
and for the protection of the people from empiricism in relation 
thereto,” approved June 6, 1802, and acts amendatory thereof; 

S. 1942. An act to protect navigation from obstruction and im- 
jury by preventing the discharge of oil into the coastal navigable 
waters of the United States; 

S. 1987. An act accepting certain tracts of land in the city of 
Medford, Jackson County, Oreg. ; 

S.2159. An act authorizing annual appropriations for the 
maintenance of that portion of Gallup-Durango Highway across 
the Navajo Indian Reservation and providing reimbursement 
therefor ; 

S$. 2236. An act to designate the time and place of bolding 
terms of the United States district court in the tirst division of 
the district at Kansas City; 

S$. 2572. An act to purchase grounds, erect, and repair build- 
ings for customhouses, offices, and warehouses in Porto Rice; 
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S. 2578. An act to amend and reenact sections 20, 22, and 50 
of the uet of March 2, 1917, entitled * 
government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes”; 

S. 2694. An act to enable the trustees of Howard University to 
develop un athietie field and gymnasium project, and for other 
PUrpoOses ; 

Ss. 2600. An act to amend an act creating the Custer State Park 
gume sanctuary in the State of South Dakota ; 

S. 2704 
terstute Commerce uct; 
S. 2761, An uct to aut ze the withdrawal of lands for the 
protection of antelope and other game animals and birds; 

S.2707. An act to authorize the payment of claims under 
the provisions of the so-called war minerals relief act; 

S.2700. An act to provide for quarters, fuel, and light for 
employees of the Indian field service; 

S. 2854. An act relating American Academy in Rome; 

S.U2SS7. An act authorizing transfer of certain abandoned or 
unused lighthouse reservation lands by the United States to 
the State of New York for park purposes; 

S. 2952. An act to quiet the title to lands within Pueblo In- 
dian Jand grants, and for other purposes; 

S. 3025. An act designating the State of New Mexico as a 
judicial district, fixing the time and place for holding terms 
of court therein, and for other purposes ; 

S. 5024. An act providing for the acquirement by the United 
States of privately owned lands within Rio Arriba and Taos 
Counties, N. Mex., known as the Las Trampus grant, by ex- 
changing therefor timber, within the exterior boundaries of 
any national forest situated within the State of New Mexico; 

S. 5098. An act granting certain public lands to the city of 
Phoenix, Ariz., for municipal, park, and other purposes ; 

S.3111. An aet conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and 
any claims which the Stockbridge Indians may have against 
the United States, and for other purposes ; . 

8.3116. An act to authorize the Choctaw, Oklahoma & Gulf 
Railway Co. and the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
Co. to construct a bridge across the White River near the city 
of De Valls Bluff, Ark. ; 

S. 8188. An act for the abandonment of a portion of the pres- 
ent channel of the south branch of the Chicago River ; 

S. 8220. An act authorizing the health officer of the District 
of Columbia to issue a permit for the removal of the remains 
of the late George Mauger Burklin and the remains of the late 
Anton Lerch Burklin from Glenwood Cemetery, District of 
Columbia, to Fort Lincoln, Prince Georges County, Md.; 

S$. 3244. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Board of Supervisors of Hinds County, Miss., to construct a 
bridge across the Pearl River in the State of Mississippi; 

S. 38268. An act to provide for the inspection of the battle 
fields in and around [Fredericksburg and Spotsylvania Court 
House, Va.; 

S. 3269. An act to amend an act regulating the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia, approved June 1, 1910; 

S. 3324. An act to amend section 5 of the trade-mark act of 
1905, as amended, relative to the unauthorized use of portraits; 

S.3355. An act granting the consent of Congress to the coun- 
ties of Marion and Florence, in the State of South Carolina, 
to construct a bridge across the Peedee River at or near Sav- 
age Landing, S. C.; 

S$. 3380. An act to grant the consent of Congress to the Cin- 
cinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific Railway Co. to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Cumberland River, 
in the county of Pulaski, State of Kentucky, near the town of 
Burnside ; 

S. 8420. An act granting the consent of Congress to the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation by the Denver & Rio 
Grande Western Railroad Co., its successors and assigns, of a 
line of railroad across the southwesterly portion of the Fort 
Logan Military Reservation in the State of Colorado; 

S. 3434. An act for the protection of the northern Pacific 
halibut fishery; 

S. J. Res. 43. Joint resolution in relation to a monument to 
commemorate the services and sacrifices of the women of the 
United States of America, its insular possessions, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the World War; 

S. J. Res. 73. Joint resolution providing for the appointment 
of a commission for the purpose of erecting in Potomac Park, 
in the District of Columbia, a memorial to those members of 
the armed forces of the United States from the District of 
Columbia who served in the Great War; 

S. J. Res. 90. Joint resolution providing an extension of time 
for payment by entrymen of lands on the Fort Assinniboine 
abandoned military reservation in the State of Montana; 
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8. J. Res. 103. Joint resolution authorizing expenditure of tho 
Fort Peck 4 per cent fund now standing to the credit of the 
Fort Peck Indians of Montana in the Treasury of the United 
States; 

S. J. Res. 106. Joint resolution authorizing the erection on 
public grounds in the city of Washington, D. C., of an eques. 
trian statue of General San Martin which the people of Argen 


| tina have presented to the United States; 


An act to amend paragraph (3), section 16, of the in- | 
| of the 


enter judgment in | 


; 
1 


S. J. Res. 114. Joint resolution authorizing an investigation 
proposed Casper-Alcova irrigation project, Natrona 
County, Wyo.; the Deschutes project in the State of Oregon 
and the Southern Lassen irrigation project in Lassen County 
Calif. ; 

S.J. Res. 115. Joint resviution to provide for the free trans- 
mission through the mails of certain publications for the blind; 

5S. J. Res. 127. Joint resolution to provide that the powers 
and duties conferred upon the Governor of Alaska under exist 
ing law for the protection of wild game animals and wild birds 
in Alaska be transferred to and be exercised by the Secretary 
at Agriculture; 

S. J. Res. 137. Joint resolution in respect of salaries of origi- 
nul appointees to the Board of Tax Appeals; and 

S.J. Res. 146. Joint resolution to amend section 13 of the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the classification of civilian 
positions within the District of Columbia and the field service.” 


SPANISH SPRINGS IRRIGATION PROJECT, NEVADA 


Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I realize the seriousness of 
discussing a matter of this kind while there is pending a motion 
to adopt a conference report, and I would not do it on any 
ground of loss of legislation for my State. The only thing that 
urges me to do it is because, in my opinion, a great wrong has 
been done by legislators. 

When this matter of reclamation first came up, it came up 
in the Interior Department matters several months ago. At 


| that time there were these items for which we were seeking to 


obtain appropriations—the Spanish Springs project, part of the 
Newlands project, the Strawberry Valley project, now called 
Salt Basin; the Owyhee project, the Warm Springs project, 
the Yakima irrigation district project, and so on; but they 
were postponed, mind you, until the fact finding commission 
which had been appointed by the Secretary of the Interior 
could make their recommendations on the matter. 

They made their recommendations, and what were their 
recommendations? Their recommendations were that the de- 
partment should go on with the Newlands project, and that they 


| should investigate the other projects before they went on with 


them. 


What happened? The Budget makes an estimate for the 


| Newlands project, and it does not make an estimate for the 


other projects; and then what happens in Congress? What a 
strange situation! The Newlands project is wiped out, and yet 
it is the only project in the group recommended by the fact 
finding commission and the only one estimated for by the 
Budget ; and what happens in Utah? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator is mistaken 
about that. There were other items that the Budget recom- 
mended, 

Mr. PITTMAN. Oh, well, T am talking about these things. 
What happened in Utah? Here is the Salt Lake Basin trriga- 
tion project. They changed the name of it. It used to be 
ealled the Strawberry Valley project. That is marked out in 
the bill. I think they ought to change the name of it. 


For continued investigations, continuation of construction, and tn- 
cidental operations, $1,500,000. 


And yet the fact finding commission refused to recommend 
it, and the Budget would not estimate for it. Oh, that is in 
there—why, of course. 

How about Oregon? 


Owyhee irrigation project, Oregon: For continued investigations, com- 
mencement of construction, and incidental operations, $1,250,000. 


The fact finding commission appointed by a Republican Sec- 
retary of the Interior would not recommend continuation of 
that project, and yet it is in there. The Budget did not estimaty 
for it. 

Further, how about Oregon? 

Warm Springs (Vale) irrigation project, Oregon: For continued in- 
vestigations and for first payment toward purchase of an interest iu 
the Warm Springs reservoir, $250,000. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to 
say just a word? All of those amounts are cut down to a 


quarter, and Warm Springs, just spoken of, was cut out alto 
gether. 
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Mr. PITTMAN. If they were cut down to the estimate, there 
would not be anything there. 

Mr. WARREN. I say, that one was cut out entirely. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I understand; but why did you cut out 
Spanish Springs? 

Washington State: 

Yakima irrigation project, Washington: For continued investigations, 
commencement of construction of the Kittitas unit, and incidental 
operations, $1,500,000. 


The fact finding commission would not recommend it, and 
the Budget never estimated for it, and yet it is in this bill. 

Oh, they know; the managers on the part of the Senate 
understand. This is no surprise to them. The Members of 
the Senate understood it. Now they come in here, at the last 
hour, and threaten me by saying, “ There is important legis- 
lation in this bill, and you will have to swallow it.” I told 
you I would not swallow it, and I will not. Call your extra 
session if you want to. I will vote for it at any time. I will 
vote to keep you here if you want to stay. Suppose you put 
in a concurrent resolution to stay another week and fight this 
thing out, and see how it goes. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
vada yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. PITTMAN. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not want to take the Senator off the 
floor. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield for a question. 
question and not lose the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator may yield for a 
question and not lose the floor. If he yields otherwise, and the 
point is made, he will lose the floor. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield only for a question. 

Mr. BORAH. I am afraid I can not put it. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I am very sorry. 

Now, let us read what the fact finding commission has to 
say about these things. I remember when I went before the 
Committee on Appropriations in January in regard to the New- 
lands project. We had an estimate for the Newlands project 
in January, and they did not have any for theirs in January, 
and they have not got it yet; so they said to us: “ Wait; let us 
see if the fact finding commission do not help us out. It is 


May I yield for a 
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The above estimate specifically provides for the investi n of 
these projects, together with the C sper-Alcov ect in Wyoming 
Under the provisions of the estimates the cost of t nvestigation will 
be reimbursed from the reclamation ‘und in t e ¢ I roject 
being adopted for construction by the United State 


And then what do they do? The Budget recommends $125,000 
to investigate these several projects, and the House appro- 
priates two or three million dollars for them That is what 
happens. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. 
question? 

Mr. PITTMAN. No; I can not yield for a question 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator declines to 
yield. 

Mr. PHIPPS. My question is, will there be opportunity be- 
fore 7 o'clock to present a request for unanimous consent? 

Mr. PITTMAN. I do not know; it all depends upon the 
action of the Senate as to whether there will be any oppor- 
tunity. I do not desire to lose the floor; that is the only thing. 

As a matter of fact, the whole 


President, will the Senator yield for a 


proposition is surrounded 
with justifiable suspicion. I do not wish to point my finger 
at any particular Senator or Congressman or individual, nor 
do I like to look at them even; but it is a strange situation 
here that a party that brags of enacting a budget system for 
the purpose of economy should find the Budget recommending 


$125,000 to investigate projects that the fact finding com 


| mission says are doubtful as to whether they will pay, and 
| yet appropriate three or four million dollars for them outright 


composed of able men, experts, the present commissioner of | 


” 


irrigation, and others. Then the commission came back, and 
they turned down these projects. What happened over in the 
House? You get everything you ask, in spite of not having an 
estimate, in spite of not having a recommendation, and turn 
down the only thing that was recommended and the only thing 
that was estimated for. Then they come over here at the last 
minute and talk to me about how I am going to defeat a big 
bill. Well, [ tell you I am going to defeat it unless you put 
back the Spanish Springs appropriation, and while I am getting 
ready to defeat it I want you to get all the information that 
is here that you did not have before. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I am sure the Senator does 
not want— 

Mr. PITTMAN. 
I will yield to the Senator for a question. 

Mr. WARREN. But the Senator’s statement is not true. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Well, the record sustains me. The Senator 
can answer it later on. I will read something to him, and see 
how correct that is. 

I am going to read from the statement of H. M. Lord, Director 
of the Bureau of the Budget, and see what he has to say about 
these projects. 
as follows: 





“As to the proposed new projects, Owyhee, Vale, Salt Lake Basin, 
and Kittitas, the committee has not sufficient information upon 
which to make specific recommendations. Attention is called to the 


fact that the estimated costs of construction are nearly all in excess | 
The committee is of the opinion, based upon the 


of $120 an acre. 
reports of annual production from lands now under irrigation, that 
projects requiring such acre cost as above suggested should be con- 
tructed only after it is clearly shown that the lands, when irrigated, 
can produce annual crop values sufficient to enable the settlers to re- 
pay costs from production, and within a reasonable time. 

“It is understood that the above projects are those which offer the 
most favorable conditions for present investigation, and hence the com- 
mittee is of the opinion that the appropriations therefor should be au 
thorized, but with the provision that further investigation should be 
made of their feasibility, and that, if finally selected, they should be 


constructed and developed in accordance with the general resolutions 
of this committee.” 
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and cut out a project that they recommended should be de- 
veloped, and estimated $200,000 with which to commence it 

That kind of thing will not go. You can not legislate in 
that way. You had better find out that you can not have 
legislation by committees in this body. I have said that once 
before. I had to kill a naval bill at the last session, and it 
becomes my unfortunate lot now, for the purpose of making 
committees do their duty, to kill this bill. I hate to kill it. 
It has in it a great many things of great merit for my State 
and for the whole West—in fact, for the whole country. It 
is not my fault. You can not lay it to my door. For the pur 
pose of cutting out an appropriation of $200,000 that was ree 
ommended by your fact finding commission, for the purpose 
of cutting out $200,000 for one of the oldest projects in this 
country, estimated for and recommended by the Budget 
Bureau, you are willing to take a chance on sacrificing this 
bill. You knew well enough when you did it that you would 
sacrifice this bill. It is simply a question of whether you 
desire to kill this bill or not. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, this matter is still in dis- 
agreement, and the Senator is using the time to prevent 
from coming to any further agreement. 

Mr. PITTMAN. What do you want to do with it? Do you 
want to take it back? 

I ask unanimous consent that this conference report be 
ferred back to the committee with instructions that they in 
sist upon the item on page 81 for the Spanish Springs Reser- 


us 


re- 


| voir. 


I can not yield to the Senator for a speech. | 


He quotes from the fact finding commission, | 


ee 


Mr. WARREN. The Senator knows very well that that can 
not be done in the time we have now. He has not 
lowed it to be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
request of the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. WARREN, I simply say that it is entirely useless, but 
I am willing that that should be done if that is the way in 
which the Senator desires to kill the bill. 

Mr. PITTMAN. It is unanimous consent that I ask. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President-——— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Nevada evidently referred 
to me as one of the conferees on this bill. I judge that not 
by the direct use of names but by inference, and from the 
statement he made I have not any doubt about it. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I did not mean the Senator at all as a con- 
feree. I may have included him with other persons. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, is it impossible to get this 
bill through? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
batable. 

Mr. SWANSON. I am making an inquiry in connection with 
the unanimous-consent agreement that is preposed. Is it 
impossible to get this bill through? Is it impossible to get it 
through if it goes back? 


even al 


Is there objection to the 


Is there objection? 


This question is not de- 
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‘ir, WARREN 
\i SWANSON, 





We will undertake it, but 
If it is impossible, I am going to object to 


an unanimous-consent agreement 
MI WARREN Not if it goes back, but we will have to 
I @ | e to get an agreement. 


the PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 


unauimous-consent request of the Senator from Nevada? The | 
Choir hears no objection, and the conference report is recoin- | 
I 1 f the conference committee 

Mr. STANFIELD Mr. President 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon. 

Nf TANFIELD. I ask unanimous consent that on the | 
< dur day of December 11, 1924, at 2 o'clock p. m., the | 
Civil se ice petirement bill be made the unfinished business. 


i Piri 
unnnimous-eonsent request of the 


PITTMAN. Wh 
he 


IDENT pro tempore. Is there 


Senator from Oregon? 


“ar what is going on. 


objection to the | 


is the request? I make the point of 
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order that IT can not 

Mr. STANFTELD To make the civil service retirement bill 
tT! infinished business. 

Mir. PHIPPS rose 

‘ir. PITTMAN. Has the Senntor from Colorado made a 

Mr. PHIPPS. Iam trying to get recognition for the purpose 
of presenting the war minerals relief bill, to get an agree- | 
me to an amendment made by the louse. 


M PITTMAN. I yield to the Senator for 
but I still have the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Nevada, 
the Chair understands, yielded the floor 

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield to the Senator from Colorado, 

\ir. PHIP?’S. This is the third time I have asked for this 
ul jmous consent, and now I have the permission of the 
Senator from Nevada. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair understands that 
the Senator from Nevada yielded the floor. 

Mr. CURTIS. Let us have order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Nothing will be done until 
Senators come to order. : 

Mr. PITTMAN. Is it the ruling of the Chair that a request 
for unanimous consent takes a Senator from the floor? 


that purpose; 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair observed the 


Senntor from Nevada, and after the unanimous consent had 
been granted, determined that he had yielded the floor. 
Mr. PITTMAN, That is perfectly agreeable to me, if the 
Chair has so ruled. 
Mir. PHIPPS. The Chair then recognized the Senator from 
Oregon 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Oregon 
has made a request for unanimous consent. Is there objection 
to his request? 
KING. T object. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, 
the Senator from Colorado is recognized. 


Now 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS 


A message from the President of the United States, by 
Mr. Latta, one of his Secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed acts and joint resolutions of 
the following titles: 

On June 6, 1924: 

S. 381. An act to amend section 2 of the act entitled “ An 
net to provide for stock-raising homesteads, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved December 29, 1916 (89 Stat. L. p. 862) ; 

Ss. 709. An act for the relief of the Commercial Pacific Cable 
Co. ; 

S. 2169. An act to amend in certain particulars the national 
defense act of June 8, 1916, as amended, and for other purposes; 

S. 2029. An act granting the consent of Congress to the States 
of Georgia and Florida, through their respective highway de- 
partments, to construct a bridge across the St. Marys River 
at or near Wilds Landing, Pla.; and 

S. J. Res. 142. Joint resolution providing for the United 
States Government to have representation at the celebration of 
the centennial of the first meeting of the Legislative Council of 
the Territory of Plorida. 

On June 7, 1924: 

S. 790. An act for the establishment of a Federal Industrial 
Institution for Women, and for other purposes; 

S. 966. An act for the continuance of construction work on 
the San Carlos Federal irrigation project in Arizona, and for 
other purposes; and 

S. 1174. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
investigate and report to Oongress the facts im regard to the 





Se 


| commemorate the services and sacrifices of the women of t! 


| the armed forces of the United States from the District of 
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claims of certain members of the Sioux Nation of Indians { 
damages occasioned by the destruction of their horses. 

On June 7, 1924 (at the Capitol) : 

S. J. Res. 43. Joint resolution in relation to a monument 


to 
- . . . . : . ute 
United States of America, its insular possessions, and the Dj 
trict of Columbia in the World War; 

S.J. Res. 75. Joint resolution providing for the appointmen: 
of a commission for the purpose of erecting in Potomac Park 


| in the District of Columbia, a memorial to those members of 


Ai 


Columbia who served in the Great War; °¢ 
S. J. Res. 90. Joint resolution providing an extension of time 

for payment by entrymen of lands on the Fort Assinniboine 

abandoned military reservation, in the State of Montana: 

8. J. Res. 103. Joint resolution authorizing expenditure of the 
Fort Peck 4 per cent fund now standing to the credit of the 
Fort Peck Indians of Montana in the Treasury of the United 
States; 
_ 8. J. Res. 106. Joint resolution authorizing the erection on 
public grounds in the city of Washington, D. C., of an eques- 
trian statue of General San Martin, whieh the people of 
Argentina have presented to the United States; 

S. J. Res. 114. Joint resolution authorizing an investigation of 
the proposed Casper-Aleova irrigation project, Natrona County, 
Wyo.; the Deschutes project in the State of Oregon; and the 
Southern Lassen irrigation project in Lassen County, Calif. : 

S.J. Res. 115. Joint resolution to provide for the free trans 
mission through the mails of certain publications for the 
blind ; 

S. J. Res. 127. Joint resolution to provide that the powers and 
duties conferred upon the Governor of Alaska under existing 
law for the protection of wild game animals and wild birds in 
Alaska be transferred to and be exercised by the Secretary of 
Agriculture; 

S. J. Res. 137. Joint resolution in respect of salaries of 
original appointees to the Board of Tax Appeals; 

S. J. Res. 146. Joint resolution to amend section 13 of the act 
entitled “An act to provide for the classification of civilian 
positions within the District of Columbia and the field service.” 

8.118. An act changing the name of Keokuk Street, in the 
eounty of Washington, D. C., to Military Road; 

8. 588. An act for the relief of Daniel A. Spaight and others; 

S. 668. An act to establish the Utah National Park in the 
State of Utah; 

S. 697. An act providing for the disposal of certain lands on 
Crooked and Pickerel Lakes, Mich., and for other purposes ; 

8. 699. An act authorizing the addition of certain lands to the 
Medicine Row National Forest, Wyo., and for other purposes ; 

S. 1192, An act to confer jurisdiction upon the United States 
District Court, Northern District of California, to adjudicate 
the claims of American citizens; 

8S. 1203. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
an appropriation to meet proportionate expenses of providing 
a drainage system for Piute Indian lands in the State of 
Nevada within the Newlands reclamation project of the Recla- 
mation Service,” approved February 14, 1923; 

$. 1808. An act authorizing an appropriation to enable the 
Secretary of the Interior to purchase a tract of land, with suffi- 
cient water right attached, for the use and occupancy of the 
Temoak Band of homeless Indians, tocated at Ruby Valley, 
Nev. ; 

S. 1309. An act for the relief of settlers and town-site occu- 
pants of certain lands in the Pyramid Lake Indian Reservya- 
tion, Nev. ; 

S. 1376. An act to provide for the equitable distribution of 
captured war devices and trophies to the States and Territories 
of the United States and to the District of Columbia ; 

8S. 1614. An act to repeal an act authorizing the construction 
of bridges across the Great Kanawha River; 

8.1785. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
regulation of the practice of dentistry in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for the protection of the people from empiricism 
in relation thereto,” approved June 6, 1892, and acts amenda- 
tory thereof ; 

8.1942. An act to protect navigation from obstruction snd 
injury by preventing the discharge of oil into the coastal navi- 
gable waters of the United States; 

S. 1987. An act accepting certain tracts of land in the city of 
Medford, Jackson County, Oreg. ; 

S$. 2159. An act authorizing annual appropriations for the 
maintenance of that portion of Gallup-Durango Highway 
across the Navajo Indian Reservation and providing reim- 
bursement therefor ; 
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¢ 9996. An act to designate the time and place of holding | 
terms of the United States district court in the first division of 
the district at Kansas City; | 

S957. An act to consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact 
the Inws affecting the establishment of the United States Vet- | 
eraus’ Bureau and the administration of the war risk insur 
ance act as amended, and the vocational rehabilitation act as 
amended ; 

S. 2572 


An act to purchase grounds, erect and repair build 

ings for customhouses, offices, and warehouses in Porto Rico; 

“oPATR. An act to amend and reenact sections 20, 22, and 

50 of the act of Mareh 2, 1917, entitled “An act to provide a 
civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes ” 

S. 2694. An act to enable the trustees of Howard University 
to develop an athletic field and gymnasium project, and for 
other purposes ; 

S. 2699. An act to amend an act creating the Custer State 
Park gume sanctuary in the State of South Dakota ; 

S. 2704. An act to amend paragraph (3), section 16, of the 


interstate Commerce act; 


S. 2761. An act to authorize the withdrawal of lands for | 


the protection of antelope and other game animals and birds; 


S. 2797. An act to authorize the payment of claims under the | 


provisions of the so-called war minerals relief act ; 

S. 2789. An act to provide for quarters, fuel, and light for 
eniployees of the Indian field service ; 

S. 2834. An act relating to the American Academy in Rome; 


S. 2887. An act authorizing transfer of certain abandoned or | 


unused lighthouse reservation lands by the United States to the 
State of New York for park purposes ; 

S. 29032. An act to quiet the title to lands within Pueblo In- 
dian land grants, and for other purposes ; 

S. 3023. An act designating the State of New Mexico as a 
judicial district, fixing the time and place for holding terms of 
court therein, and for other purposes ; 

8. 3024. An act providing for the acquirement by the United 
States of privately owned lands within Rio Arriba and Taos 
Counties, N. Mex., known as the Las Trampas grant, by ex- 
changing therefor timber within the exterior boundaries of any 
national forest situated within the State of New Mexico; 

S. 3098. An act granting certain public lands to the city of 
Phoenix, Ariz., for municipal, park, and other purposes; 

$.3111. An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in any 
claims which the Stockbridge Indians may have against the 
United States, and for other purposes ; 

8.3116. An act to authorize the Choctaw, Oklahoma & Gulf 
Railway Co. and the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
Co. to construct a bridge across the White River near the city 
of De Valls Bluff, Ark. ; 

S. 3188. An act for the abandonment of a portion of the pres- 
ent channel of the south branch of the Chicago River; 

S. 3220. An act authorizing the health officer of the District 


of Columbia to issue a permit for the removal of the remains | 
of the late George Mauger Burklin and the remains of the late 
Anton Lerch Burklin from Gienwvod Cemetery, District of 


Columbia, to Fort Lincoln, Prince Georges County, Md. ; 


S. 83244. An act granting the consent of Congress to the Board 
of Supervisors of Hinds County, Miss., to construct a bridge 


across the Pearl River in the State of Mississippi ; 


S. 3263. An act to provide for the inspection of the battle 
fields in and around Fredericksburg and Spotsylvania Court 


House, Va.; 
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WAR MINERALS RELIEF ACT 

Mr. PHIPPS. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate a 
message from the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives on the bill (S. 2797) to 
authorize payments of claims under the so-called war minerals 
relief act. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I move that the Senate concur in the House 
amendments. 

Mr. ASHURST. I hope that will be done, Mr. President. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Page, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolu- 
tion (H. J. Res. 295) making appropriations for the adminis- 
tration of the World War adjusted compensation act, fiseal 
year ending June 80, 1925, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS——CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I move the adoption of the 
conference report on the second deficiency bill. 

Mr. PITTMAN, On what bill? 1 desire to be heard 

Mr. WARREN. Wait a moment. It is an effort to carry out, 

the Senator's idea. 

Mr. CURTIS. Let us have order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If Senators will take their 

seats, we can have order. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest to the Chair that the Chair 
| direct the Sergeant at Arms to restore order in the Chamber 
and to preserve order. These scenes certainly are not pleasing 
either to the public or to Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
| asked unanimous consent that this conference report be recom- 
| mitted to the conferees, and there was no objection, and it was 
so ordered. 

Mr. WARREN. It can not be done until the motion is made, 
so that the report may be liberated and I can take it back. 
In order to bring it te a question I move that on the two 
amendments in disagreement the Senate shall recede. Those 
amendments are No. 29 and No. 34. That brings the matter 
before the Senate. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, there is a unanimous con- 
sent which has been agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the unanimous-consent agreement involved a reference to 
the committee in the present condition of the bill. 

Mr. PITTMAN. What is the motion of the Senator? 

Mr. WARREN. My motion was that we recede on the two 
amendments still in disagreement, one of whieh is as to Span- 
ish Springs and the other of which is as to the employment 
of a director of reclamation. 

Mr. PITTMAN. That is, to recede or insist? 

Mr. WARREN. I was moving to recede. 
| Mr. PITTMAN. I desire to be heard on that. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ne 
vada is recognized. 

Mr. PITTMAN. This is a violation, apparently—— 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator has the right now to move 
the other thing. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I am not moving anything. I have asked 
for a unanimous-consent agreement, and I do not consider it 
has been carried out in the spirit in which it was given. 

Mr. WARREN. I have not the papers in my hands, and I 





S. 3269. An act to amend an act regulating the height of | am trying to get them 


buildings in the District of Columbia, approved June 1, 1910; 


S. 53824. An act to amend section 5 of the trade-mark act of 
1905, as amended, relative to the unauthorized use of portraits; 
S. 3355. An act granting the consent of Congress to the coun-| that they would have time to go back with it, 


ties of Marion and Florence, in the State of South Carolina, t 


Mr. PITTMAN. I want to say this, that I tried to treat 
this matter in all fairness, and at 15 minutes of 7 o'clock I 
was informed on the floor by the chairman of the committee 
so | asked 
>| unanimous consent that the conference report be referred back 


construct a bridge across the Peedee River at or near Savage | to the conference committee with instructions that they insist 


Landing, S. C.; 
8.3380. An act to grant the consent of Congress to the Cin 


cinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific Railway Co. to construct, 


upon this amendment to which 1 have referred. That was 
-| agreed to. Now, the chairman comes back and desires to 
put it in another phase, and he moves that it be referred back 


maintain, and operate a bridge across the Cumberland River | with instructions that the Senate recede from the two Senate 
in the county of Pulaski, State of Kentucky, near the town of | amendments, which means that they would do just what they 


Burnside ; 


S. 3420. An act granting the consent of Congress to the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation by the Denver & Rio 
Grande Western Railroad Co., its successors and assigns, of a 


have done, give them up. That is what it means, 

Mr. BORAH,. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PITTMAN. I still have the floor, and I can not yield 
except for a question. 


line of railroad across the southwesterly portion of the Fort | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 


Logan Military Reservation in the State of Colorado; and 


has the floor. 


S. 3484. An act for the protection of the northern Pacific Mr. PITTMAN. I do not intend to allow this matter to 


halibut fishery. 


come to a vote by any subterfuge whatever. This motion that 
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is offered by the Senator is nothing more nor less than a sub- 
terfuge to earry a yote here instructing the conferees to do 
ju hat they have already done, That is what it is, to 
insivruct them to reeede when they have already receded. It 
is just another method ef getting at the same thing, and it is 
u subterfuge and a violation of the unanimows-consent agree- 
ment we entered into just awhile ago. You could not set that 
unenimous-censent agreement aside by any motion whatever, 


i Senate stand y its rules. You could not set it aside 
‘ pt by another unenimous-consent agreement. The Chair 
clared that t greement is in effect: and if it is in 
‘ A i ‘ } ence report is not before the Senate, 
| if ! ( the conference committee with in- 
of the § ite as to what to do with it. If they are 
{do that with it, let them go. If they are not, 
let them sta L will pro ! to read some of the fact finding 
commission's report, which I think Senators should hear in 
this ? ter 
Mr. BURSUM. Mr. Pr ( > 
\ir. PITTMAN. Tf do not yield to the Senator 
Alr,. BURSUM Will the Senator yield to me——~ 
Mr. PITTMAN, 1 will not yield. 
ir. BURSUM. To make a unanimous-consent request? 
Myr. PITTMAN. I will not yield to the Senator for any 
purpose TI I ht settle that. 
Let me © t exactly how violent is the effort of these 
begzesiiitors To et three or four million dollars for their pet 
projects which are approved by the faet finding commission, 


and not authorized by the Budget. 
1 read from the recommendations of the fact finding com- 
Mission: 
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the payment of the adjusted compensation. It is one of tf] 
features, as I take it, in the urgent deficiency appropriation 
bill, and I am sure no Senator would want to defeat that appro- 
priation. 

Mr. SMOOT. It simply provides 

Mr. PITTMAN. If it is unanimously agreed that I do not 
lose the floor or the right to discuss this motion, I will be happy 
to yield, and I suppose no one will object to that. 

Mr. KING. I should like to hear the resolution read, 

Mr. ROBINSON. It would be 7 o'clock before it could be 
read. 

Mr. KING. What ts it about? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. It provides for the payment of the 
adjusted compensation. It is one item in this bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The joint resolution appropriates for the 
Veterans’ Bureau the funds necessary for the immediate use 





| of the Government under the adjusted compensation act. 


| Newlands project was among those first selected and author- | 
ted ter th sare ¢ lamation law 

The engineering feature were carefully considered, the water 
stpply based von the u of storag in Lake Tahoe, id the agri 
cult 1 study of soils made in accordance with then Knewn acientilic | 
method It seemed to offer, limatically, agriculturally, and physi- 
enally,. an opportunity for a successful project 

The original possible area was thonght to be about 450,000 acres; | 
that wa early reduced to 897.000 acre and later to 206,000 and 
finally to 73.000, whe it was found, as a result of years of legal 
< } ‘ hat t expected use of the water of Lake Tanoe was |! 
Ir illab! 


There is still some misunderstanding albont the unanimous- 
consent agreement. Fire wpanimous-consent agreement binds 


but one amendment, and that is the amendment providing an | 


appropriation for the Spanish Springs project, a division of the 
Yuma project. The commiitee is at liberty to do anything they 
want to do with regard to any other project under the unani- 
mous-comsent agreement. 

Mir. WARREN, We have seven items there in disagreement. 
I am perfectly willing te move, if the Senator will permit, that 
the report shall be adepred with instructions on the two amend- 
ments in disagreement that it shall be taken back—— 

Mr. PIVEMAN, No: I will not stand for any substitute like 
that. This report shall not be acted on in any way until that 
ninendment is included. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, does the Senator yield? I 
sympathize with the Senator—— 

Mr. PITTMAN. I refuse to yield at this time. 

Mr. ASHURST. I appeal to the Senator to let the bill pass. 
I am burt more than he is. 

Mr. PITTMAN. lL can not yield. Mr. President, it is be- 
lieved that the—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (rapping for order). There 
must be order in the Chamber. The Sergeant at Arms is 
directed to request persons in the rear of the Chamber to be 
seated. The business of the Senate will be suspended until that 
order is enforced, [After a pause.] The Senator from Nevada 
will proceed. 

Mr. PITTMAN. TI ean say to the conference committee that 
they have full power under the unanimous-consent agreement 
and have had for the Inst 10 minutes. It allows them to go back 
and do what they please with the conference report except with 
regard to the one amendment. If they did not have their minds 
made up to kill the amendment, they would do that. I say that 
long as they have got their minds made up to kill that 
amendment the whole thing will go with it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
enable me to present a unanimous-consent request? 

Mr. PITTMAN. Yes; if I do not lose the floor by doing so. 

Mr. RORINSON, I ask unanimous consent for the presént 
consideration of the joint resolution which just came over from 
the Llouse of Representatives, providing an appropriation for 


iis 


| 
| 
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Mr. BORAH. That, as I understand it, is included in this 
bill already. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It is. 

Mr. BORAH. I object to the consideration of it. If it goes 
through, it will have to go through on this bill. This bill pro- 
tects the home builders of the West; and if the home builders 
of the West are not going to have the protection of the Con- 
gress, we are not going to vote any more taxes until they have 
an opportunity to produce so they can pay them. For six 
months Congress has devoted its time to appropriating money 
and creating heavier obligations for the taxpayer. Not another 
dollar, if I can prevent it, until some consideration is given 
to the producer, the man who must pay these taxes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 295) making appropriations 
for the administration of the World War adjusted compensa- 
tion act, fiscal year ending Jume 30, 1925, was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. PITTMAN. A parliamentary inquiry. What is this? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked 
for the present consideration of the joint resohation. 

Mr. BORAH. JF object. We will all go dewn together. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho 
objects, 

Mr. PITTMAN. Now, Mr. President, I want to say this: 
I have not had an opportunity to go entirely into this subject, 
but, nevertheless, L have stated enough of it to show the charac- 
ter of the legislation. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate agree to the House resolution just presented. 

Mr. BORAH. Upon that I want to be heard. I do not 
propose that the man who ts struggling to save his home shall 
be diseriminated against any longer. 

FINAT ADJOURNMENT 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. Ccxrirns). It is now 
o'clock, and under the concurrent resolution adopted by the 
House and the Senate of the United States, the Senate of the 
first session of the Sixty-eighth Congress stands adjourned 
without day. 


- 
‘ 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Saturpay, June 7, 1924 


The House met at 11 oclock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Our blessed Heavenly Father, only through the continuance 
of Thy merey are we able to stand in Thy presence. Wea 
praise Thee, O God, for Thy marvelous goodness: that pours 
from Thy infinite heart. All the days of our lives Thou hast 
been with us; we therefore thank Thee. Truly Thou art our 
God, and we are the people of His pasture. We bless Thee, 
O Lord, that we are living under such broad skies and in a 
land so abundant in resources that make a people great. 
Through love of virtue, zeal for knowledge, by policy and legis- 
lation may we pursue the things that make for national right- 
eousness and that edify mankind. Be gracious and merciful 
unto our President and the Speaker of this Congress. Bless 
and direct all Members, all officers, all employees, and pages 
of this House while the intervening months pass by. May no 
peril befall our dwellings; stay the hand of affliction and keep 
us in the shadow of Thy presence. With hearts of gladness 
and with wills to serve help us to lighten life’s burden, lift 
life’s load, and brighten life’s way, through Jesus Christ our 
Lord. Amen, 
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yesterday was read and 


approved, 
COMPENSATION OF CIVILIAN EMPLOY S IN THE FU DS Vic} 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I call up from the Speaker's 

ar the bill H.R. 9561) making add 


hill (FT. RR. O561) 
civilian employees in the field services, with Senate amend- 
ments thereto, and mi 
uy Clerk will report the Senate amendmetit 
The Clerk read the Sen: 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speake 
ments to 


tion of the figures in his b 





there are two small amend- 
correct some mistakes that 

lL and one amendment which 
provides for an appropriation of $55,000 to protect the fishet 


in Alaska, under an act just passed, but it was too 


ere made if the or ipila 


activities 


late coming from the Director of the Budget to get into the 
deficiency bil I move to concur in the Senate amendments 
The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the Senate 


The Senate amendments were agreed to, 


WAR-GRAFT CASES 


Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, on page 8999 of 
the Recorp it will be observed that 1 secured wnhanimous con- 
sent that upon the return te the House of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, the gentleman from Lilinois |Mr 
MappEN], he be given five minutes in which to give me the name 
: result of the expenditure of a 
appropriations, had been committed to any 
nitentiary on the charge of war graft. The chair- 
» Committee on Appropriations is now present. I have 
was so busy, but he is here now and 


} 


pe rson Who. us the 


ne bothered him while he 
I ask unanimous consent that he use five minutes at this time 
to give me the name of any one person in the penitentiary as 
a result of war-graft prosecution. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mer. Speaker, I observe that the gentleman 
from Illinois is not pre it at this moment. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. He was just a moment 

Mr. CRAMTON. He is very 
ciency appropriation bill. 

The SVEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will have op- 
portunity to accede to the request of the from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Do I understand that unani- 
mous consent having been given, I may call upen him for this 
information upon his return to the Chamber? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may ask him for it when- 
ever he pleases. 


ro. 


much occupied with the defi- 


ventieman 


THE REVENUE BILL OF 1924 


Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the remarks of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Hawtey] 
giving statistical information about the new revenue Dill be 
printed as a publie document. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimeus consent that the remarks of the gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. Hawtry] be printed as a public document. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
title, in which the coneurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested: 

S. 3018. An act to anthorize the designation of deputy fiscal 
er disbursing agents in the Department of Agriculture, sta- 
tioned outside of Washington; and 

S. 3221. An act for the relief of employees of the 
of Printing and Engraving who were removed by 
order of the President dated March 31, 1922. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the ameni- 
ment of the Senate No. 18 to the bill (H. R. 9429) mak 
ing appropriations for the legislative branch of the Govern- 
ment for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other 
purposes, 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee ef conference on the disagreeing 


sureau 


Executive 


RECORD—HOUSE 


\ es of the two Howses r tive ’ a é t 
the bill (HL. R. 8839) makin pro] ‘ 
of the D rict of Columbia and « er S 
\ t OT i T Y ‘ i 
Ll ye ! ¢ June 30, 1925, and 
I to é ( I J 
‘ é . Hn NW a cf ’ 7 i 1( 
. ’ , 
‘ i i i ‘ ; 
0 t thy 
1 ; 
H. R. 130 \ Li 
H. R. 1856 Ar t of ( ie 
H. R. 4088. At t to « it Mi er 
wild life d fish 1 : 
FT. R. 4830. An t to |] » for t | , 
lands r the 1 tion [ l n 
of national forests, and for « er pu , in er t 
the continuous p tion of timber « lands « suitable 
therefor: 
» at 4 ? ’ € anth ne | or « ' ° 7 
H. R. 5318. An ¢ to authoriz 4 { e ol i Ci 
the State of Washinét 
H. R. 9434. An act nting the consen r Conere to the 
States of Georgia and Florida, through their respect! high- 
way departments, to construct a bridge across the St. M $ 


River; 


H. R. 9457. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 


States of Alabama and Georgia, throu their spective high- 
way departments, to construct and muintain a bridge across 
the Chattahoochee River at or near Alaga, Ala., connecting 
Houston County, Ala., and Early County, Ga 

H.R. 9515. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Delaware State Highway Department to const cet 
across the canal neur Rehoboth, Del 

H. R. 9177. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 


| counties of Kittitas and Grant, in the Stute of Washington, to 


construct a bridge across the Columbia River at or near Van 
tage Ferry, Wash.; 
EH. R. 9814. An act to amend section 9S of the Jndictal Code 
HL. R. 9345. Am act granting the consent of Convress for the 
corstruction of a bridge across the Ohio River between Van 
derburgh County, Ind., and Henderson County, Ky 
H. RB. 9361. An aet granting the consent of 
construction of a bridge 
He. R. 9402. An act crantinge the consent of Conrcress to the 
Fullerton & Portsmeuth Bridge Coe. to construct a bridge 
the Ohio River to connect tl} city of Por rout 
Fullerton, Ky.; 


H. R. 9612. An act granting the consent ef Congress to the 





Congress fo the 


neross the Rio Grande: 


the village of 


nm 
State of Georgia, through its highway department, to econstruet 
a bridge across the Oconee River; 
H.R. T73L. An act authorizing the Seeretary of War to sell 


a portion of the Carlisle Barracks Rese 
H. R. 7998. An act granting publie 


'ViALLOD 5 
lands te the city of 


| Golden, Colo., to secure a supply of water for municipal and 


demestic purposes; 


House Coneurrent Resolution 28 





Resolved by the House of Iepresentative th & ‘ ' 
That there be printed and bound the proceed rc ‘ te ther 
with the proceedings at the unveilir in Statuary Hall, upon tl 
aeceptanee of the statue of Sequoyah, presented | t! tate £ Okt: 
homa, 5,000 copies, of which 1,000 shall be f the us f the & te 
and 2.500 for the use of the House f Representati nd the 
remaining 1,500 shall be for the use and distribution the rs 
and Representatives in Congress from the State of Of n 

The Joint Committee on Printing is ! ! I 
copy prepared for th Public Printer, wl ill | 
trations to be bound with the proceeding 


H. R.9517. An act granting the consent of Cungress to the 
North Texas Co., of Saint Jo, Tex., a corporation organized 
under the laws eof the State of Vexas, to construct a toll 
bridge across the Ked River in the vicinity of Hilinois Bend 
Tex. ; 

H. R. 9610. An act granting the consent of 
Beard of Super 


Congress to the 
isers of Lowndes Count Miss., to 
bridge across River ; 

H. R. 6972. An act for the relief of William H. Nelson: 

H. R. 6950. An act to authorize the ineorporated tow of 
Cordova, Alaska, to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding 
$100,000 for the purpose of constructing and equipping a pultie 
school building in said town of Cordova, Alaska: 

H. R. 6255. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to av- 
thorize the incorporated town of Ketchikan, Alaska, to issue its 
bonds in any sum not to exeeed $100,000 for the purpose of evn- 
structing a schoolhouse in said town and equipping the same,” 
approved February 7, 1920; and 


construc at 
Tor wb bee 
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Hi. R. 6652. An act to authorize the city of Los Angeles, in 
the State of California, to construct and operate a line of rail- 
road across the Fort MacArthur Military Reservation in the 
State of California, 

PHIL(PPINE INDEPENDENCE 


Me. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp upon the Fairfield bill for 
independence of the Philippine Islands, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. HUDSON, Mr. Speaker, it is my desire to address the 
House on the subject of Philippine independence. I have been 
much distressed by the inference from some of the discussion 
on this subject, viz, that the Filipinos have not independence at 
the present time, that they are more or less in a state of bond- 
age, Nothing is further from the truth, and I am sure it is not 
the desire of the official representatives to give such an impres- 
sion. In fact, the only real independence the islands have ex- 
perienced has been in the last 25 years since they came into 
the possession of the United States. Certainly in the previous 
400 vears during which they were under the domination of 
Spain they enjoyed little freedom of any kind. There is a 
great difference between independence and national autonomy. 
It is the latter which the advocates of Philippine independence 
desire, and which without question should be granted, when 
it con be done without sacrificing the real Independence of the 
Filipinos. Let me quote from the address of the Hon. J. 
Slout Fassett, a former Member of this body, and the president 
of the Insular Lumber Co., given before the American Chamber 
of Commerce of the Philippine Islands, 


The Filipino people are the most independent in the world to-day. 
They have a better government for less money than any people in the 
world. They have the great good luck to have the advantage of the 
United States Consular and Diplomatic Service, which does not cost 
them a penny, and which works to their advantage every minute. 
They have the advantage of free, open, and cheerful access to the best 
market in the world and to one most friendly to them, which was worth 
last year a surplus in trade of 63,000,000 of pesos. They have the ad- 
vantage of our Army and Navy, and up to the present time they have 
the inestimable privilege of having Governor General Wood keep them 
from their own destruction. Independence is really established among 
men for the benefit of individual men, so that individual men may with- 
out let or hindrance aspire to the utmost growth of which they are in- 
dividually capable, 


In fidelity to the intention of the United States declared early 
in the history of the relationship between the two peoples, a 
policy of increasing self-government has been followed until 
the place hus been reached prophesied by Theodore Roosevelt 
when he said that “the government of the Philippine Islands 
would cease to be a government of Americans aided by Filipinos 
aud, instead, would become a government of Filipinos aided by 
Americans.” This is in truth what it is to-day. Both Filipinos 
and Americans can rejoice in the unparalleled progress of the 
islands during the last 25 years. It is therefore more impera- 
tive that any action taken shall be taken advisedly and shall 
preserve the beneficial effects of the past cooperation, 

Under the majority report of the committee providing for 
separation at the end of a 20-year period such provision can 
and should be made. It Should not be declared mercenary for 
the United States to consider the economic effects. Even with 
the commendable generosity of being willing to forego the 
indebtedness to the Government or of sacrificing private Ameri- 
can capital it is not fair to bring bankruptcy on any group of 
people when careful foresight can avoid it. Furthermore, eco- 
nomic conditions are so involved that economic loss to one 
group inevitably affect. all groups. 

lt is noteworthy that not one of the proponents of Philippine 
independence presents a method by which it may be accom- 
plished, There is no precedent for such a step. Not since the 
United States became a nation has it sold, given away, or in 
uny way released any portion of its territory. That the islands 
are part of the domain of the United States can not be denied, 
having come into the possession of the United States by three 
means, any one of which are recognized as valid by interna- 
tional daw, namely by conquest, by treaty, and by purchase. 
Therefore any action taken must be in consideration of the 
establishing of a precedent for action should the peoples, or 
any group of the peoples, of other portions of the public domain, 
Alaska, Louisiana, or California—all of which were obtained by 
purchase—desire complete separation, Neither Congress nor 
the President has the power to alienate the territory or the 
sovereignty of any portion of the public domain. Among the 
powers granted by the Constitution to either the legislative or 
the executive branches of the Government this is not mentioned. 
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The powers not specifically enumerated are reserved to tho 
several States and to the people of the United States. To sur 
render the sovereignty of the Philippine Islands would require 
the action of the whole people of the United States, either by 4 
popular vote—which has never yet been deemed wise—or by «a 
constitutional amendment ratified by the requisite number of 
States. That a modus vivendi can be agreed upon I do not 
doubt. But an action involving the welfare of 12,000,000 Ameri 
can citizens and making a precedent for future generations 
should neither be taken hastily nor be made a football o; 
partisan polities. 
BICENTENNIAL OF BIRTHDAY OF GEORGE WASHINGTON 


Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend thie 
rules and pass Senate Joint Resolution 85, authorizing an ap 
propriation for the participation of the United States in the 
preparation and completion of plans for the comprehensible 
observance of that greatest of all historie events, the bicen 
tennial of the birthday of George Washington, as amended, 


Which I send to the desk. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to 
suspend the rules and pass Senate Joint Resolution 85, as 
amended, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


S. J. Res. 85, authorizing an appropriation for the participation of the 
United States in the preparation and completion of plans for the 
comprehensive observance of that greatest of all historic events, the 
bicentennial of the birthday of George Washington 
Resolved, That there is hereby established a commission to 

be known as the United States Commission for the Celebration of the 

Two Hundredth Anniversary of the Birth of George Washington 

(hereinafter referred to as the commission) and to be composed of 

19 commissioners, as follows: 

The President of the United States; the Presiding Officer of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, ex officio; 
eight persons to be appointed by the President of the United States; 
four Senators by the President pro tempore of the Senate; and four 
Representatives by the Speaker of the House of Representatives. The 
commissioners shall serve without compensation and shall select a 
chairman from among their number. 

Sec. 2. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$10,000, to be expended by the commission in accordance with the 
provisions of this resolution, 

Sec, 3. That it shall be the duty of the commissioners, after pro 
mulgating to the American people an address relative to the reason 
of its creation and of its purpose, to prepare a plan or plans and a 
program for the signalizing of the event to commemorate which they 
are brought into being and to give due and proper consideration to 
any plan or plans which may be submitted to them; and to take such 
steps as May be necessary in the coordination and correlation of plans 
prepared by State commissions or by bodies created under appoint 
ment by the governors of the respective States and by representative 
civic bodies; and if the participation of other nations in the com- 
memoration be deemed advisable, to communicate with governments 
of such nations, 

Sec. 4. That when the commission shall have approved of a plan of 
celebration, then it shall submit for their consideration and approval 
such plan or plans, in so far as it or they may relate to the fine arts, 
to the Commission of Fine Arts, in Washington, for their approval 
and in accordance with statutory requirements. 

Src. 5. That the commission, after selecting a chairman and a vice 
chairman from among their members, may employ a secretary and 
such other assistants as may be needed for clerical work connected 
with the duties of the commission, and may also engage the services 
of expert advisers; and may fix their respective compensations within 
the amount appropriated for such purposes. 

Sec, 6. The commissioners shall receive no compensation for their 
services, but shall be paid their actual and necessary traveling, hotel, 
and other expenses incurred in the discharge of their duties ont of the 
amount appropriated, 

Sec, 7, The commission shall on or before the 4th of March, 1925, 
make a report to the Congress in order that enabling legislation may 
be enacted. 

Sec. 8. That the commission hereby created shall expire within two 
years after the expiration of the celebration, December 51, 1932, 

Sec. 9. This joint resolution shall take effect immediately 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from New York. 


Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, the celebration of 
the two-hundredth anniversary of the birth of George Wash- 
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I shall not take the 1e ¢ e Bk t le 
of this bill 


ANTON. Mr. Speaker 


Mr. B 


1 I l 1 rhe 

sity of a rule that would prohibit the Congres both Houses 
if possible, from passing any bill during the last three da 
the session and to require both House ne t t t . 
i of the session to confiz heir energies and action ee 
ference reports alone I have seen bills pass here in the | 
48 hours with the enactment and third reading aived it 

‘ ! é 1 mil dollars each, some of them iss i halt a 
minute, withou ny eonsideration whatever, without chance « 
amendment, and without opportunity for discussion; and ttf 
had been any other time except the closing hours of Cr 
they coul i have passed the House at all, and with 7 ‘ 
aebate they ould not have gotten 50 vote some « the 

1 the « uz hours of Congress you cnn invthin 


Mr GRE 


EN of Lov Will the gentiem eld 
Mr. BLANT 


ON, No I do not vield to the gentlema fro 


New York [Mr. Rrep] or to any other man in my high regars 
respect, and love or the me vy of the lather of his Count ‘ 
but what s ali this hurr about? W hh th bicentennial 
birthday of George Washington is cht yeurs hence In 100 
if you plense—and here is Congress on the last day of this 
session, with the taxpayers all over the Nation burdened ! 
many respects indi seeking relief in propel legislation hers 
we ure on the last day of the session taki: up a bill that 
applicable to the celebration of a birthday eight years hen 

I kwow that this little $10,000 to some of you is a bavate! 
L know that much, but I want to ask you, Who is ying te 
pend this money? Hlow are the ( ‘ a pend t? W haat 
is the necessity of spending it this year? Nobody has told u 
Why, the chairman of this committee when 20 minutes of 
debate is allowed him he takes his seat and says, L submit 
the bill to the House without argument; I offer no explana 
tion of it I tell the membership nething at all about where 


this money is goimg or who expends it. Ll made some investi 


gution here in the last eight years about varie bureau chiefs 


and heads of departme: who w money to expend in vaca 
tion time, and the think of eve kind of excuse on Gor 
earth to get Congre to give them spending money. 


I know something about how this $10,000 is going to be ex 
pended this year 
is to oceur. The people in my 
depending on me as one 
what I am doing when I vote 
of the Treasury I will tell you what is going to . This 
is merely the nose of the enmel getting under the tent Why ck 
they have to spend $10,000 this year to celebrate proper! 


eight years before the bicentennial celebration 
district, 314,000 of them, are 
of the 435 Representative 


a ll to take their monev out 





bicentennial birthday of George Washinete that will not 
occur until 1982? Why, the spirit of regard Wa eton’s 
| memory is inherent in the hearts of al! the ine Is of our 
|} country. They need no money eight ye hefor ion 
i to spur them on Why, this birt vy is to hk elebrated i 
every nook of the United States in 1982, and the 1 do It 
without money {Applause.| I \ tell you whiat going to 
happen. We will give this $10,000 to seme committer cvnmne 
| commission, some bureau this year, and will d 
the fiseal year is ended you ¢: ot tell on enefit 
that has been derived from this ex) re. and next ear en 
the Congress meets, you will find this distingu omm *ttes 
th its distinguished chairma: vy] e all vY respect 
and for whom we have hi re ‘ vou iy ' a 
in again next year with anoth esolution recit 1 onl 
seven years then stand betwee i! 1982, an en, insten 
of asking for $10,000 next yea e will ask $50,000 Iw 
years from now it will be S10 a the ©) > t to 
1932 every year luring these e i ears vou are going to have 
the appropriation grow like a rolling snowba : will 
find men here who will get up and say, “ Oh, we ars t short on 
these things! Why, this is the Father of his Con What do 
we care about money when we celebrate his bicentennial birth- 
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{ Were necessary to appropriate to celebrate this 
) I mild vote with you to the limit when 1952 comes, 
wre in ne necessity now for spending this money eight 

” re the eelebration 
to say to my collengues this When you go home this | 
siminer, you keep this in mind. You are going to find this 
theucht uppermost in the minds of your constituents—the 


thenvht of economy in Government expenditures You are going 
to tind when you go home that your constituents are for stop- 
be these extravaganees. They are for stopping these needless 
‘xpenditures Phey want the expenditures of the Government 
! ed instead of increased all the time 
‘ hose boys out in your district write you letters here 
vu in vour office and say, “Dear John, your letter is 
reeeive 1 will give careful and immediate attention to it. 
Vers neerely yours But when you go home and John meets 
Hoon the street and he asks you a question you ean not then 
I will vive it careful consideration.” You have got to 
answer that question, and you have got to give him a specific 
answer, and one for each question he asks you, and I am try- 
ue te conduct myself here and my votes here so that when I go 


home and meet the boys on the street I can answer all their 


questions without equiyoeation or evasion 

Mr. CULLEN Will the gentleman yield? 

Vr BLANTON I will yield. but I have about concluded. 

Mr. CULLEN 1 de not want to interrupt the gentleman, 
mut ot have been porimy over this bill, and I have not been able 
to find what sum is to be appropriated 

Mr. BLANTON Ten thousand dollars this year 

Mr. CSULLEN It is net in the bill 

Mero BLANTON, The gentleman has a 
Clerk read the committee bill 

ispend the rules and pass. 

Mr. CULLEN. The bill T have is the Senate bill. 

Mr. BLANTON, L will say this, when the time comes in 
1osz LF will join with vou In going the limit on any proper way 
te observe this worthy celebration 

But it is too early 
Starting too seon 


different bill. The 


now to begin spending money. We are 
[ hope vou will not pass this bill, 

Mr. Speaker, U reserve the balance of my time 

Phe SPEAKER 
tleman from New 
puss the resolution 

The question was taken. 


The question is on the motion of the gen- 
York [Mr Reep| to suspend the rules and 


Mr. BLANTON Mr. Speaker, [T object to the vote, and I 
make the point of order that there is no quorum present, 
The SPEAKER. Evidently there is no quorum present. 


The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will 
bring in the absentees, and the Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 


not ting 108, as follows: 

YEAS eS 
Abernethy (hristopherson Free Jeffers 
Ackernianu (lanes Freeman Johnsen, Ky 
Aldrich Clarke, N.Y Frothingham Johnson, S. Dak 
Allen Cleary Fulbright Johnson, Tex 
Anthony Cole, Lowa Fuller Kearns 
Arnold Collier Pulmet Keller 
Aswell Collins Gallivan Kelly 
Bacon Colton (rardner, Ind Kendall 
Rarbour onnallv, Tex Garrett, Tenn Kindred 
Barkley Connery Garrett, Tex King 
Beedy Cook Ciasque Kopp 
Reers Cooper, Wis Gibson Kurtz 
Bey Corning Gifford Kvale 
Rell (ramton Glatfelter Latiuardia 
Berg (risp Goldsborough Lampert 
ixler Croll Graham, Ill Lanbam 
Black, N.Y Crosser (jreen, Lowa Lankford 
Bla lex Cullen Greene, Mass. Larsen, Ga 
land Cummings (Greenwood Lazaro 
Bloou Dallinger trriffin Lea, Calif 
Bowling lvarrow Hadley Leatherwood 
Box Davey Hardy Leavitt 
Boy Davis, ‘Tenn, Harrison Lee, Ga 
Boylan Dempsey Hastings Lehibach 


Brand. Ga Denison Haugen Lindsay 


Brand, Ohio Dickinsen, lowa Hawes Lineberger 
Rrives Dickinson, Mo Hawley Linthicum 
Britten Dowell Hayden Lowrey 

Rrow Wis Driver liersey Luce 

Browning Dyes Hickey McClintic 

Brumm Kagan Hill, Ala McDuffie 
tuchanan Elliott Hill, Ma McFadden 
Buckley Evans, lowa Lill, Wash McKenzie 
Burdick Evans, Mont, Hoch McLaughlin, Mich 
Burtness Fairehitd Holaday MeLaughlin, Nebr. 
tyrns, Tenn Fanst Hooker McLeod 

Cable Favrot Howard, Nebr McReynolds 
Campbell Fenn Iludson McSwain 

Canfield Fish Hull, lowa McSweeney 
Carew Fisher liull, William B. MacGregor 
Carter Fleet wood Ilumphreys MacLafferty 
Casey Foster Jacobstein Magee, N. Y. 
Chindblom rear James Magee, Pa, 


| 


which the chairman moved to | 


306, nays 19, 


~~ eee nee 


Major, Mo. 
Manstield 
Mapes 
Martin 
Mead 


| Merritt 


Michener 
Miller, Wash, 
Mills 

Minahan 
Montague 
Mooney 

Moore, Ga. 
Moore, Obto 
Moore, Va. 
Moores, Ind 
Morehead 
Morgan 

Morris 

Morrow 
Murphy 
Nelson, Me 
Nelson, Wis 
Newton, Minn, 
Newton, Mo 
Nolan 

O'Brien 
O'Connell, N, Y. 
O'Connell, R, I, 
O'Connor, La. 
(yConnor, N.Y, 
O'Sullivan 
Oldtield 

Oliver, Ala, 


Allgood 
Almon 
Bankhead 
Blanton 
Bushy 


| Anderson 


Andrew 
Ayres 
Bacharach 
Beck 

Boies 
Browne, N. J. 


Bulwinkle 
Burton 
Butler 
Byrnes, S.C. 
‘eller 
‘lague 
‘lark, Fla. 
‘ole, Ohio 
‘onnolly, Pa, 
‘ooper, Ohio 
‘rowther 
urry 


Davis, Minn, 
Deal 
Dickstein 
Dominick 
Doughton 
Doy le 

Drane 
Drewry 


So, two-thirds having voted in the affirmative, the rules were 
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Oliver, N. Y. 
Park, Ga. 
Parks, Ark, 
Peery 
Perkins 
Perlman 
Porter 

Pou 

Prall 

Purnell 

Quin 

tagon 
Rainey 
Raker 
Ramseyer 
Ransley 
Rathbone 
Rayburn 
Reece 

Reed, N. =; 
Reid, Tl. 
Richards 
Roach 
Robinson, Iowa 
Robsion, Ky. 
togers, Mass, 
Romjue 
Rubey 
Sabath 
Salmon 
Sanders, Ind, 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Schafer 
Schneider 


Seger 
Shallenberger 
Simmons 
Sinclair 
Sinnott 
Smith 
Smithwick 
Snell 

Snyder 
Speaks 
Spearing 
Sproul, Ul, 
Sproul, Kans, 
Stedman 
Stephens 
Stevenson 
Strong, Pa. 


Summers, Wash. 


Swank 
Swing 
Swoope 
Taber 

Tague 
Taylor, Colo, 
Temple 
Thatcher 
‘Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Okla. 
‘Thompson 
Tilson 
Timberlake 
Tincher 
Tinkham 
Treadway 


NAYS—19 


Cunnon 
French 
Garber 
Gilbert 


Johnson, Wash. 
Jones 
Kincheloe 
Major, Ill. 


Huddleston Rankin 
NOT VOTING—-108 
Edmonds Logan 
Fairfield Longworth 
Fitzgerald Lozier 
Fredericks Lyon 


Funk 

(aarner, Tex, 
Geran 
Graham, Pa, 
Griest 
Hammer 
Howard, Okla. 
Iludspeth 


Hull, Morton D. 


Ifull, Tenn. 


Johnson, W. Va. 


Jost 
Kahn 
Kent 
Kerr 
Ketcham 
Kiess 
Knutson 
Kunz 
Langley 
Larson, Minn, 
Lilly 

Lit tle 


McKeown 
McNulty 
Madden 
Manlove 
Michaelson 
Miller, 111, 
Milligan 
Moore, IL. 
Morin 

Mudd 

Paige 
Parker 
Patterson 
Peavey 
Vhillips 
Quayle 
Reed, Ark. 
Reed, W. Va. 
Rogers, N. H. 
Rosenbloom 
Rouse 
Sanders, Tex, 
Schall 


suspended and the resolution was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Cole of Ohio with Mr. Rogers of New Hampshire. 
Mr. Kiess with Mr. Byrnes of South Carolina, 


Mr. Little with 


Mr. Doyle. 


Mr. White of Maine with Mr. Hludspeth. 
Mr. Ward of New York with Mr. Jost. 
Mr. Kahn with Mr. Clark of Florida. 
Mr. Taylor of Tennessee with Mr. Howard of Oklahoma. 


Mr. Sears of Nebraska with Mr, 


Mr. Mudd with Mr. Doughten. 
Mr. Toise with Mr. Hull of Tennessee 

Mr. Connolly of Pennsylvania with Mr. Kunz 
Mr. Seott with Mr, Celler. 

Mr. Curry with Mr, Lilly. 

Mr. Griest with Mr. Quayle. 
Mr. Patterson with Mr. Drane. 
with Mr. Logan. 
Mr. Bacharach with Mr. Wilson of Mississippi. 
Mr. Cooper of Ohio with Mr, Tucker. 


Mr. Michaelson 


Mr. Phillips with Mr, Hammer. 


Mi. Shreve with Mr. Lyon. 


Mr. Iredericks with 


Mr. Sweet with Mr, Stengle 


Mr. Vare with 


Mr. Rouse 


Mr. Woodruff with Mr. Deal. 
Mr, Funk with Mr. Tydings. 
Mr. Parker with Mr. Garner of Texas, 


Mr. Graham of Pennsylvania with Mr. Dominick. 


Mr. Morin with Mr. Milligan. 
Mr. Andrew with Mr. Lozier. 
Mr. Burton with Mr. Kerr. 

Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr, Johnson of West Virginia, 


Mr. Fitzgerald with Mr. Geran. 


Mr. laige with Mr. Drewry 


Mr. Butler with Mr. Bullwinkle. 


Mr. Crowther with Mr. Ayres. 


Mr. Liull, William E., 
Mr. Ketcham with Mr, 


Kent. 


Mr, Sullivan. 


with Mr. Sears of Florida, 
teed of Arkansas. 


JUNE 


Tnderhill 
Underwood 
Upshaw 
Vaile 
Vestal 


Vincent, Mieh, 


Vinson, Ga. 
Voigt 
Wainwright 
Wason 
Watkins 
Watson 
Weller 
Wertz 
White, Kans. 
Williams, Il} 


Williams, Mich. 
Williams, Tex. 


Williamson 
Wilson, Ind, 
Wilson, La. 
Wingo 
Winter 
Wolff 
Wood 
Woodrum 
Wright 
Wurzbach 
Wyant 
Yates 
Young 
Zihiman 


Sandlin 
Steagall 


Taylor, W. Va. 


Tillman 


Scott 

Sears, Fla. 
Sears, Nebr. 
Sherwood 
Shreve 

Sites 

Stalker 
Stengle 
Strong, Kang, 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex, 
Sweet 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Tucker 
Tydings 

Vare 

Vinson, Ky. 
Ward, N. Y, 
Ward, N.C, 
Watres 
Weaver 
Wefald 
Welsh 

White, Me. 
Wilson, Miss, 
Winslow 
Woodruft 
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Mr. Longworth with Mr. Brown of New Jersey | 

Mr. Manlove with Mr. McKeown 

Mr. Winslow with Mr. Vinson of Kentucky. 

Mr. Madden with Mr. Sanders of Texas | 

Mr. Welsh with Mr. Weaver | 

Mr. Stalker with Mr. McNulty 

Mr. Watres with Mr. Sherwood 

Mr. Reed of West Virginia with Mr. Dickstein, | 

Mr. Anderson with Mr. Sites 

Mr. Knutson with Mr, Wefald 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The doors were opened, | 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr, Speaker, I ask unani 
mous consent to address the House for one minute, in order to 
correct an error in the printing of the bill affecting the Veterans’ 
Bureau, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South | 
Dakota asks unanimous consent to address the House for one | 
minute on veterans’ legislation, Is there objection? [After | 
a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, on page | 


10064 of the Recorp of June 5 last, section 201, paragraph 1, the 
following is stated: 


If death occur, or shall have occurred subsequent to April 6, 191T, 
and before discharge or resignation from the service, the United 
States shall pay for burial expenses and the return of body to his 


home a sum not to exceed $150, as may be fixed by regulation 


Mr. Speaker, this is a misprint, as the conferees agreed that 
this amount should be $100. Owing to the fact, however, that 
there is included the statement that it shall be “not to exceed” 
$150 and the amount may be fixed by regulation, by the Director 
of the Veterans’ Bureau, the Veterans’ Committee will not try 
to secure the passage of a curative resolution through the House, 
and I am making this statement only that the Director of the 
Veterans’ Bureau will have official notice that the conferees 
agreed on $100 and that he, therefore, will not exceed that 
sum and will so fix the regulation. 


THE BONUS, 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a short statement 
entitled “The effect of the bonus on trade activities, the 
revenues, and tax reduction.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp 
by printing a short statement entitled “ The effect of the bonus 
on trade activities, the revenues, and tax reduction.” Is there 
objection? 

Mr. SCHAFER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
may I ask the gentleman from Arkansas whether these re- 
marks will contain a solution of the farmer’s trials and tribula- 
tions and provide a means of relieving him of his present dis- 
tress? 

Mr. WINGO. I am sorry they will not, becguse the state- 
ment I desire to insert comes from a leading financial publica- 
tion, so you could not expect that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp, I include the following: 

{From the 


RADE ACTIVITY, AND TAX REDUCTION | 


Susiness Conditions Weekly, Alexander Hamilton Institute] 


THE BONUS AND TRADE ACTIVITY 
has just offered $150,000,- 


The spending of this money will have some 


The American Telephone & Telegraph Co 
000 of stock to investors. 
effect upon business, but even though this is a large amount of money 
for corporation it represents only one-fourth of 1 per 
cent of the total spendings of the American people every year. 

This percentage applies the bonus bill. The amount of 
money which will be disbursed the bonus bill during the first 
year will be practically the the money which the American 
Telephone & Telegraph Co. will receive from selling its common stock 
The effect upon trade activity will be negligible. About $150,000,000 


iny to spend 
also to 
under 


Same AS 


will be collected in taxes from Mr. Jones and Mr. Brown and paid to 
Sergeant Smith and Private O’Brien Some of the wealthier tax- 
payers will have a few dollars less to spend, but there will be no de- 


crease in the total amount spent for merchandise. There will just be 
a difference in the places where the money is spent. It will be spent 
where Sergeant Smith and Private O’Brien do their shopping instead 
of in the places where Taxpayers Jones and Brown spend their money, 
llowever, there will be no withdrawal of funds from production and 
employment, because it is merely a taking from Peter to pay Paul, 
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and Paul will spend the money for much the same sort of merchandise 





is Veter is accustomed >» \u ; ) } 
ountry on a muunt of the bo luring 12 +; WwW in 
connection with the extra : ud 4 ) a4 ) lin handling 
the mmplicated Army ul Na scord v “Na »s vl 
$5,000,000 $10,000 000 a i c'ra on »> ane 
ther ypenses of Administration i ,oOnuUSs 
these erks and this m py would go luctive 
industry However, the amount rf nor i hi xt 
lerks from productive ind y ‘ srnnet i ng 
general business conditions 

As a business factor the bon will be more tmp ‘ 
hence The bill provid that if annual disburset lo ’ 
ll of the sinking fund provided, amounting » oO $100,000 000 
year, the Treasury shall in t any idle bonus in Gio neu 
bonds Perhaps six or eight years from now the 1 v yt 
bonus funds in Goverumen wonds will luen 1 mark 
Then at the end of 20 vears, when a he iran rtificates 
expire, the Government will hav bonds purchased meantim 
in order to effect the final payment to the ‘teruns then ] g 

Tt is also possible hat within eight ten t} tul ley 
which the veterans will borrow from the banks by pledging insuran 
certificates will become a factor in the money ark: llow th 
is a popular misunderstanding about ! wrrowing p ision of th 
law rhe authority to borrow 90 per cent of the value of t! surance 
certificate after two years does not mean tha he holder of a $1,004 
‘ertificate can borrow $900 after two years If that re possible, t! 
veterans could borrow tl luge sum of $2,500,000 n) ft wo yea 
That would be equal to 6 pet nt of the tota mank loans of ft! 
‘ountry in the borrowing provision of the bonus law, how r, ther 
is a difference between fa liv ind min ilu , i 1 i 
certificate os instance, the t ile WwW ia i il > $1,000 
will not have any loan value a ill during th r wo years 
third year the loan ulue will be nearly $90 Assuming tha 5,000,000 
veterans will have certificates with a fac alne of early $5,000,000 
000, the maximum borrowing permitted in the third ir will be about 
9 per cent of the total, or $270,000,000 In the mirth year the maxi 
mum borrowings will be increased to $250,000,000 After 10 ‘are 
the veterans will be abl rroew around $1,000,000,000 Ilow: 
we do not believe the veterans will exercise this borrowing pri “Z 
in full, and doubt whether much more than one-half or two-thirds o 
the maximum borrowing Hmit will be reached in any year Moreo 
the increase in such borrowings will be very gradual and will not ha 
a disturbing effect upon trade activity in any 

In brief, merchants and inufacturers may tgnore the bonus tn 
making up their budgets for the next two years The passage o hb 
bill over the President's veto has added to the confusion in the politics 
outlook, but th polit il msequences are more imp in lan h 
trade consequences so far as 1924 is concerned 

TAX REDUCTIO 

It is to be hoped that Congress will proceed » adopt some fo ’ 
tax reduction bill In saying this we are not irresponsible We do no 
overlook the fact that the mis act will require some extra expend 
ture of money. Howeve the cent opponents of the bonus ar at 


tempting to make a mountain out of a molehill in arguing that taxes 
in not be reduced on account of the passage of the bonus act rh 
have temporarily lost their sense of proportion By proportion. in this 
ise, we mean the actual ratio of Treasur surpin ) leficit to the 
total Federal revenues If a deficit of 25 per ‘nt in Treasury revenues 
were impending we should b varmed We un t ike serious! 
however, any deficit which s than 5 p . he total n 
One reason is that a 5 per cent deficit in Un 1 States 4 
will not lead to any panic or financial embarrassment Another or 
is that we can not always ly on the preliminary forecasts o i 
Treasury. We have seen the expert guesses of the wUryv go wro 
by as much as 5 per cent or mor In 1922 Treasury did no 
accurately forecast the increased prosperit 1925 ind heref 
underestimated income taxes and tariff duties Ad t was expected 
; but a surplus was realized In the following tabl showing estimates 
for the fiscal years ending Jun 1924, and Jun 0 ") ‘ 
i the Treasury expects a surplus rf ) r $200.000.000) thi , and 
| next rhe passage of bonus bill will se the Treasu estima 
of a $400,000,000 surplus during »> noxt 12 month bh “ts } , 
$250,000,000 If the proposed tax eduction bill es throug 
| surplus will be entirely wiped ont Let asstime that thet vill b 
a deficit of $100,000,000 Th mportant thing to nsid t 
relation of this deficit to the tax r nies f total 
| decline to $3,300,000,000 next year instead of the $3.700,900,000 
| ticipated under the present tax s hedules, the defi 100.000 000 
| would be 3 per cent of the total revenues Ad of $200,000, 000 
would be 6 per cent of the total revenues l +n sufficient to 
cause any financial embarrassment, amd it is ONS it with 
economy in expenses and large revenues on runt yenerally good 
| trade in 1925 no deficit would materialive during ex vo ars 








United Statea Treasuru tbudact 


| Ord v 7 | Surplus 

i @x re t 

| 
1 uy $n. ¢ ), 000 +-$87, 000, 000 
j m0 )) 4.1080 wr 4-214, 000, 000 
j 17. 000, 000 4. 007. 008. G00 +310, 000, 000 
1 0. 000 3. & . ) 30, 000, 000 
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i Ot iF MAR > 

r. MADDEN ir. Speaker, some days ago the gentleman 
from Wiseousin [Mr. Frear] in a speech on the floor of the 
House re | to Junius Wood, a correspondent of the Chicago 
Donily New Mr. Wood is one of my constituents and he has 
just w mea letrer denying some of the statements made by 
thy nifemen from Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent te 
j lish Mr. Wood's letter in the Recorp. 

Vi KING Mr. Speaker, I object. 


M PREAR. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that this is the 
enme main who under his own name declared that Senators and 
Representatives in Congress were receiving money from the 


Philippine Independence Commission for supporting Philippine | 


independence; he sent that statement from Manila to 23 Ameri- 
vepapers and has never denied it or made any amends. 


CHAUNCEY M. DEPEW 

fr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks by printing in the Recorp the remarks of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. SAanpers] on the occasion 
of the ninetieth birthday of Chauncey M. Depew, at Briarcliff, 
in my district 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 
York asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 


Recorp by printing the remarks of his colleague from Indiana | 
fMr. Sanpers] on the oceasion of the ninetieth birthday of | 


Chauncey M. Depew. 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp, I include a speech made by 
Representative Evererr SANDERS on May 31, 1924, on the occa- 
sion of the dinner given in honor of Chauncey M. Depew: 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] 


SUHECH MADR BY REPRESENTATIVE BVBRETT SANDERS 0 MAY 31, 1924, ON 
hue OQCCASLON OF TH DINNER GIVPN IN HONOR OP CHAUNCBY M 
DHE BW, r BREARCLIFF MANOR, N. Y, 


It is an honor indeed to sit at the dinner given for Chauncey M. 
lepew, whose rare humor and. charming discourse have delighted the 
2 ts of hundreds of banquets for two generations. 
udiana feels particularly kindly toward our noted friend, for it 
wis his great influence in 1888 which led the Republican National Con- 
vention to nominate for the presidency, Indiana’s son, Gen. Benjamin 
Ifarrison In 1892 it was his eloquent voice that placed before the 
eonvention the name of President Harrison for renomination. 

President Parrison urgently invited Senator Depew to enter his 
Cabinet soon after his inauguration, and later during his administra- 
tion urged him te become his Secretary of State. The Hoosiers share 
in the regret throughout the country that Mr. Depew found it im- 
possible to accept. . 

A few years ago I saw Senator Depew at the Republican National 
Convention. He spoke at the crowded Colosseum in Chicago, and tlie 
warm reception given him, showed how secure he was in the hearts 
of the people. Since I shall be at the convention at Cleveland, I 


desire to exp what I know will be the hope of all in attendance— 
that he will grace the convention with his presence. No convention 
would be 2 complete success without him. 


We bring to him to-night our congratulations in this his ninetieth 
year, The Nation had just finished its first half century when he 
hecame one of its citizens by birth. In its second half century, at the 
time when the country most needed his strength, he was in the fore- 
front in the development of its great commercial and industrial poten- 
tialities. In the third half century not. yet ended he added his. great 
intellect toward the solution of its governmental problems. For 
al) this America is grateful to him, 

When he is in a reminiscent mood, he must look back and marvel 
at the changes that have occurred within his lifetime in means. of 
communication and methods of transportation and at a thousand other 
phenominal and beneficial changes. One outstanding thing that has 
not changed, however, according to contemporary periodicals, is the 
tendency of the people to conclude that each particular Congress is 
the worst ever. 

I wish that some time from his rich experience he wonld, remind the 
people that, good or bad, it has been under the guidance of the laws 
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Satie year after year by each succeeding much “cussed” Congres 








that America h reached the foremost place among all the nations 


of the earth. This reminder coming from one so great and so beloved 
may temper their critical attitude and inspire them with a new confi 
dence in the legislative branch of their Government, whose Members 
after all, are selected by the people. 


, 


BICENTENNIAL OF BIRTHDAY OF GEORGE WASHINGTON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection House Joint 
Resolution 199, a joint resolution in connection with the cele 
bration of the bicentennial of the birthday of George Washing 
ton, will be laid on the table, a similar Senate bill having just 
been passed by the House. 

There was no objection. 

PERSONAL PRIVILEGE 
Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois rose. 


The SPBHAKBR pro tempore. For what purpose dees the 


| gentleman from Lilinois rise? 


Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois; Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed for three minutes, 

The SPEAKER pre tempere. The gentleman from Illinois 
asks unanimous. consent to proceed for three minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker and Members of the 
House, for the last four Congresses I have participated in the 
deliberations of this body. To say that I am leaving now with 
unmixed feelings of happiness would be to state what is not 
true. I have enjoyed my associations with this body very much. 
I hope when L go to another activity that the Members of this 
House, with whom I have had such pleasant associations, will 
understand that L do not want to be entirely excluded from 
their thoughts, and that I certainly shall retain the liveliest 
interest in the activities of this House. [Applause. ] 

I want to say something more before I leave as to the char- 
acter of this bedy. I have found here what I believe is fairly 
representative of the best theught ef the country at all times. 
[Applause.] Whatever may be the criticisms of this body, I 
have learned from my experienees in the last eight years that 
here are men above the average of intelligence and, I believe, 
far above the average in patriotic thought, and that many of 
the criticisms which are aimed at this body are unjust, un- 
timely, and ought not to be made. [Applause.] 

If I might make one observation in closing, it is this: I have 
come to view with some sort of apprehension and alarm a 
tendency that is prevalent throughout this country, and that is 
the tendency of the people of the country to think along cluss 
lines and to seek in this forum class legislation of all kinds and 
on all subjects. If there is anything the country ought to be- 
ware of, and if there is anything this House in its future delib- 
erations ought to beware of, it is that tendency, which is not 
the fault of the Members of this House or of the body at the 
other end of the Capitol but is the fault of the people them- 
selves in thinking along class lines. It is a menace to fle 
country, and I hope it is one that will in time be obliterated 
by reason of the general consciousness of the people that, after 
all, the function of this body is to act for the people generally 
and to have mass consciousness instead of class conscions- 
ness, which many of those who send us here would have us 
assume. 

In closing my congressional life to-night, IT want to again ask 
that occasionally you have me in your minds. 1 want to come 
baek once in a while and sit on this floer, where I have had 
such pleasant labors with you, and in closing say I appreciate 
to the fullest extent the many kindnesses which you men of 
this House on both sides have extended to me in the past and 
to express my appreciation. [Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, [I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for one minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
asks unanimous consent to address the House for one min- 
ute. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. CRISP. Gentlemen of the House, I am sure I voice the 
sentiment of every man in the House when I say it is with 
sincere regret that we lose from our membership the dis- 
tinguished gentleman. who has just addressed you, [Applause.] 

We are rejoiced, of course, at his preferment, but his. place 
in. this House. will be missed. The Speaker has called upon 


him. frequently. to diseharge the onerous duties of Presiding 
Officer of this House, and at all times he has discharged the 
duties. with. ability, with fairness and impartiality, and to the 
satisfaction of the House. 

Speaking for you. all, we wish him, I am sure, health and 
‘happiness and success in his new undertaking, the duties of 
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which we know he will discharge in a manner to reflect credit 
upon himself and the appointing power. [Applause.] 
BATTLE OF LEXINGTON AND CONCORD 

Mr LUCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
poss House Joint Resolution No, 259, establishing a commis- 
sion for the participation of the United States in the observance 
of the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the Battle of 
Lexington and Coneord, authorizing an appropriation to be 
utilized in connection with such observance, and for other pur- 

e Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved te hat there is hereby established a commission to be 


known as the United States Lexington-Concord Sesquicentennial Com- 
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The appropriation authorized is modest, $5,000 for the 
traveling expenses of the commission and its incidentals and 
$10,000 which is likely to be used for taking the Marine Band 


there and for such other share in the celebration as the com 
missioners may see fit to arrange. 

With this explanation, I trust we may get a speedy vote 
on the matter and so reach other questions of greater magni 
tude in point of money, but which will not be of greater magni- 
tude In point of historic importance 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I, of course, have that pride that 
all Americans have in the valor and the achievements that 
sought to be commemorated by this resolution. 

I should not have said anything upon this occasion except for 
two rensons. The first is I noticed in the report a phrase 
[ read: 


ure 


Which 


Whether or not we may go so far as to say that Lexington Common 
or the bridge at Concord, where the embattled farmers stood, saw the 
birth of American liberty, there can be no question that the sacrifices 


of the 
led to independence 

The phrase that caught my attention was “ where 
battled farmers stood.” [Laughter and applause. | 

[ say that the phrase that attracted my attention is “ where 
the embattled farmer stood.” I ask my Republican friends to 


day cemented the American Colonies in the unity of action that 


the em 


| day the question you are asking about them in November, 
Where do the “ embattled farmers” stand? Yesterday the gen 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Green], the chairman of the Ways 


mission (hereinafter referred to as the commission) and to be com- 
posed of 11 commissioners, as follows: 3 persons to be appointed 
»y the President of the United States, 4 Senators by the President of 
the Senate, and 4 Members of the House of Representatives by the 
Spesker of th fouse of Representatives. The commission shall serve 
without pensation and shall select a chairman from among their 
number 

sr 2. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated out of 
in noney in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated the sum of 
$5,000 to be expended y the commission for actual and necessary 
traveling expenses and subsistence while discharging its official duties 
outside the District of Columbla 

“I $8. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of 
iny money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$10,000 to be utilized in the discretion of the commission for the 
ippropriate participation on the part of the United States in the 

ration and observance of the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary } 

the Battle of Lexington and Concord to be commemorated on or 
sbout April 19 and 20, 1925 

Sec. 4. That the Postmaster General is hereby authorized and di- 

“i to Issue a special series of postage stamps, in such denomina- 
tions and of such designs as he may determine, commemorative of the 
ou iundred and fiftieth suniversary of the Battle of Lexington and 
Concord and of the ene hundred and fiftieth anniversary of such other 
major events of the Revolutionary War as he may deem appropriate, 

Sec. 5. That in mmemoration of the one hundred and fiftieth 
anniversary of the Battle of Lexington and Concord there shall be 
coined at the mints of the United States 5U-cent pieces to the number 


of SOO.000) such S0-cent pieces to be of the standard troy weight, com 
position, diameter, device, and design as shall be fixed by the Director 
of the Mint, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, which 
said 3O-cent pieces sball be legal tender in any payment to the amount 
of their face value 

Ske. 6. That all laws now in force relating to the subsidiary silver 
vins of the United States and the coining or striking of the same, 


regulating and guarding the 
chase of material, 
tion the 


for security 


process of coinage, providing for the pur- 
ind for the transportation, distribution, and redemp- 
for 
the coin, 


rf eins, the prevention of 
ol or 


are penal or otherwise, shall 


debasement or counterfetting, 
whether said laws 


so far as applicable, apply to the coinage 


for any other purposes, 


herein authorized: Provided, That the United States shall not be sub- 
“ct to the expense of making the vecessary dies and other prepara 


tions for this coinage 


Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, IT demand a second. 

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered 

Chere was no objection, 

Mr. LUCE. The importance of the minutes to-day is so 
great that [ am going to explain the purpose of this resolution 
in the fewest words possible. It contemplates the same sort 
f thing contemplated by the resolution just passed, that the 
os 


vational Government shall take some part in the celebration 


of a notable episode in the history of the country. In this 
case, however, the celebration—being of the Battles of Lexing- 
ton and Conecord—will take place next April, hence the 
greater need of immediate decision. 

[t is proposed that the National Government shall have | 


representation at this celebration, perbaps of the same sort 
as that at the celebration 50 years ago when President Grant, 
members of his Cabinet, and other distinguished citizens were 
in Lexington and Concord, Also, the Marine Band was pres- 
ent, and at the same time some contribution was made in the 
way of bunting and other adjuncts of the celebration. 

Yhis resolution has been drawn in precisely the same lan- 
guage—I think with no important change, at any rate—as 
that used in the matter of the appropriation for the celebra- 
tion of the landing of the Pilgrims at Plymouth. 


and Means Committee in this House and a leader of the Re 
publican Party—he does not always agree with the President 
or, rather, the President does not always agree with him—had 
something to say about the condition of the farmer. He, like 
other western Republicans, Is deeply concerned right now about 
farmer votes. I want to notice briefly what he told this House 
and told his constituents. On page 11121 of the CoNGRESSIONA! 
Recorp of June 6, 1924, you will find two simple statements by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Green], the great chairman of 
the Republican Ways and Means Committee. 


In the year 1921 the farmer got $9,221,000,000 for his products 
a result of the farmers’ emergency tariff, which the 
through and which raised the value of his product and as a result 
the Republican tariff law which gave him a market in the eastern part 
of the country, which he bad lost 


veut 


As 
Republicans put 


under the Democratic régime, in the 
1922 he got $11,244,000,000 for his product, and in the year 19238 
he got $12.204,000,000 for 


his product. 


In other words, the gentleman from lowa tells this House 
and if he thinks he can get away with such sophistry in the 
llouse we may certainly expect him to attempt it before “ the 
embattled farmers” of the West—that the farmers were bene 
fited by the emergency tariff and by the general tariff law. 
He tells the farmers—just as Frank Mondell and Eugene Meyer 
told them—that the only thing wrong with them is their psycho 
logical viewpoint; that they are prosperous and do not know it; 
and that as a result of the tariff policy of the Republican Party 
the wheat farmers and all other farmers are rolling in wealth, 
and that their claim of adversity is pure “ bunk.” 

If the tariff was such a boon to the farmer then why he 
here knocking at the doors of Congress demanding some reme 


is 


dial legislation? Is it possible that the sponsors of the late- 
lamented MeNary-Haugen bill were deceived and had never 


heard of the beneficient results of the tariff upon agriculture? 
Oh, Mr. Speaker, the statements quoted by me from the re 
marks of the gentleman from l[owa were uttered out of force 
of habit. The gentleman from lowa knows, as every intelligent 
man knows and as the farmers of the West have learned to 
their sorrow, that from the moment the Republicans gained 
control of Congress by the election of 1918 and commenced to 
tinker with the tariff the price of farm products has gone down 
and that the condition of agriculture from bad 
worse. 

What else does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Green], chair 
man .of the Ways and Means Committee and the recognized 
leader of the Old Guard Republicans on that committee, say in 
the same speech? On page 11121 of the Conoresstonarn Recoxp 
of June 6, when the gentleman was talking about the wonder 
ful prosperity that had come to the farmer by reason of the 
tariff, he was asked why it was the farmer broke. What 
was the gentleman's answer? He said, “ He is broke by reason 
of the Democratic laws and Democratic deflation.” Mr. Speaker, 
the gentleman from Iowa and other Republicans have told that 


has gone to 


is 


story so often to the farmers of the West and the country 
bankers of the | ation that they really believe it is true. They 
repeat that stery and charge the Democratic Party with the 
deflation policy which the farmers believe destroyed their 
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i bank d left agriculture in a helpless 
Col | truth | and every Member of this House 
ki it hat the poli of deflation was adopted and forced 
by the Republicans the elye 

from Towa knows that when the Republicans 
gained ce b brat of Congress by the election of 
91S } pal leaders immediately commenced charging the 
Pemocratic administration with having overextended credit 
and in ng on a de President Wilson called the Re- 
publican Congress in ext on in 1919 for the major pur- 
pose of reducing taxes. ‘The Republican leaders refused to 
redu the | n of taxation, their chief spokesman and 


bluntly stating, as quoted at the time 


and not denied, that there would be no tax reduction. In an- 
noun 1 cle on he said: 

# he ] I sweat They will see a Democrat in the White House 
and overlook fact that the Republicans are in control of both 
l of ¢ t 

I) ad of trving to reduce the burden of taxation they started 


on an elaborate system of investigations of the Democratic ad- 
mninistratic investigations which General Dawes, of hell 
and Maria fame, denounced, stating, in the faces of Republican 
lenders in hearing before one of their smelling committees, 
that they were a bunch of pinhead politicians who were trying 
to find out how we won the war. 

In addition to this pelicy the Republican leaders started a 
drive in both Houses of Congress for a systematic policy of 
deflation of the credits of the country and of the currency. We 
all remember how in January, 1920, the Republican leaders in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—IIOUSE 





Mr. Green of lowa. In talking to the farmers in my district at the 
time of the last campaign I told them the first thing they needed 
was a home market; that one consumer in the hom 


worth a dozen abroad, and that they needed to put the | 


market w: 
7 yuSiness inter 
ests of the East and the factories of the East on a sound, substantial, 
working basis, and then a demand would be created for their prod 
ucts, and they all know it to-day In the results that have followed. 

In other words, the gentleman frankly admits that in the 
last campaign in talking to the wheat growers of his State he 
frankly told them that it was the poljcy of the Republican 
Party to build up the factories of the East, and that whatever 
relief or prosperity the wheat growers could expect must come 
as a reflection of the prosperity of the manufacturers. In an- 
nouncing that policy to his constituents the gentleman from 
Iowa was frank. He frankly admitted the eardinal theory 
upon which the Republican Party stands. They frankly say 
to the farmers and the toilers of this Nation, “ We propose to 
build up the great manufacturing enterprises of New England 
and of the East by a monopolistic—not a proteciive—tariff, 
so that these manufacturers may rob and plunder at their 
sweet will the price-burdened consumers of this Nation, and 
that the only hope for the farmer and the toiler is from the 
charitable deles and the altruistic expenditures of the manu- 
facturing interests.” 

The gentleman from Iowa, in his remarks just quoted, states 
that the farmers all know to-day the result of this policy. 
Weil, I hope, Mr. Speaker, that they do know the result of it, 
and that they further realize that they have no hope for any 


| policy that is beneficial to agriculture from the group of New 


opening the drive for their policy of deflation put forward on | 


the floor of the House the gentleman who just preceded me, Mr. 
Louer, of Massachusetts, a cautious, conservative New Eng- 
lander, typical of all the conservative, standpat tendencies of 
the New England group that absolutely dominates the Re- 
publican Party, and which regards the farmers of the West as 
n pestiferous nuisance to be endured because of the dire neces- 
sity of having their votes in the Electoral College. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts and I had a colloquy on the floor upon 
that occasion, and the older Members will recall that he at 
that time made a set speech denouncing the Democratic Party 
for giving the country too much credit and too much currency, 
and insisting that a policy of deflation should be put into effect 
immediately. 


As a part of their well-defined and well-organized plan to | 


deflate the credit and the currency of the Nation the Repub- 
lican organization had a resolution introduced in the Senate 
by the late lamented Senator Mreprrin McCormick, of Illinois, 
which resolution called on the Federal Reserve Board to tell 
the. Republican Congress what they proposed to do toward 
deflating the farmer and reducing the volume of the currency 
and credit. The Republican Senate adopted this resolution 
over the protest of leading Democrats. The Republican lead- 
ers, backed by all the financial power of New England and 
the East, brought every possible pressure to bear on the 
Federal Reserve Board, and finally it adopted the policy of 
deflation. 

In carrying out their plans, when the Republican Party met 
in convention four years ago they wrote into the platform of 
1920 a denunciation of the Democratic Party on the ground 
that it had overexpanded our currency and our credit, and 
pledged the Republican Party, if placed in power, to carry 
out a policy of “courageous and intelligent deflation of over- 
expanded credit and currency.” In other words, the gentle- 
man from Iowa and the entire Republican Party started an 
organized drive for detlation in 1919, wrote the policy of de- 
flation in the platform of 1920, and its power and influence was 
such that the statistics of the Federal reserve banks show that 
within 50 days after the Republican administration came into 
power in 1921 a drive was made upon the farm-paper credits 
in the Federal reserve system, and with ruthless persistency 
the policy of deflation was carried to its bitter end. 

The only promise made to the people of this Nation which 
this administration has kept is that policy of deflation. They 
promised the wheat growers of the West to deflate them and 
the Republican administration kept that promise, and the 
result is that more banks have failed in the Wheat Belt under 
this administration than during the entire Democratic admin- 
istrations that preceded it. [Applause.] 

I also wish to direct the attention of the House to another 
significant and frank statement made by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Green] on yesterday, and which you will find on 
page 11121 of the Recorp of June 6, 1924. 1 quote; 





England manufacturers that now dominates the Republican 
administration. 

Mr. Speaker, the position of our Republican friends {s amus- 
ing. They meet themselves coming back. In one breath the 
Republican speltibinders say, “ Behold Republican prosperity,” 
and in the next breath they come in and vie with each other 
in their zeal for some legislative panacea to relieve the ad- 
mitted distress of the farmers of the land. Our Republican 
friends, in the face of the distress of agriculture, with bursting 
banks and farm homes being sold under the hammer each day, 
have the temerity to go to the country on the issue “ Stand by 
Cal and Republican prosperity.” 

What are the gentlemen from the great agricultural districts 
going to say to these farmers this fall? Are you gentlemen go- 
ing back to them and say “ Yes; we did what we promised in 
our platform of 1920. We promised to deflate you and we have 
deflated you. We promised you that we would build up the 
great manufacturing industries of the East and we have done 
that. So why should you farmers be growling and complaining 
to-day? Do not you know the country is prosperous under this 
Republican administration? Behold the factories of the East!” 
Is that what you are going to say to these farmer voters of the 
West whom you have buncoed and deceived so often? If you 
are frank with them that is what you will say, but if they have 
the intelligence which I believe they have they will no longer 
permit their flimflamming Republican leaders to herd them like 
cattle and vote them for the Republican ticket. 

In this same speech of the gentleman from Iowa on yesterday, 
he said that 4,000,000 men were out of employment in the indus- 
trial centers of the Nation in 1921 when the Republicans came 
into power, and that to-day they are fully employed. Therefore, 
I assume, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from Iowa will say 
to the farmer of the West in the campaign this fall “I know 
you are busted; I know your banks have failed; I know you can 
not get the cost of production for your wheat, but you must 
not complain, because the great factories of the East are hum- 
ming and there is no unemployment there; in the East wealth 
is flowing in plenty and in the glow of the burning factory fires 
of the East you farmers must find the solution for your de- 
plorable condition.” 

Oh, Mr. Speaker, the tragedy of the Republican farmer voters 
of this Nation is a grim one. They permitted the Republican 
Party to hog tie them with the specious promises of the emer- 
gency tariff, with the deliberate intent to forestall any protest 
against the inequities of the conditions which the Republican 
leaders knew would flow from the enactment of the Fordney- 
McCumber tariff bill. Under that bill the great consuming 
masses of this Nation, including the farmers, are staggering un- 
der a tax load of billions in order that the great manufacturing 
ndustries of the North and Kast, which dominate the Republican 
Party, may thrive. 

God pity the American farmers, “ the embattled farmers of the 
Nation,” if they permit the hard-boiled New England manu- 
facturing-controlled Republican administration to bunco them 
another time. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


LR Rag MRR al 


ee i apap 


Tee a A A I UR i HN a 


ee AE AR OTN MO LAAT Meee oe 


es 





eee 


Pie >< te romero 


& 
¢ 
3 
i 







ERI aN Nie Ao 





1924 CONGRESSION AL 











The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Rogers of Massachusetts). 
The question is on suspending the rules and passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and In the opinion of the Chatr | 
two-thirds having voted in the affirmative, the rules were sus- | 
pended, and the bill was passed, 


THE VETO OF THE BONUS BILL 


Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 4 
print in the Recorp a short editorial that appeared in the sol- 
diers’ paper, the Stars and Stripes, in the current issue. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp | 
in the manner indicated. Is there objection? | 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, we have established a policy here of refusing to print in | 
he Recorp editorials from any paper, and I object. 

The SPEAKER resumed the chair. | 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to} 
address the House for five minutes. 

rhe SPEAKER. Would the gentleman be willing to wait 
until later in the afternoon? ‘There will be time after these | 
pills are gotten out of the way, when the House can much | 
beter spare the time. Would the gentleman just as soon do 
that as address the House now? 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I have always been agreeable 
i have not taken a minute’s time of this House this session 
I want this right now, and I am only asking what I think is 
fair at this particular time. 

i 
consent to address the House for five minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I now pass up to the Clerk's | 


desk, to have read in my time, the following editorial. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
[The Stars and Stripes, Saturday, May 31, 1924] 
THE LEGION SHOULD HELP 


No sooner had the bonus bill been passed over President Coolidge’s 
reto than opponents of the legislation all over the country opened war 
on the legislators who voted in faver of the measure 


In every section of the country a determined cffort is being made to | 


defeat the Congressmen and Senators who voted to override the veto 
Practically all of the large newspapers are epposed to the legislation 
and will aid in the fight. Their cry is that these legislators deserted 
the President in time of need and yoted to increase the tax burden of 
the people. From now until the election is over in November this cry 


will be kept up, and the men who stood by the bonus bill to the end | 


will find considerable of a scrap on their hands 

In this fight will they have the support of the men for whom they 
passed the bonus? Will the American Legion, sponsor of the legisla 
tion, come to the front and aid its friends, or will it stand back, hiding 
behind the cloak of “ policies not politics ’’? 

This is a big question, and on its answer rests the influence the 
Legion is to wield in Congress in the future. If the Legion deserts its 
friends this time, it can hardly look fer support in the future. 

Many Congressmen and Senators voted for the bonus and to over- 


ride the President’s veto in the face of no little opposition. In almost | 


every congressional district there is an organized minority opposed to 
ihis legislation, and that minority is working now to see that the 
Congressmen who went against its dictates do not return to Congress. 
Voting to override the veto of a Dresident is no laughing matter to a 
Congressman or Senator belonging to the same party. On the con 
trary, such action requires considerable courage, and the legislator who 


takes that action is almost certain to find rough sledding when election 


time comes around. 

It is likely that many of the Congressmen who voted against the veto 
will be beaten this fall if the ex-service men do not get out and work 
for their reelection. The American Legion particularly has a job on 
its hands to do all in its power to see that its friends are returned. 
Otherwise the Legion need not look for support in the future. Any 
Congressman who is opposed because of his yote on the bonus—and 
there will be many of them—should expect and should receive th 
assistance of the Legion in his district. It’s all very well and good for 
the Legion to say that it’s not in politics, Such phrases sound well 
when voiced by Fourth of July orators, but It’s another thing to desert 
one’s friends 

This the Legion should not do. Regardless of party affiliations, it 
should step out in the primaries and in the election and see that its 
friends are returned to Congress. To do less would display a marked 
lack of appreciation. It would be almost as bad as going over to the 
enemy. 


[| Applause. ] 
Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I thank you. 


the SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous } 
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DISCONTINTANCI OF REGAUGING O} DISTILLED SPIRITS 
Mr. GREEN of Towa. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill (H. R. 9138) to authorize the discon 
tinuance of the seven-year regauge of distilled sy 
bonded warehouses, and for other purpo which 1 send to 
the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


irits itn 


Be it enacted, ete., That upon withdrawal of « from 
any internal-revenue bonded warehouse, in Lieu of Lluw e pro 
vided in subdivision (b) of seetion 60U of | rew i of 19158, an 
allowanee fer loss by leakagy t ‘ jon ov excer g 1 proof 
gallon as to casks or packag a « ity of not | i wine 

| galions and one-half proof gall as isk 

pacity of | than 40 wil gal ; l y 

for each p ad of six ‘ fr xf 
tion oO - \ I of « z gauge \ 
made i n » and u ri t y ection ) 
ol LU act ¢ I i ) t ) bur 
{ Ma » abd ‘ Pury pi ‘ i ‘, 4 : 

ilf ‘ 

SI 2. sie owa le t leak t und t $ 

1 ) t \ as Lsve4 il 
made without regard to iy regauge le prior to the ena it < 
this uct, abd a regauge wil i seveu i i Lut of i 

l gaug i I 

Bec. 3. his act shall not apply Ww a led spirits withdrawn pr 
to tbe dat of its enactnent 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee Mr. Spenker, in order that 
there may be an explanation, I demand a second 

Mr. GREEN of low: Mir. Speaker, | ask unanimous cen 
sent that a second he considered ordered, 

I] ‘ re wits ol ticy 

Mr. GREEN of lowa. Mr. Speaker, just by way ef explana 

tion, this bill is unanimousl reported by the Conwmittee on 


Ways and Means. The law at present requires all distilled 

spirits in bonded warehouses to be re gauged every seven years, 

but sinee the passage of the prohibitery law this has become 
entirely unnecessary Consequently the Treasury Department 
} and the Prohibition Department are asking that this provision 
be done away with. lt makes an unnecessary expense upon the 
Treasury, and works a hardship and injustice at times to inno 
} cent parties. The bill contains one other provision that the 
| Ways and Means Committee inserted. We thought the present 
allowance for evaporation was too much, and consequently re- 
duced it somewhat. This is all the change that is made in the 
} present law. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 

| Mr. SCHAFER. loves the gentleman knew how the Antt- 
| Saloon League stands on this legislation, or how our distin 
| guished colleage, Mr. Cramton, the recognized dry leader, feels 
about it? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. There is no objection that I know of 
from any quarter. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman says 
the committee is decreasing the allowance for evaporation 

Mr. GREEN of lowa. Yes; there is a slight decrease 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. If it is not to be regauged once 
in a while, had we not better increase the allowance? 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. May I ask the gentleman who 
| it was that qualified as experts? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. It depends upon what the gentle- 
man means by “experts.” Perhaps no one, in the sense that 
he intends. 

Mr. OLDFTIELD. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Iowa 
will yield, I will say in reply to my colleague from Texas [Mr. 
CONNALLY] that the representative of the liquor interests and 
the representative of the Prohibition Department were both 
present at the time, and both agreed that this bill should be 
passed; that it is in the interest of fairness and justice to the 
| department, and also to the people who own the liquor, 

Mr. DYER. What liquor interests are there now? 

| Mr. OLDFIELD. The distillers, the owners of the liquor. 

| Mr. SCHAFER. Is it not somewhat of an unusual oecur- 
| rence that they should agree? 

Mr. GREEN of lowa. Cert Linly, but having agreed we ought 

to pass the bill, which is what the Treasury wants don 

Mr. OLDFLELD. It is rather unusual, but in this case they 
did agree. 
| Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
| Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. BOYLAN. I have read of many instances in the public 
| press where, upon examination and regauging of whisky and 
other alcoholic liquors in public warehouses, splended Scotch 
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and mellow rye were found to have turned into water. In those 
causes What is done under the provisions of this bill? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. They will have to pay the tax just 
the same, as the regauging is always made when it is with- 
drawn 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of lowa Yes 

Mr. BLANTON. Iam wondering if there is any connection 
between this provision for evaporation and leakage and the 
coming conventions during the next two or three weeks? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. None at all, I will say to my friend. 

Mr. CHINDELOM. As a matter of fact, when this liquor is 
guuged there sometimes occurs leakage, and if you prevent the 
vauging of liquor that is still in bond there is likely to be less 
loss 
Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Towa 1 will 

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. I understood the gentleman from 
lowa to say that they would be limited to paying the tax when 
it Was regauged, and that would be when the whisky was 
Withdrawn ? 

Mr. GREEN of Towa Yes ; 
cauged when it was withdrawn. 

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Suppose it has been converted into 
water, there is not much likelihood of the owner paying taxes 
to withdraw it, is there’? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa The owner would be liable for the 
tax, of course, and if it was withdrawn I suppose they could not 
enforce it against the liquor. There is a standard allowance 
for leakage and evaporation, and the owner has to pay the taxes 
on the balance, just the same. 

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. T understand that is a matter of 
law, but how do you enforce it? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Enforce it against the owner if he is 
good for it. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I understand the gentleman 
from Illinois {Mr. Witriam E. Hun] desires to ask some ques- 
tions, and I will yield to him or the gentleman from Iowa can 
yield to him. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I simply want to ask a question in 
reference to these allowances. I have been in that business 
for 28 years and I know the hardships of the distiller. If you 
have not made the proper allowance under the Carlisle law, 
the distiller may be taxed anywhere from 2 to 10 gallons of 
evaporation or leakage on which he should not be taxed. The 
committee does not state in the bill what these allowances are, 
but the gentleman says they are decrensed— 

Mr. GREEN of lowa. There has been a slight change. I 
Will say it will take considerable time to explain it, and if the 
people who own this liquor do not want this bill passed I do 
net care, 

Mr. WILLIAM EK. HULU As far as I am concerned I only 
Want to see that the distiller is properly protected. If he is, I 
win in favor of the bill, because L know the importance of it. 

Mr. GREEN of Towa. The owners of intoxicating liquor as 
well as those representing the prohibition unit are both in favor 
of the bill 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend 
the rules und pass the bill. 

The question was taken, and, two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


I said the liquor would be re- 


ROADS TO NATIONAL CEMETERIES AND MILITARY PARKS 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker's table the bill S. 2745 and pass it. 
This bill has passed the Senate and has been reported unani- 
mously by the Committee on Military Affairs, and the report 
was written by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hit]. It 
is a bill to permit the War Department 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Let the bill be reported before 
the gentleman undertakes to discuss it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 2745) to authorize the Secretary of War to convey to the 
States in which located Government owned or controlled approach 
roads to national cemeteries and national military parks, and fer 
other purposes, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, 
authorized in his discretion, subject to such conditions as may seem 
to him proper, to convey by proper quitclaim deed to any State, 
county, municipality, or proper agency thereof, in which the same 
is located, all the right, title, and interest of the United States in and 
to any Government owned or controlled approach road to any national 
cemetery or national military park: Provided, That prior to the 
delivery of any conveyance under this act the State, county, or munici- 
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pality to which the conveyance herein authorized is to be made shall 
notify the Secretary of War in writing of its willingness to accept 
and maintain the roads included in such conveyance: Provided further, 
That upon the execution and delivery of any conveyance herein 
authorized, the jurisdiction of the United States of America, which 
has been heretofore ceded to the United States by a State over the 
roads conveyed, shall thereby cease and determine and shall thers 
after vest and be in the particular State in which such roads are 
located. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
this is an important blanket bill. I do not think this bill ougiit 
to come up under the circumstances. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Certainly there can be no objection to 
the bill, that IT can see. 

Mr. BLANTON. Lots of property could be conveyed all over 
the United States. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No; just a very few roads that enter 
national military cemeteries and national parks. 

Mr. BLANTON. But it is a blanket bill that covers all 
such 

Mr. HULL of Towa. It permits the Government to cede 
these roads and thereby save the National Government the 
expense of maintaining them, provided the States will accept 
them. 

Mr. BLANTON. This bill ought to have some debate, and 
I hope the gentleman will not insist on it because I am going 
to have to object. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate. by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
9559) making appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1924, and prior fiscal years, to previde supplemental 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and 
for other purposes, had further insisted upon its amendments 
to said bill numbered 27, 28, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 39, 
58, and 59 had asked a further conference with the House of 
Representatives on the disagreeing votes thereon and had 
appointed Mr. Warren, Mr. Curtis, Mr. Jones of Washington, 
Mr. OverMAN, and Mr. Harris as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of ‘the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to 
their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S.3018. An act to authorize the designation of deputy fiscal 
or disbursing agents in the Department of Agriculture sta- 
tioned outside of Washington; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

S. 3221. An act for the relief of employees of the Bureau of 
Printing and Engraving who were removed by Executive order 
of the President, dated March 31, 1922; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

8.3416. An act to authorize the appointment of Thomas 
James Camp as a major of Infantry, Regular Army; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2949. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to sell a 
portion of the Carlisle Barracks Reservation; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

S.2448. An act to amend the organic act of Porto Rico, 
approved March 2, 1917; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


TRANSFERRING CERTAIN LIGHTHOUSE RESERVATION LANDS TO THE 
STATE OF NEW YORK FOR PARK PURPOSES 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to eall up the bill 
S. 2887 and move to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from New York moves to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 2887) authorizing transfer of certain abandoned or 
unused lighthouse reservation lands by the United States to the 
State of New York for park purposes 
Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of Commerce be, and hereby 

is, authorized to transfer and convey to the State of New York all 

right and title now vested in the United States in land and buildings 
known as the Lloyds Harbor Lighthouse Reservation, located in 

Suffolk County, at Lloyds Harbor, Long Island, N. Y., consisting of 

about 2.5 acres, located and described as follows: 

Beginning at a rock or bowlder near low-water mark on the east 
beach in Huntington Bay and running thence due west to a stake 
on the highest part of the neck, and thence on the same line (due 
west) to the water on the west side of the point in Lloyds Harbor, 











1924 


containing or less, and the right of to and 


frow it. 
And to transfer and eanvey to the State of New York all right and 


24 acres, more way 
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title now vested in the United States in certain lands forming a 
part of t! Fire Island Lighthouse Reservation, Fire Island, Suffolk 
cr ty, Leng Island, N. Y., consisting of about 600 acres, located and | 
des bed as follows: 

Beginning at a line drawn from north to south through United 
States Coast an Geodetic Survey monument, located 2, feet, | 
225° 16’, from the Fire Island Lighthouse tower, and extending to 
the western end of Fire Island, with the exception of such land as 
is < ipied or needed by the United States Coast Guard: Provided, 
] any leases with private parties which the Lighthouse Service 
may bave at the time of passing of this act will not be affected until 
tt expiration of h s: Provided, That the said lands trans- | 
ferred from the United States shall be forever eserved by the 
State of New York as public park Provided further, That if the said 
] are mot used as public parks, they shall revert to the United 

2. The iand transferred from the United States shall 
fl t to the right of the United States to at any and all fi il 
iny manner, assume contrel of, hold, use, and occupy, without license 
‘ or lea fr the State of New York or the city of New 
York, any or all of the said lands fer any and all military, naval, or 
oth governmental purposes, free from any conveyances, charges, 
eu branes or license made, created, permitted, or sanctioned 
therein by the State of New York. The richts reserved to the 
United States shall apply to all additional lands that may be formed 
l cretions the sea t Fire Island The United State furtber 


reserves the right of access to the land and water adjacent to Lioyds 
Neck for the purpose of taking gravel for the use of the Lighthouse 


« 
Ser 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the suspension 
rules and the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
ought to make an explanation. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, 
State park at Fire Island. 


t +1 
OL Le 


} ogy lome 
the gentleman 


think 


the State of New York 
Getween the land which was origi- 


hag ¢é 
Has a 


nally acquired by the State of New York for a park at Tire 
Island aud the Fire Island Lighthouse the action of the tide 
has washed in and made about 600 acres of sand beach. That 


is the property that is to be transferred to the State of New 
York to he used exclusively for park purposes. The land re- 
verts to the Federal Government at any time when this land 
is wot used for park purposes. ‘The State of New York 
al and available now, $200,000 to expend on the develop- 
ment of this park, which is to he used almost exclusively for 


ready 


atl 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Utah makes the point 
of order that there is no quorum present The Chair will 
count. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw the 
point of order temporarily 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Utah withdraws the 

| point of order. The Clerk will read 

The conference report was read, as follows 

CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the disagreeu Of thy 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (11. R 
9559) making appropriations to supply deticiencies in certain 
appropriations for the fis | year ending June ) ind 
prior fiscal years, to provide suppl ‘ al appropriat s i 
the fiscal year ending Jun¢ , 1 », and r oO r p ( 
having met, a r full and free conference e agreed to rec- 
om! i and do recommend to their’ res; ti 

‘I 1c so Ihe senate rece { iis nu | 
2 3 », 8, 9, 12, 18, 14, 20, 24, 41, 4 ; 4 

7 t House recede ft its ¢ to tl 
ments ot the ®S nu ’ a 2 it} l ‘ ad & , 
10, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 3 1, 52 t 6, and rec 
to the , 

Amendment numbered ¢ That the House recede from its 

isugreement to he amendment of tl! Senate numbered 6 
ind agree to the same with an amendment as follows In lieu 
of the matte inserted | said ame ment, insert the follow 
ing 

“Pl E 


bas | 


the disabled veterans that are in the various hospitals in New | 


York. who are to be sent 
for recreation. 
I will 
passed. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in the 
affirmative, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


there for a certain number of weeks 


be glad to answer; but if not, I ask that the bill 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had disagreed to the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. J. 
Res 
country, and for other purposes, 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Ssara, Mr. Pirrrwan, and Mr. Cu n- 
MINS as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment the bill (H. R. 8578) to amend the act 


If there is any question anyone desires to ask, | 
be | 


107) declaring agriculture to be the basic industry of the | 
had asked a conference with 
| by the act approved June 2, 


*“ For miscellabeous items, exclusive of 
$50,000, 

“lor payment 
tees thereof, us 
Liill, 8250; Fred 


labor, fiscal year 1924 


rendered the Senate or commit 
John G. Holland, jr., $250; Ernest K 
kckstein, $860; Albert Reid, $125; Alexan 


lor Services 


follows: 
A. 


der K. Meek, $1,200; Louis Bose, $40; U. G. Gordon, $40; and 
James F. Sellers, $200; in all, $2,965.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10 
aud agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 


2 of the bill, line 22, strike out “five” and insert in Lieu thereof 
“six”: and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Ip the 
matter inserted by said amendment strike out the following: 
“ to be paid wholly out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia ”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: 

“For carrying out the provisions of the act entitled: 
‘An act to provide for the promotion of vocational rehabilita- 
tion of persons disabled in industry or otherwise and their 


return to civil employment,’ approved June 2, 1920, as amended 
by the act of June 5, 1924, for the fiscal year 1925, $834,000: 
Provided, That the apportionment to the States shall be com 
puted on the basis of not to exceed $1,034,000, as authorized 
1920, as amended by the act ap 
proved June 5, 1920.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment 


pumbered 21: That the House recede from its 
| disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In Lieu ef 


entitled ““An act to promote the safety of employees and travel- | 


ers upon railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in 


interstate commerce to equip their locomotives with safe and | 


suitable boilers and appurtenances thereto,” approved February | 


17, 1911, as amended. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment the bill (H. R. 9111) directing the remis- 
sion of customs duties on certain property of the United States 
imported by the War Department. 


SECOND DBPFICIENCY BILL, 1924 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 
on the bill H. R. 9559, the second deficiency bill, 1924, and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order that there is no quorum present, 


| 


the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following: 
“For additional hospital and out-patient dispensary facilities 
for patients of the United States Veterans’ Bureau, and facili- 
ties for a permanent national training school for the blind, at 
a not exceeding $350,000, who are beneficiaries of the 
United States Veterans’ Bureau, by purchase and remodeling 
or extension of existing plants, and by construction on sites 
now owned by the Government oer on sites to be acquired by 
purchase, condemnation, gift, or otherwise, such hospitals and 
out-patient dispensary facilities to include the necessary build- 
ings and auxiliary structures, mechanical equipment, approach 


cost 


work, roads, and trackage facilities leading thereto; and alse 
to provide accommodation for officers, nurses, and attending 
personuel; and also to provide proper and suitable recreational 
centers, $3,850,000, to remain available until June 30, 1925, and 
in addition to this amount obligations may be incurred fer the 
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purposes set forth in this paragraph not to exceed in the aggre- 


ite $3,000,000, That not to exceed 3 per centum of the total 


of $6,850,000 shall be available for the employment in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and in the field of necessary technical and 
clerical assistants at the customary rates of compensation, ex- 
clusively to aid in the preparation of the plans and specifica- 
ti for the projects authorized herein and for the supervision 


of the execution thereof, and for traveling expenses and field- 
Ofiee equipinent and supplies in 
And he Senate nugree to the 


Ainendment 


: 7 +. 99 
connection therewith, 
Sime. 

numbered 


That the House recede from its 
igreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and 


ee to the same with an amendment as follows: Before the 
sui tamed in said amendment, insert: “ fiscal year 1925,” and 
the sebute nyuree To the “Ame, 
fhe committee of conference have not agreed on amend- 
ments numbered 27, 28, 20, 30, 31, 32, 38, 34, 35, 36, 37, 39, 
and 50 
Martin B. Mappen, 
D. R. ANTHONY, Jr., 
Joseen W. Byrns, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
F. EF. WARREN, 
(‘HARLES CURTIS, 
W. L. Jones 
Lee S. OVERMAN, 
Wa. J. HARRIS, 
Managers on the part o the Senate. 
STATEMENT 
The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 


the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill CH. R. 9559) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiseal year 
ending June 30, 1924, and prior fiscal years. to provide supple- 
mental appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, 
and for other purposes, submit the following statement in ex- 
planation of the effect of the action agreed upon and recom- 
mended in the accompanying conference report, namely: 

Gn Nos. 1 to 6, inclusive, relating to the Senate: Appropriates 
collectively for extra compensation for services rendered to 
various cominittees of the Senate or to employees of the Senate 
instead of individually, as proposed by the Senate, and appro- 


priates $50,000 for miscellaneous items, as proposed by the 
senate, 


regarding the vocational rehabilitation of disabled persons: 
and appropriates $5,000 to extend the provisions of such 
laws to the Territory of Hawaii, as proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 20 and 21, relating to the United States Veterans’ 
sureau: Appropriates $1,188,500 for administration expenses, 
World War adjusted compensation act, as proposed by thy 
House, instead of $750,000, as proposed by the Senate; and ap- 
propriates $3,850,000 for additional hospital and out-patient 
dispensary facilities for patients of the United States Veterans 
Bureau, and in addition authorizes contract obligations on ac 
count of such facilities for $3,000,000, instead of appropriating 
$6,850,000 for such facilities, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No, 22: Appropriates $10,000 for enforcement of the 
naval stores act under the Department of Agriculture, as pro 
posed by the Senate. 

On No, 23: Appropriates $10,000 under the Department of 
Agriculture in connection with the “nail-head rust,” as pro 
posed by the Senate, amended to make such appropriation 
available for the fiseal year 1925. 

On No. 24: Strikes out the provision proposed by the Senat: 
with respect to certain financial transactions of James W. 
Boyer, jr., formerly connected with the Bureau of Foreign and 
Domestic Commerce. 

On No. 25: Appropriates $50,000, as proposed by the Senate 
to reimburse the State of Utah for moneys advaneed to secure 
the survey of lands granted to said State. 

On No. 26: Appropriates $7,500 for rebuilding barns at Car- 
son City Indian School, Carson City, Nev., as proposed by the 
Senate. 

On No. 38: Makes the appropriation for books for judicial 
officers, fiscal year 1924, available for a set of Federal Reporter 
and digest thereon, as proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 40 and 41, relating to the Department of Labor: 
Increases the amount which may be spent of the appropriation 
“Expenses of regulating immigration, 1925,” for personal 
services in the District of Columbia from $75,000, as proposed 
by the House, to $100,000, as proposed by the Senate; and 
strikes out the proposal of the Senate to amend section 24 of 
the act to regulate the immigration of aliens, ete. enacted 
February 5, 1917. 

On Nos. 42 and 43, relating to the Navy Department: Strikes 
out the appropriation of $11,379.10 proposed by the Senate for 
the settlement of damage claims: and appropriates $5,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, in connection with certain fishery rights 


!in and about Pearl Harbor, Hawaii. 


On No, 7: Appropriates $50,000 for expenses of the joint com- | 


inittee to investigate Northern Pacific land grants, as proposed 
by the Senate. 

On No. S: Transfers the appropriation of $200, proposed by 
the Senate, for additional compensation to messenger at card 
door of the Senate to a paragraph similarly providing for other 
employees of the Senate. 

On No. 9: Strikes out the appropriation of $250, proposed by 
the Senate, for additional salary of J. Mark Trice, an employee 
of the Senate. 

On No, 10: Appropriates $2,000 for payment to John Gormat 


for expenses incurred as contestant in contested-election case | 


of Gorman against Buckley, as proposed by the Senate, such 
payment to be made by the Clerk of the House. 

On No. 11: Appropriates $5,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
in connection with the completion of the frieze in the rotunda 
of the Capitol. 

On Nos. 12. 13, and 14, relating to the American Battle Monu- 
ments Commission: Provides for one motor-propelled passenger- 


carrying vehicle that may be furnished by the Secretary of War, | 


as proposed by the House, instead of for an unlimited num- | 


ber of such vehicles that may be furnished by the Secretary of 
War or other departments of the Government, as proposed by 
the Senate. 

On No. 15: Appropriates and provides for the payment of 
compensation to school officers and employees, to persons en- 
gaged in Americanization work, and to employees of the Com- 
munity Center Department, in conformity with the act provid- 
ing for the salaries of school-teachers, etc., as proposed by 
the Senate, amended to provide for the division of such ex- 


penditures as between the United States and the District of | 


Columbia in the manner provided by law. 

On No. 16: Appropriates $18,409.05 on account of medical 
charities, District of Columbia, as proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 17, 18, and 19, relating to the Federal Board for 
Vocational Education: Appropriates $834,000 for vocational re- 
habilitation of persons disabled in industry, in accordance with 
the law enacted at the present session of Congress instead of 
in the language proposed by the State; and appropriates 
$75,000, as proposed by the Senate, for making studies, ete., 


| 





| I 
| On No. 58, relating to the Reclamation Service. 


On Nos. 44 and 45, relating to the State Department: Corrects 
the number of the conference of the Interparliamentary Union 
to be held in Washington in 1925, as proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 46, 47, and 48, relating to the Treasury Department: 
Appropriates $281.95 and $2,300 for the fiscal years 1924 and 
1925, respectively, to pay the increase in salary of the Govy- 
ernment actuary in accordance with the revenue act of 1924, as 
proposed by the Senate; appropriates $16,140,000 for refunding 
income taxes under title 12 of the revenue act of 1924, as pro- 
posed by the Senate; and appropriates $756.62 for suppressing 
counterfeiting and other crimes, fiscal year 1923, as proposed 
by the Senate. 

On Nos. 49 and 50, relating to the War Department: Strikes 
out the provision proposed by the Senate in connection with cer- 
tain financial transactions of a former military attaché at 
Santiago, Chile; and appropriates $38,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for flood-control surveys. 

On Nos. 51 to 54, inclusive, relating to judgments, United 
States courts: Appropriates $17,937.67, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $6,224.12, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 55: Appropriates $1,497,303.69, as proposed by the 
Senate, for the payment of judgments rendered by the Court 
of Claims, 

On No. 56: Appropriates $267,040.25 for audited claims, as 
proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 57: Strikes out the legislation proposed by the Senate 
with respect to allowances for official travel. 

The committee of conference has been unable to agree upon 
the following amendments of the Senate: 

On Nos. 27 to 36, inclusive, relating to the Reclamation 
Service. 

On No. 87, relating to advances to the United States mar- 
shals. 

On No. 89, 


relating to Government-owned bridge at Fort 
avenworth, 


Kans. 


On No. 59, numbering the final section in the bill. 
Martin B. MADDEN, 
D. R. ANTHONY, Jr., 
JosepH W. ByYRNs, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, the amount of the second 
deficiency, 1924, as passed by the Senate, was $104. 778,505.59. 
The amount of the bill as passed by the House was $160,S884,- 
048.38. There was added by the Senate $33,894,457.21. The 
amount of the Senate recessions is $2,575,129.10. The amount 
of House recessions is $24,084,240.11. The amount in disagree- 
ment is $7,257,088. 


The important House recessions are as follows: 


Miscellaneous items, Senate = ‘“ $50, 000 


Joint Committee to Investigate Northern Pacific Land 

(;rants 2 a . 4 _ - 50, 000 
Pay of school-teachers, officers, and others, due to new 

teachers’ pay bill = 1, 151, 970 
Vocational rehabilitation of persons disabled in industry, 

new law : ; - 909, 000 
Veterans’ Bureau, hospital construction under new law . 8, 850, 000 


Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. 
there? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. HASTINGS. On that item was there an authorization of 
$3,000,000 additional? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 
just what they wanted. 

Mr. HASTINGS. The appropriation and authorization to- 
gether amount to $6,850,000? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. HASTINGS. And the $3,850,000 is immediately avail- 
able? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes; immediately available; and the right 
to contract for the other $3,000,000. 

Then the other important House recessions are as follows: 


Speaker, will the gentleman yield 


We give them a contract authorization, 


Naval stores act, enforcement $10, 000. 00 
ee 2 ea ae em 10, 000, 00 
Reimbursement to State of Utah for advances made for 
SONU Ae Sab newen mia saa aaa 
tefund of taxes under the revenue act of 1924, 25 per 
cent reduction title rite alll Ah ect 16, 140, 000. 00 

Flood-control surveys, Susquehanna, Monongahela, and 
Allegheny Rivers, and Puyallup River, Wash__.._- 38, 000. 00 

Judgments, United States courts, certified since the bill 
11, 7138. 55 


See Ee NG yk ail hn as itn ts hg cccttctinipncioins 
Judgments, Court of Claims, certified since the bill 

1, 497, 303. 69 
267, 040. 25 


50, 000. 00 


8S 8 ee Siam 
Audited claims, certified since the bill left the House_ 


The Senate items of recession are as follows: 


Vetere. Berea MOUs wnctcidiinddeatiniandnos $3, 000, 000. 00 
(Provided as a contract authorization.) 


Navy claims for loss or damage to private property_—-— 11, 379. 10 


The Senate items in disagreement are as follows: 

Legislation creating a bureau of reclamation in the Interior 
Department, making the salary of the director $10,000 a year 
nnd providing for his appointment by the President with con- 
jirmation by the Senate instead of under the present method of 
appointment by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Legislation of a comprehensive character and permanent in 
turm affecting the reclamation policy of the Government. 

Additional appropriations for the fiscal year 1925 for recla- 
mation projects totaling $7,147,088, which would be in addition 
to the total of $10,856,000 carried in the Interior Department 
appropriation bill for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield in 
that cynnection? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is not out of the Treasury, of course? 

Mr. MADDEN. That is out of the reclamation fund which is 
in the Treasury. That would be in addition to the $10,856,000 
already carried. 

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Just let me finish this statement, and then I 
shall be glad to yield. 

The items involved in the $7,147,088 are as follows: 

North Platte project, Nebraska-Wyoming, Guernsey Reser- 

WO catinccict titania witli in i Die ee thtdtinaiineds, eee 
Spanish Springs division of Newlands project, Nevada ; 
Salt Lake Basin project, Utah 
Owyhee project, Oregon Se 
Warm Springs (Vale) project, Oregon.___......________ 250, 000 
Kittitas unit, Yakima project, Washington____.____________ 1, 500, 000 


Yuma project, Arizona_— 
Carlsbad project, Arizona-New Mexico 


inmotion oe ae 





50, 000 
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iropriation for administrative 
expenses of the Veterans’ Bureau for carrying into effect the 
World War adjusted compensation act from $1,188,500 to 
$750,000, and on that item the Senate has receded and restored 


the House figures. 


The Senate reduced the ap 





The Senate has added $90,000 for the development of ofl 
shale under the Bureau of Mines. This ame ment the Tlouse 
conferees have refused to yield on and the Senate has insisted 
The amendment therefore is brought back to the Hlouse in 
dispute. The Bureau of Mines has an appropriation for the 
next fiscal year of $500,000 for investigations in connection 


with petroleum and natural gas, which is $100,000 more than 


the appropriations for the current year. They did not ask any 
money for oil-shale work in the regular annual bill At that 


time the director said: 


The present bill contemplates that we shall continue for the present 


| the laboratory research at Boulder and Salt Lake City on a small 


scale and leave for the future the development of a semicommercial 
plant, either in connection with the Navy or independently We are 


conducting the work on a small seale only, and in our judgment it will 


| be wise to carry it out on a larger scale before it goes into commercial 


800, OOO } 
Sa la citi itachi eet 1, 500, 000 | 


997, OSS | 


$800,000 for the Guernsey Reservoir and $200,000 for the Span- | 


ish Springs project, for which $800,000 was added by the 
Senate, 


The Senate also added an amendment changing the allow- | 


ances for per diem in lieu of subsistence of employees traveling | 


on official business from $4 to $5, and from that amendment | what you are asking for the investigation of these projects? 


the Senate has receded. 


LXV——707 


| to go ahead with the construction, you have a right first to 
The only items for which estimates were submitted were | 


production But we are not asking at this time that you should give 
us money for that. 


A very serious problem confronts the House in connection 
with the legislation and appropriations in the Senate amend- 
ments affecting the Reclamation Service. The Senate, without 
estimates from the President, except in the case of two projects 
involving $1,000,000, has added $7,147,000 for reclamation 
purposes on eight different projects. These sums have been 
added to the bill in the closing hours of the session. If they 
should be granted, they would bring the total for reclamation 
purposes for the next year to $18,000,000, The Committee on 
Appropriations and the House allowed $146,500 for investiga- 
tions in connection with these projects for which the Senate 
has appropriated to start construction. We believe that further 
investigation should take place and full ascertainment of cost 
estimates obtained before construction appropriations are mace. 
The Director of Reclamation was closely examined upon this 
point, and I want to take the time to quote what he replied to 
inquiries propounded to him. 


The CHAIRMAN.— 
Speaking now to the Director of Reclamation, Doctor Mead— 


I understood you to say that the Owyhee and Vale projects in Oregon, 
the projects in the Salt Lake Basin ef Utah, the Kittitas division of 
the Yakima project in Washington, and the Casper-Atcova project in 
Wyoming would cost in the aggregate about $60,000,000. 

Doctor Mrap. The total of these, leaving out the Casper-Alcova 
project and including the other four—that is, taking the North Platte, 
the Newlands, and the other four, or, rather, five, if you count the 
Utah projects as one project—will cost $60,000,000 

The CHAammMAN. What have you to say as to the practicability of 
those projects, or either of them; or do you know ? 

Doctor Meap. No, sir; I am not in a position to say. What I feel 
is that when you get an acre-cost for water as high as these are you 
must know all of the other things that enter into the value of the 
farm. You must know what those other things will be before giving 
any opinion as to their feasibility. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are you in a position to say that if the money 
were provided now for these projects, or for either of them, outside 
of the two that you have asked money for, you would be able to pro 
ceed with the construction of the work with any degree of certainty 
as to what the outcome woulé be? 

Doctor MBAp. No, sir; I do not know whether I would approve 
them or disapprove them. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are not in a position, however, to say that 
there is no present possibility of entering successfully upon the con 
struction of either of the projects I have indicated? 

Doctor Meap. No, sir; I am not able to say one way or the other ag 
to that. 


Mr. BucHANAN. In other words, you do not know whether or not 
it would be advisable to construct them? 

Doctor MgeaAp. No, sir. When I say to you gentlemen that you ought 
know 
every fact that enters into the question of the feasibility of the project, 
and I do know them now. 


The CHAIRMAN. And I assume that that is the reason why 





ou are 
| asking for the $125,000; that is, you want to investigate? 
Doctor Me&ap. That is why we are asking for the $125,000 
The CHAIRMAN. One hundred and twenty-five thousend dollars ig 


Doctor Meap. Yes, sir. 
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Then, later o1 J Is iid: 

also the 1 n why you are not asking 

ruction work on these projects? 

is the reason why the President did 
id not ask for it, or the department 

r, from your present knowledge of the 


you would be in a position to decide the question for 
yo elf. Would you at t s time deem it advisable to begin construc 
tion on either of these projects? 
Doctor Mrap. No, sir; I would begin investigations, and what I did 
v ld be determined entirely by that. 
[The CHAIRMAN, Suppose these lands within the range of these proj- 
ect were 4 r own lands, and you had a lot of money that you 
\ 1 to j t in lamation, would you invest your money in 


either or any or all of these projects without definite knowledge as to 
what could be done and as to what would be the ultimate outcome? 

Doctor Meap. I would want to have more information than I have 
at present. 

fhe CHATRMAN, You think that the wisdom of the situation would 
not justify an appropriation if construction work were urged at the 
present time in connection with any of them? 

Doctor Mrap, It would not justify it unless it was tied up with that 

Phe CrarmMan. If it were tied up, the appropriation would not do 
an good Is that so? 

Ioctor Meap, It would be an appropriation that would be left with 
the Interlor Department to either approve or veto afterwards. That 


Ww be the condition of it. 
(he CrairMan. You think that the approval of the project by Con- 
gr would lead to false hopes on the part of those who might expect 


I Its? 


lboctor Mrap. It might. 


There is the story. In face of that information the Com- 
mitfee on Appropriations of the House refused to appropriate 
for these projects, but in the face of that information and not- 
withstanding the action of the House the Senate did insert these 
items in this bill, and we are back here now, Mr. Speaker 
and gentlemen of the House, in disagreement on the action of 
the Senate 

Now, I wish to say that the legislation changing the reclama- 
lien law has no place upon an appropriation bill, no matter 
how meritorious the legislation may be, and I contend it is not 
right to attach a comprehensive reclamation law to an appro- 
priution bill. Such a law, if it were enacted, might have great 
merit in it. I do not know. I have ‘hot had time to study it. 
It las been dumped into the hopper, and we have been called 
upon to look at it. We have had no chance to study it. As 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations I have striven 
in good faith te keep the bills free from.-legislation as they came 
from the committee and have tried to prevent the amendment 
of the bills in order to protect the legislative jurisdiction of 
other committees. I have had no ulterior purpose. I may be 
for or against the legislation, whatever it may be, but whether 
I was for or against the legislation I would be opposed to hav- 
ing it attached as a rider to an appropriation bill, and, there- 
lore, we bring this back in disagreement. 

The legislation presented here is far-reaching in character, 
and I can not undertake now to say to the House whether it is 
wise or unwise, because it has not been presented in a manner 
that gives suflicient time for study. I do not know about all 
this proposed legislation, and I do not think I ought to be called 
upon to pass Judgment on legislation as far-reaching as this is 
without having an opportunity to study it. Therefore, I am 
bringing it back to the House for whatever action it may de- 
sire to take, and whatever action the House sees fit to take I 
will abide by. I am not here saying what action it should 
take, and it is for the House to tell me what to do, because I 
am the servant of the House, and as one of the conferees 
speaking for the House I propose to carry out the mandate of 
the Llouse. 

Now, I want to say further that if this legislation came up 
in the House in the ordinary course it would take a day or two 
for its consideration. We are asked here in the closing minutes 
of the session to place it upon the statute books as a rider upon 
an appropriation bill. To that proposal I can not give my 
Under the rules of the House, very wisely changed to 
provide ample opportunity to let the House judge whether it 
wants to legislate on appropriation bills, the House managers 
have brought this matter back. Those Members who are inter- 
ested in the legislation have their rights under the rules when 
the amendment is called up. As chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations and without reference to the merits of the legis- 
lation itself IL am compelled to oppose its insertion in this bill 


assent. 


ee 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


JUNE 7 


in this manner. I have not had time to study the proposal a 
I should before I would recommend it to the House. I will 
not take that responsibility. If the House votes to place the 
amendment in the bill, it will do so on the recommendation of 
other gentlemen and upon statements they may make as to the 
effect of the legislation. The responsibility for such action will 
rest primarily with the House. 

I protest against the practice of putting legislation on appro- 
priation bills, and I want to be understood as having fought 
this from the day the Budget act was passed and the rules 
of the House so changed as to prohibit legislation going on 
appropriation bills. [Applause.] I want to help the House 
keep the legislative jurisdiction in the committees which are 
charged with legislative responsibility. I do not want them 
to impose that responsibility on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, because we do not want to assume it; we have enough 
to do without it. 

If I were fully acquainted with the merits or need for the 
legislation and thought it desirable, I would still protest against 
the manner of its presentation in the House, and I shall move 
to insist on the disagreement of the House to these amendments. 

Mr, Speaker, I move the adoption of the conference report. 
These matters are outside the conference report. 

Mr. SINNOTT. The gentleman’s present motion does not 
include them? 

Mr. MADDEN. No. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON, I notice the gentleman has receded from 
the amendment which provides $50,000 for the Northern Pacific 
land grants investigation, 

Mr. MADDEN. We were directed to do it by law. 

Mr. BLANTON. Has such a bill passed this House? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. There have been so many passed in the 
last 48 hours that I did not know whether it had been passed 
or not. 

Mr. MADDEN. This is done in conformity with the law. 
We did not do it until we had a law authorizing it. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the confer- 
ence report. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. I 
understand this motion does not include Senate amendments 27 
to 34 or amendment No. 58. 

Mr. MADDEN. No; it does not. 

The conferenee report was agreed to. 

The SPHAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the first amend- 
ment in disagreement. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take up all of these reclamation project amendments—amend- 
ments Nos. 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, and 36—and consider 
them en bloc. 

Mr. SMITH. That does not include amendment No, 58? 

Mr. MADDEN. No. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object 
to ask a question. We know the attitude of the gentleman 
from Illinois, and if he were able to carry out his wishes thera 
could be no objection; but we have our friends from Idaho 
and Oregon and other places interested in this $100,000,000 
proposition— 

Mr. MADDEN. This is to expedite consideration. 

Mr. BLANTON. What I want to know is whether the gen- 
tlemen is going to see that the time is equally divided on this 
proposition or is he going to give all the time to the gentlemen 
who want to put over this proposition? 

Mr. MADDEN. I will have control of the time, and I will 
see that nobody loses any rights. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want a little time to discuss this matter 
they are trying to put over here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Sanpers of Indiana). 
Without objection, the amendments will be considered en bloc 
and the Clerk will report the first amendment in disagree- 
ment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary imquiry. 
When is the proper time to offer a preferential motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As soon as the amendments 
are reported, 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Amendment No. 27, page 32, after line 8, insert: 

“For all expenditures authorized by the act of June 17, 1902 (32 
Stats., p. 388), and acts amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto, 
known as the reclamation law and all other acts under which expendi- 
tures from said fund are authorized, including salaries in the District 
of Columbia and elsewhere; examination of estimates for appropria- 
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tions in the field: refunds for overcollections hereafter received on 


count of water-right charges, rentals, and deposits for other pur 
poses; printing and binding, not exceeding $15,000; purchase, mainte 
nance, and operation of horse-drawn or motor-propelled passenger 
carrying vehicles; payment of damages caused to the owners of lands 
or private property of any kind by reason of the operations of the 
United States, its officers or employees, in the survey, construction, 
‘ tion, or maintenance of irrigation works, and which may be com 
promised by agreement between the claimant and the Secretary of the 
Interior; and payment for official telephone service in the field here 
fter incurre!] in case of official telephones installed in private houses 





when authorized under regulations established by the Secretary of the 
Interior 

‘North Platte irrigation project, Nebraska and Wyoming: Fer con 
tinued investigations, commencement of construction of the Guernsey 
Reservoir, and incidental operations, $800,000 


‘Spanish Springs irrigation project, Nevada: For continued investi 
gations, commencement of construction, and incidental operations, 
SS00 000 

Salt Lake Basin irrigation project, Utah: For continued investi 
gations, continuation of construction, and incidental operations, $1 
O00, 

‘Owyhee irrigation project, Oregon: For continued investigations, 


commencement of construction, and incidental operations, $1,250,000 


Warm Springs (Vale) irrigation project, Oregon: For continued 


vestigations and for first payment toward purchase of an interest in 
Warm spriugs Reservoir, £250,000 
‘Yakima irrigation project, Washington: For continued investiga 
t s, commencement of construction of the Nittitas unit, and inci 
ental operations $1,500,000 


‘There is hereby established in the Department of the Interior a 


Bureau of Reclamation, and there shall be a director of the said bu 
eau, Who shall be thoroughly equipped for the duties of said office by 
technical education and experience, and who shall be appointed by the 
l’'resident, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and who 

ill receive a salary of $10,000 per annum, and there shall also be 

the said bureau such experts and other employees, to be appointed 
subject to civil service laws and regulations, as may be required to carry 


out the purposes of the reclamation act of June 17, 1902 (32 Stats., p. 
888), and acts amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto, in ac 
ordance with the appropriations made from time to time by Congress 


for such purposes.” 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, amendment No. 36 perhaps | 


should not be included in this list, and I ask unanimous consent 
that it be left out as it deals with a different proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman did not name 
amendment No. 35 in his motion. 

Mr. MADDEN. No, sir; and No. 36, I think, should also be 
left out. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, amendment | 


No. 36 will be left out of the amendment to be considered en bloc. 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to further insist upon 


the disagreement of the House to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman from Oregon rise? 


Mr. SINNOTT. To offer a preferential motion. I move that | 


the House recede, and concur in the Senate amendments. 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Idaho. 
Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House—— 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, this matter we are going to 


discuss involves $60,000,000, and I think that is a big enough | 
proposition to have the membership here, and I make the point | 


of order that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
makes a point of order that there is no quorum present. The 
Chair will count. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order there 
is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will count. [After 
counting.] Ninety-eight Members are present, not a quorum. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll, when the following Members failed 
to answer to their names: 


Anderson Burton Doughton Fisher 
Andrew Butler Doyle Garner 
Bacharach Byrnes, 8. C. Drane Geran 

Larkley Celler Drewry Gifford 

Beck Clark, Fla. Driver Graham, K 
Roies Cooper, Ohio Fairchild Griffin 

Britten Curry Fairfield Hammer 
Browne, N. J. Davis, Minn. Faust Hersey 
Bulwinkle Dickstein Fenn Howard, Okla, 


Burdick Dominick Fish Hudspeth 





Jost Lyon Reed, W. Va rhatcher 


Kahn McFadden Rogers, N. H Pucker 
Kelly McKeown Romjur Var 
Kent McLeod Rosent Or Ward, N.Y 
Kerr McSwain Rouse Ward. N.C 
Kiess Michaelson Scott Wwe el 
Knutson Miller, Ill Sherwood Welsh 
Kunz Moore, Lil Spearing White, M 
Langley Morin Steagall Wilson, M 
Larson, Minn Mudd Stengle W ht 
Lilly Paige Sullivan Y 
Little Phillips Sweet Zihl 
Logan Quayle raylor, Tenn 
The SPEAKER pro tempore Three hundred and forty-two 
Members have answered to their names. A quorum is present, 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with fur 
ther proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I vield the time allotted to me 
to the gentleman from Oregon |[Mr. SINNovt 

Mr. SINNOTT \ parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore rhe gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SINNOTT. How much time have I in my control under 
the rule, having made a preferential motion? 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman can not take me off the tloor 
on a conference report. 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The conference report has been 
agreed to. The Chair thinks it is a proper inquiry raised by 
the gentleman from Oregon The gentleman from Illinois of- 


fered a motion to further insist on the disagreement to the Sen 
ate amendments. Upon that he would be entitled to time, as he 
is in charge of the bill. The gentleman from Oregon offers a 
preferential motion, but the Chair is under the impression that 
the gentleman from Illinois is not thereby deprived of the con 
trol of the time. That seems to be the precedents, although the 
logie of the situation would seem to be the other way 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minut to the 
gentleman from Ohio |Mr. Broo] 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, in five 
minutes a man can not go into the details to prove his state 
ments at very great length I am going to ask you to examine 
this matter carefully. To me you might as well sign a blant 
check and send it over to these men, unless I am entirely mis 
taken in the language, and the proponents of the bill who come 
after me will have an opportunity to tell you whether I am 
right or not. 

Turn to page S2, subsection (f), and read the lines 7, 8, and 9: 

The installment of the construction charge per irrigable acre payable 
each year shall be 5 per cent of the average gross annual acre Income 


for the 10 calendar years first preceding 


And so forth. Now, that is for the 10. preceding years. If 
this land was honproductive for 10 preceding years before the 
irrigation project was put over, the charge against the acreage 
is nothing. 

Now read lines 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22, and under those 
lines the Secretary is authorized to rewrite every contract of 
irrigation that is now in effect on the basis of the above lines 
ae the 5 cents per acre of the productivity for the 10 years 

prior to the irrigation project. Why, there is not a man in the 
House who can even form an estimate to-day as to what the 
cost to the Government will be if such a project becomes a 
law. If I am not in error, I would rather defeat the de 
ficiency bill than sign this measure under the hold-up method 
of tying it up to an appropriation bill. 
| Mr. SMITH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BEGG. I can not yield unless the gentleman can give 
me more time. 

Mr. SMITH. The gentleman is in error. 

Mr. BEGG. The gentleman can speak in his own time If 
I am in error, he can show it then. On page 83, in the first 
paragraph, it turns back to the irrigating landowner to-day 
every property scheme that we have in existence by the crea- 
tion of irrigation associations. Now, we have some irrigation 
and reclamation projects that are making money, and every 
one in. this bill under the creation of the association of irri- 
gation landowners will have the project turned back to them. 

Worse than that, turn to the subsection at the bottom of the 
page. If there are apy profits in the propos'tion to-day. those 
profits go to these landowners, and on page 84 it can be dis 
tributed the same as dividends of a corporation. Read Ines 
8 to 6 on page S4: 


No distribution to individual water users shall be made out of any 
such profits before all obligations to the Government shall have been 
fully paid 


Why, men, in these reclamation schemes and irrigation proj- 
ects when made at the charge of the Federal Government a 


man buys the land and pays the water rates. He does not have 


te 


fit. It 1s not for the benefit of the owners. The 
tal scheme, and we are charged to pay 
are charged to pay the losses we ought 
entitled to the profits It ought not to be turned over 
u r any kind of a hasty proceeding like this. 
w, turn to page 85, where it says that the cost and expense 
h such survey ll be charged to the appropriation for 
roject on account of which the same is made, but not to 


il rovernmel 


, and if w 


( of cor tr on 

We are going to hack to this association of irrigation 
projects all profitable ventures and continue to hold and re- 
write contracts on the losing ventures and pay the losses. 

1 SPEAKER pro tempor The time of the gentleman 

‘) ‘ pol l 

Mr. BEGG Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to yield me 
‘ t¢ mo 

\ MADDEN, Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute more to the 


Mr. BEGG Read on page 86, subsection O, and see what 


! have. There it is provided that the cost and expense after 
June 30, 1925, of the main office at Washington, D. C., of the 
Bureau of Reclamation in the Department of the Interior, and 


t and expense of general investigation, and so forth, 


shall be charged to the Government, and there is no avenue | 

er this law for the United States to reclaim a single nickel 
of its losses: and in the ice of it all there are more farm 
products being produced to-day in the United States than we 
can consume, else we are ip error in all of the demands that | 


have been made for farm-relief legislation, one of them to 


appropriate $200,000,000 to care for the surplus Let us not 


he fooled: let us be a little bit consistent on business matters | 


and vote as busine } 
chance to cousider and go into the merits of the situation. 
[ Applause, ] 

Mr. MADDEN Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentlemen from Utah [ Mr. L&atrHEerwoop],. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I shall not at this time 
attempt to discuss the salient features of the proposed new 
legislation, but if gentlemen will follow the bill they will find 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Beca] has net sensed the 
purpose of the propesed legislation. This legislation does not 
here without thought or consideration. It comes here 
after thought upon the part of some of the best minds in this 
country upon the subject of reclamation and after a long 
period of consideration. I shall not attempt to discuss the 
legislation at this time, and in the few moments that I have I 
will discuss amendment No. 30, which refers to the Salt Lake 
Basin project. 

Utah since the beginning of reclamation has had one little 
project, and she will pay back to the Government every dollar 
of that money according to contract. She has put into the 
reclamation fund much more than she has ever taken out of it. 
These moneys that we are asking now to have appropriated are 
trust funds derived from the sale of our public lands and oil 
leuses. The Salt Lake Basin project lies between the city of 
OGgden and the city of Provo. 

lt is tapped by two great transeontinental railways. It 
hus an interurban electric line rumning throughout the land 
to be reclaimed. It has paved roads putting it in touch with 
markets. Im addition to that, there is a market for the sur- 
plus agricultural products in that very locality. There is be- 
ing opened within the very heart of this propesed region a 
great steel mill. Within 25 miles of it is ene of the largest 
open-mining copper mines in the world, producing 50,000 tons 
of ore per day, employing 7,000 men. Within 20 miles of this 
project there is to-day the greatest precious metal smelting 
industry in the United States. There we have the markets 
and this project is already organized into irrigation districts 
and prepared to tax the preperty to pay every dollar of the 
proposed appropriation for this project back to the Federal 
Government. You will have $5 of security for every dollar 
that it is proposed to put into this project and up to the 
present time my State shows not 4 dollar of loss to the Federal 
Government. It is nothing but just, it is nothing but fair, 
that after 20 years my State, with only one little project, and 
which has put hundreds of thousands of dollars into this 
trust fund from the sale of its lands and its oil leases, sheuld 
get at least some equity in the matter. I come to you not with 
iuny apology for reclamation in my State. It is solvent. It 
will pay back to the Government and to the reclamation fund 
every dollar. My good friend from Ohio [Mr. Brae] knows 
all about agriculture in the State of Ohio, I have no doubt, 
but he has demonstrated in the five minutes that he has 
talked that he knows as little about reclamation as any gen- 


come 


men should vote, after we have had a |} 
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tleman that IT have ever heard discuss the question. This 
charge that he complains about is not against the funds of 
the Government, it is against the reclamation fund. It is 
our money, so to speak, and I remind some of you gentlemen 
who are so concerned about the disposition of the reclamation 
money of the fact that if you will go back a little bit in 
history you will find out how much your States have had from 
the sale of public lands in the past, not a dollar of which 
you have ever returned to the Treasury of the Federal Goy- 
ernment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Utah has expired. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byxgns]. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the 
motion to concur in this amendment. I do not come from a 
State where reclamation is in progress. I am aware, as the 
gentleman from Utah [Mr. LEATHERWOOD] says, that the funds 
which are expended come from the reclamation fund, but I be- 
lieve that in opposing this proposition I am acting as the friend 
of the reclamation fund, and I most respectfully suggest to 
my friends who come from these reclamation States that 
the very worst thing they can do to their reclamation projects 
and the future of reclamation is to sustain efforts to make 
appropriations at the eleventh hour of the session of Con- 
gress, on the eve of adjournment, amendments carrying $7.,- 
000,000, involving possibly $60,000,000 of future expenditures 
without any investigation, without any report from the 
Budget or from the Executive. [Applause.] That is just 
what this means. You have a proposition here to appro- 
priate $7,000,000, proposed at this late hour by the Senate, for 
the next yeay upon five or six new projects and which I am 
told will involve sixty million or more dollars before they are 
completed, Yet the gentleman from Illinois read you a while 
ugo a statement from Doctor Mead, the present reclamation di- 
rector, and who impresses me not only as a man of high ability 
but of very earnest interest in this kind of work, in which he 
said that he could not justify any one of these projects, because 
he had not had an opportunity to investigate them and would 
not therefore recommend them at this time. The bill which 
passed the House carries an appropriation of $125,000 to enable 
the director of the reclamation fund to make his investigation, 
and he says that with that money he will be able to come back 
to Congress this fall and tell Cengress just which of these 
projects should be started. Why are we in such haste to do 
this? Who is going to be hurt by a six months’ delay? In 
December the Congress will be back here, and if these projects 
are justified, Dector Mead will be here with a report to Con- 
gress recommending them and asking for the necessary appro- 
priation to support them. Is some one afraid that his project 
will not be approved and therefore wishes to commit the Gov- 
ernment before an investigation is made? We have an example 
of what this means. There is an amendment pending on this 
appropriation bill that seeks to defer payments to be made by 
water users on projects which have proven to be unprofitable. 

We are asked now to defer these payments for a period of 
three years. Why? Because the projects themselves are not 
profitable and ought not te have been undertaken; because they 
spent too much upen them; because it has cost the water users 
too much money, and they find themselves in a position where 
they can not make enough on the land to pay the cost of those 
projects ; and yet here we are asked blindly, without investiga- 
tion by the proper authorities, to start new projects, some of 
which may prove profitible and others, as far as we know, may 
prove unprofitable. Gentlemen, it is not good legislation in the 
last hour of the session without a report from the Budget, 
without a recommendation from the President, without a recom- 
mendation from the man who has direct charge of this matter, 
but who on the contrary has asked for time to investigate the 
feasibility and value of these projects before the Government ig 
committed to such a tremendous expense. It is not right, 
simply on the request of some gentleman over in another body 
who is interested in these projects, who has some one project 
in his State in which he is interested, to ask us under our 
obligations to concur in the amendments offered. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. MADDEN. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Hocu] to prefer a request. 

Mr. HOCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call 


The time of the gentleman 


up Senate Joint Resolution 107, to insist on the House amend- 
ment and agree to the conference asked by the Senate, and 


that the Speaker pro tempore appoint conferees without inter- 
vening motion, 





el 








nee ee 


=k AND RROD), Riles rb cate ENTRAR gi ene EL NP A AORN as eA, fi 


"ad 


ex 


SiS aa NSM RT OA oe RBI eS Sob 


















































— ane = * TOUT? ‘ 
1924 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 11219 
| 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas | net compelled under reclamation prejects to raise one partien 
asks unanimous consent to eall from the Speaker's table Senate | lar crop. ‘They may raise sugar beets, alfalfa, and other 8 
Joint Resolution 107, which the Clerk will report. | where there is no surplus, and it is the very best thing that 

The Clerk read as follows: can happen to the western farmer and for the country. Men 
| who profess to be the friend of the farmer now come here and 
| say, “You do not know what you want out in the West.” 
Why, the country in one project has already invested $5,000 

and that will Hie idle, absolutely useless to the Gevernment 
anybody else, unless some amendment te this bill carries. |! 


Senate Joint Resolution 107, declaring agriculture to be the basic | 
industry of the country, and for other purposes, 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. And insist upon the House | 
amendment and agree to the conference asked by the Senate, 


and the conferees be appointed without intervening motion. Is | earnestly hope you will vote for this amendment. Applause. } 

there objection? The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. Will the gentleman withhold that for | has expired. 

a moment so I can see what it is? | Mr. COLTON. I ask leave to revise and extend my remarks 
Mr. HOCH. Well, it simply sends it to conference. | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has that privi 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. I want to see what amendments were | lege. 

adopted. | Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to t . 
Mr. HOCH. The Senate has not adopted any. The Senate | gentleman from Washington [ Mr. Sum MERs }. 

disagreed to the House amendments and adopted nothing. Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. I would like to see if the gentleman | in the two minutes allotted me I want te call your attention te 

will withhold it. | the fact that the reclamation projects of the West are making 
Mr. HOCH. I will withhold the request for the moment. | markets for eastern products of from twenty-f to forty mil 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas} ljon dollars annually. 

withholds the request. As to the merits of the items now under consideration, let me 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE give you the facts im regard to one. The Secretary of the li 


message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its chief clerk, | terior, having had this under investigation for several years 
nounced that the Senate had passed with an amendment | reported favorably and asked for an appropriation last Decen 
| ber. A few weeks ago, after the fact finders had made the 


House Joint Resolution 283, to permit to remain within the ; 7 : 
United States certain aliens in excess ef quotas fixed under | report, he again made a request for these appropriations. One 
authority of the immigration act of May 19, 1921, in which the | of the projects happens to be in the State of Washington, and 
coneurrence of the House was requested. here are the facts: The Kittitas High Line unit of the Yakima 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to | Project immediately surrounds a fert le tract « 1.000 aeres 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint | that has been in a high state of production for 3U or 40 yeu 
resolution (S. J. Res. 85) authorizing an appropriation for the Mr. CARTER. What project? ; ze ; 
participation ef the United States in the preparation and com- Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. The Kittitas unit of the 
pletion of plans for the comprehensive observance of that | Yakima. Two transcontinental railroads, two hard-surface roads 
traverse the tract. A State normal school in a beautiful county 
seat town is in the middle of the tract. The Government has 
rhe message also announced that the Senate had passed | €T@ ted a $5,000,000 dam, and no place to use the water exeept in 
without amendment bill of the following title: very limited amount until this unit is completed. Now, are you 
Hi. R. 1414. An act to authorize the payment of certain taxes | going to delay it? It is going to take 6 or 8 or lO years in any 
to Stevens and Ferry Counties, in the State of Washington. event, and every year you delay it means that much longer thé 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed | Country must carr; the overhead. A $5.000.000 dam absolute! 


greatest of all historic events, the bicentennial of the birthday 
of George Washington. 


with amendment the bill (H. R. 71) authorizing the Cowlitz | useless. Is it any wonder that the country gets out of patience 
Tribe of Indians residing in the State of Washington to sub- | With Congress for doing things that way? If you did not intend 
mit claims to the Court of Claims, | to appropriate for this, then you ought never to have appre- 


priated for that dam. Let us do this in a businesslike way 
make the appropriation and dig the ditch. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman ha 
expired. 


SECOND DEFICIENCY BILL 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, [I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Utah [Mr. Cotton]. [Applause. ] 


Mr. COLTON. Mr. Speaker, whenever anything cencerning Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
the farmers is brought up on the floor of this House meny so- | tleman from Vexas [Mr. BLANTON} 


am in favor of reclaiming 
of the arid lands of the entire Northwest, but | am not 
in favor on the last day of a session to put a $60,000,000 legis- 
lative projeet as a rider on an appropriation bill, such as is 
attempted at this time. I will tell the gentleman from Idaho 
and the gentleman from Washington and the gentleman from 
Montana and the gentleman from Wyoming what they 


called farmers’ friends are here offering some kind of remedy, Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
some kind of medicine other than what the farmer wants. The | 9}; 
savant from Arkansas [Mr. Wixco]} hdd a complete remedy for 
all the ills of the farmer yesterday, and yet when the only bill 
that would give real relief was up for consideration—a bill | 
which farmers everywhere asked for—he did not even vote upon | 
the measure at all , are 

During the debate yesterday, according to the Recorp, this fixing to do. They are fixing te get this important deficiency 
great statesman, with the weight of empires resting upon his | bill vetoed. They are fixing to get it killed. It is too late to 
mighty brain, took occasion to question the intelligence of a| pass it after we adjourn. They are fixing te kill this im. 
people who would send a Representative here who did not know portant deficiency bill by putting this $60,000,000 item on it 
what the Democratic Party had done for the farmer. Gentle- | and it will not do to take any chances en killing the deficiency 
men, While I realize this was said in joke, let me say that | pil, as it embraces the appropriation for the bonus of our 
America has no better nor more enlightened, no better edu- | ey-service men. 
cated people than those I have the honor to represent Let me Why, we passed the postal salary increase bill the 
say further no class of people are more intelligent, more in- day to give the faithful, honest, hard-w rking postal emp! eS 
formed than the farmers of this country. You will have hard | g proper increase in salaries and to give a proper increase in 
work making them believe the Democrats have done much for | salary to the hard-working, underpaid third and fourth 
them. Even the sage from Arkansas will not be able to show postmasters of the country. ‘These underpaid postmasters and : 
them. hard-working postal employees have waited years and years 

The farm loan aet and the reserve act were all right for the | for this deserved increase. And we have promised them: that 


other 
class 


purpose intended, but they only enabled the farmer to get | we would pass their bill before this Congress adjourned And 
further in debt. What he wants is a chance to get a fair | we did pass it in the House. And the House has exhausted 
market for his products. The tariff furnished him a good | eyery means of putting it into law 
home market and insured prosperity here at home. He now I was heartily in favor ef that bill and helped to pass 
wants a market for his surplus products; give him this and he | Now, since the bill has been vetoed by the President we find 
will work out his own salvation. The bill that would have done | the Presiding Officer of another body this minute holding that 
that was killed by just such friends of the farmers as are | that veto can not be ealled up and acted upen by that bedy 
opposing this legislation. The farmers of this country are not | until to-morrow morning, which is after the Congress adiourns, 
going to be deceived. They know the genuine from the sham. because, forsooth, it has not yet been entered on the Journal, 
So here to-day objection is made that reclamation will cause | and that it takes unanimous consent there for another body 
overproduction by the farmer. Why, the Reclamation Service | to even pass upen a Presidenf’s veto. And this House here 
is the greatest blessing to the farmers in the world. Farmers | is sitting with its hands tied and its feet hobbled and can not 
om reclamation projects can diversify their crops. They are! do anything about it al all, and that postal salary bill is goimg 
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to die. Yet at the same time the very body that holds up 
that just compensation bill for the benefit of postal employees | 
of this country has put as a rider on a deficiency bill this 
legislative item, which our distinguished chairman of the | 
Committee on Appropriations, Mr. Mappen, and Mr. Mead, 
the Director of the Reclamation Service, have said will ulti- 
mately cost the people $60,000,000, 

Are you going to stand for it? I want to say this to our 


Nortliwest: 
bills like this, you are g 


If you force reclamation projects 
se friends 


friends from the 
on appropriation 


; 4 1 
oOIng tO Ww 








RECORD—HOUSKE 


Mr. LEAVITT. Yes 

Mr. Speaker, I notice that on eiling of 
the House of Representatives the seal of my State of Montana 
is not represented with the rest, although we have been a 
for 35 years. Nobody seems ever to have called attention 
it before. I have taken steps so that this fall, when we me 
again, it shall appear there among the seals of other 
{Applause.] It is in the same way, in urging this legislation 
for reclamation, that I am asking you, in the interest of de 
velopment and our farming industry, to recognize my S&S 
among the States of the Union on an equal footing. Reclama 
tion is required in a State like mine and in other simi 
States of the West, so that they will be enabled not only to 
produce things that can be sold in a market-gardening market 
but in order that we can produce sure forage crops, making 


the this Chamber » 


Sth 


stat 


possible the use of other lands for stock raising We mu 
be able out in that country te go on with this developmer 


and, as has been said by my colleague, Mr. Evans, unless th 
relief in the method of payment is afforded, which 
‘quickly thought of thing which we are trying to ride throug! 


here, but the result of weeks of hearings and investigalions 


is ho t 


; our committee—unless we can have that relief there will be 
miauny of my people dispossessed, who, under this fair method 
of payment, would be able to repay their obligations and 


put back into the Treasury the money that has been expended 


in the development of reclamation. projects. fApplause.] 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEAVITT. Yes 

Mr. SNELL. Did we not reeently extend the time on them 
all for three years? 

Mr. LEAVITT. Yes; but that does not in any way satisty 
the loan companies that are demanding that these payments 
be made, but who will be satisfied if we put them upon a 

| business basis so that they can pay out in time 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
has expired. 

REVISION OF RAILROAD RATE STRUCTURE 

Mr. HOCH. Mr. Sneaker, [I wish to announce that the 

gentlemen from Alabama [Mr. Huppreston! has withdrawn 


for reclamation here in the House, friends that we ought to 
have. To am th you for reclamation, There are semiarid 
lands even in the district which I have the honor to represent, 
and in States all around me. I have been for their develop- 
men We do not expect the Government to help us in Texas, 
because we have there no Government land, but we do expect 
to help around in the States next adjoining You want to 
make friends instead of enemies on this reclamation proposi- 
tion The Congress will be back here in December Do not 
urge this unreasonable $60,000,000 proposition on this appro- | 
priation bill Wait until December, and after standing up like 
men before all our colleagues and presenting the matter to 
them and winning their support on the merits of the proposi- 
tion, let us take up the matter in December, and not press it 
here now in the closing hour of this session 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON, Yes 

Mr. CARTER, The gentleman from Texas knows, of course, 
that there is considerable criticism against irrigation, and it 
comes about by ill-advised projects having been passed by | 
Congress 

Mr. BLANTON. Our friend from Idaho [Mr. Sari] knows | 
that he has had one project there in his State—delightful a 
State as he has, and delightful a colleague as he is of ours—he 
knows that he has a project there that stinks to heaven, and 
here is a rider proposition for projects involving S60,000,000 
without any consideration having been given them by the 
louse at all 

Mr. CARTER. Does not the gentleman know that every 
one of these questionable projects has been brought in here 
just in this manner? 

Mr. BLANTON. Exactly. They can not pass in any other 
way. [Applause.] 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr, Speaker, T yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Montana [Mr. Leavirr]. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen the 
one the burdens of the western country having great 
gation projects is the lack of understanding—-I might say 
ignorance—of those who proceed on pure theory, and 
result make it difficult for us to continue our development. 


from Montana is recog: 


of House, 
irri- 
the 
a 


as 


In the few minutes I have at my disposal I will speak par- | 


ticularly of the new provisions for payment contained in this 
bill. That the heart of this matter, and I want to say 
that it is not hasty legislation. For several weeks the Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation Committee of this House has been hold- 
ing hearings and investigations and preparing a -hill. The 
committee of this Tlouse did not write this rider into the appro- 
priation bill now under consideration. It was put there by the 
Senate, but it should be passed. 

Regardless of the business that any man goes into, he will 
succeed if he is able to make enough to pay his debts and has 
the privilege of paying them in such a way that he can meet 


is 


them out of his business, That is all there is in this pro- 
posed new principle of payment on these reclamation proj- 
ects. It is that, instead of a fixed period of years being set 


for payment, regardless of the cost of the project or the earn- 
ings—and it costs just as much to construct in a State where 
a single crop all that can be expected as it does where 
two or three crops are grown—payment shall be required on 
a basis of what can actually be raised, 


is 


5 per cent of the gross return, vear after year, estimated over | 


a period of 10 years, if there is 10 years of experience; and if 
not, over a lesser period of time. 

That is the only way we will be able to get back the money 
that has been invested on some of these irrigation projects, 
simply on the basis of what they can earn instead of the fixed 
plan that has forced failures in some instances. 


Mr. EVANS of Montana. Mr. Speaker, will my colleague 
yield there? : 

Mr. LEAVITT. Yes: I vield 

Mr. EVANS of Montana If this legislation is net passed 


thousands of people will be dispossessed of their lands, will 
they not? 


It proposes to charge | 


| 


| 





his objection to my unanimous-consent request and I desire fo 
renew that request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 
asks unanimous consent to call up Senate Joint Resolution 
107, insist on the House amendment and agree to the confer 
ence asked by the Senate, and that the Speaker pro tempore 
be authorized to appoint conferees without an intervening mo 


tion. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none 
The Chair appointed the following conferees: Messrs 
Wins.tow, Hocn, and RAYBURN, 
SECOND DEFICIENCY BILE, 1924 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the 


gentleman from Michigan [Mr, Cramron]. 
Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Speaker, the President sent us a mes 


sage in April calling attention to the reclamation situation 
and the fact that there was nearly $28,000,000 on existing 
projects that he said would, perhaps, have to be charged 


off, representing expenditures in construction work on reser- 
voirs, and so forth, on projects that had proven unproductive. 

The gentleman from Utah would have us understand that 
it does not affect the General Treasury. The reclamation 
fund is in the Treasury for the service of the country just the 
same, and whenever that is exhausted they will want more 
money out of the general fund to put into the reclamation fund. 
In fact, the Smith-MecNary bill, recently urged, contains a pro- 
vision for a very large new appropriation from the general 
funds for similar work, 

The character of the amendments put on in the Senate is to 
be judged in part by the Yuma amendment. As I under- 
stand, no amendment which was offered in the Senate was 
rejected; the lid was off. It was proposed for the Yuma proj- 
ect—which has been excluded from this group, but it illus- 
trates the carelessness and the recklessness of this method 
of legislating—to take $100,000 not out of the reclamation 
fund but out of the general fund permanently, $100,000 each 
year out of the general fund for the benefit of a reclamation 
project. 

Mr. Speaker, the evil of the plan before us, in overriding the 
Budget, has been stressed by the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Mappen]. The plan involves the approval of some six 
or eight projects, only two of which have been approved by 
the Budget, and one has, in effect, been ruled against. By 
this you will destroy the Budget system. If on the last day 
of the session the Senate can load dewn a deficiency bill with 
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everything they want and banding together, as they have in The gentlem: from Ohio [Mr. Br peaks as thou 
t e, refuse to have items considered on their merits, i: I ey ere c ng out of the Tre ‘ It « s1 ome ut 
ug it is all or none—rule or ruin—you destroy your buds ot the Treasury it comes out o e 1 imation fund, a 
m absolt | " al set i I I i ( Wi { 
! er, it andons the control which Congress ought to I t ck n Vv r 
( se over the s 1 of the good projects and rT t over i ‘ mous ureas ¢ nd tl ou | é \ 
to e Interior Dey tment, because these appropriations are in | tion in the Western States 
3 I'lie e subject to further investigation by the In my own S e you ha f iside a \ ) \e 
‘ ‘tment d it t investigation suits the Secretary of the | Nation from 15,v0¢ ) to 17,000,00 ( 
Interior he builds the project; and if it does not suit him, he | little dole we get out of these appropriat n & 
does not. We give him the right of selection, and everybody | part recompense us for the withhoiding ol and ni 
k vs how terrific the political, geographical, and local pressure 
\ be u ! It is that kind of pressure that has caused Why do we want this to ? “Hope deferred 
S ( ( nemitted n tukes heretotore, Let us go ) M S 
f eC] n tl] t { iW 1 come trot t ] nt a 
! t involves the build of undes le | ha ‘ eceived fre it ind betw : A) 
}? lect one of which, the Spanish Springs pre t. was declared St. TL , 
! ervice itself in the he nes before our con ttee last | | nd v ever in State 1 f 
1h mibet : not bei regarded as sible at this tim \ pen HN MP inte c ecial n 1 ‘ te 
j ! est { e | ‘ I tin f oO ( 8 ‘ ‘ ed iS 
sicle lund boy 
s program on the part of the Senate is condemned by the rhe « nditure j ell ] ( vou § met ent 
, te itself when they put in the legislation, which will come os, the relief bill The gent! wn from Ohio [Mr. I { 
ul iter subse tion (bh) whi ti provides tl if no new prove t cl ~ | } ‘ hat } the 
s | be approved, or even estimates submitted, until inf mation | t ght and the cure ud e couns @ fact find 
in detail shall be secured as to the water supply, the engineeri: mission sitting upon it for six mo , the Sec! ry ¢ 
features, and everything else. Yet, they load this bill, in a | Imterior and Dr. Elwood Mead, the most noted irrigut 
sundbagging method, with items not so investigated. Havir the world, who w paid ¥ p00 } ear by eG i 
ded themselves \ h all this loot, in their legislative program | Ment of Austratia to go over there and superintend tiv 
they put in the section which says that hereafter you must be | & 1 propositions, a et 1 rrigationist tro OF 
good, “ We will not approve anything hereafter until we yw | Bea with t air ¢ ! 5 Ls t nOs 
’ we are doing.” But in this bill they turn everything loose | @ssurance doubly sure, tells us that | DIlt Is poo a 
aud wide open [ Applause. | : t e are going to reach into lreasury otf e | ed 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the g eman has mtu te and deplete tl Arensur) a ‘ emi! ern 
expired rexas [Mr. BLAnton], whose State was wise enough to keep its 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- | ‘ | cl ls, ridicu Di 
tleman from Oregon [Mr. Stnnotr] Would that the people of the Nerthwe Territory, wi 
Mr SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, 10 minute to represent the . cal ito t U1 hh, Wi 1 tl I n England at 
hopes, the aspirations, and the longings of people w! have | the “hampoeg meet VU in 18° he States of Ore ! 
been waiting many years for appropriations for these projects, Washington, Idaho, and parts of Wyo and Moni 
and also for the relief legislation expressed in amendment 58, | Would that they had had the saga ( pioneers ¢ 
seems to me like a travesty, like a burlesque on representative, | ™@! d had retained their public land Phen we.would not 
deliberative government here asking you for the proce i t lund levelo 
f have heard comments upon this bil! which made me think land that those proceeds were int ed by the God of Na ‘ 
of last Tuesday, when this House rebuffed the petition of the | be expended upon. 


dry farmer from the West and the Middle West in behalf of I wish I could ta you out u I ( ind si ! 
the MceNary-Haugen bill, and now we are asked to rebuff and | that the Almighty Hims« meant the sn Upen the mot 








deny the appeal of the wet farmer; at least that would seem | t#ins should be wedded to those broad a of Te e vor . 
to be the situation judging from the comments which have | @tst I wish you conld see hor np lfit t 
been made by several gentlemen, especially the comments made | Tise a! ! radiate from the Color ; It Col a to the 
by the great irrigationist from Ohio [Mr. Bece], who only dem- | C@rdinal poi Hlow hi pile on rise in 1 
onstrates the fact that purple | » of twilight | llows suddenly stilled on ‘ 
: : erest how the rim of the ‘ yhiithye nd ti ] 
A little learning is a dangerous thing; ’ ' 
— ; : red th a ¢ 1 lott et ed peak ‘ 
Drink deep or taste not the irrigation spring 1} * beacons. now only reflectit sbove 1 du of th 
3 Applause. ] leys the soft glow of the setting sun as the day drops into 
i Ife ridicules these six projects and says they have not been | western waters of the Pacific. These snowcaps eternal 
q investigated, while the fact is, gentlemen of the House, that | reservoirs, the Almighty vites us fo wed the snow on t 
: every one of these six projects has been thoroughly investi- | mountains with our ' f areas of tert lcanic dust, and 
: gated for 10 or 20 years. The two projects in my State, the | this bill, if it i will allow 1 to do that la vel 
4 Owyhee and Warm Springs projects, have been investigated, | small measur¢ iking a d r fr the Tre of 





nd $100,000 has been expended in investigating those proj- | the United States, and I hoy the Mem! of this House will 

ects. Those projects have been approved conditionally by t ! F 

the Secretary of the Interior and by his engineer. They | the d fa ‘r last Tuesday. [Applause 
I 





armer 

were sent down to the Budget Bureau and there held up. It Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, move t pre IS questi 
is also true that every one of these six projects has been ap-| on the motion. 

proved by the Secretary of the Interior, subject to further The previous question was ordered 

investigation, but they have all been held up by General Lord, The SPEAKER pro tempore The question fs on the n n 


of the Budget Bureau. They have been investigated for years. | of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Srynort] to recede and 
The chairman of the committee read what Doctor Mead had | concur. j 
to say, and here is the substance of Doctor Mead's advice to The question was taken; and on a @ivision (demanded by 
him: That he would not justify these appropriations unless | Mr. Stnnorr) there were—ayes 70), noes SO 
they were tied up with certain provisos. Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote an: 
Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield? | ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. SINNOTT. Excuse me; I can not yield now. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman bas made tw: 


When Mr. Mead was before the chairman of the Committee | inconsistent motions. 
on Appropriations he was talking about appropriations under Mr. VAILE. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on th rund 
the old reclamation law. If you adopt amendment 5S in this bill, | that there is no quorum present. 
the new reclamation relief bill, then every one of these appro- Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
priations will be safeguarded and not a cent can be expended | that where a point of order is made that 
upon any one of these projects until the Secretary of the In- | present that stops everything. 
terior and his engineers find, in conformity with subsection (b), The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentler from South 
and make a finding in writing that it is feasible. Not until | Dakota made the same point, but the gent isked fe 


then can the money be expended. yeas and nays at the same time, and the two are inconsistent. 


cre is ho quorum 


rene 


yee 
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WILLIAMSON Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on 


t} und that there is not a quorum present 
SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will count. [After 
yinting.| Pwo hundred and twenty-six Members are present, 
tf] rum 
SINNOTT Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oregon 
demands the yeas and nays. All those in favor of taking this 
the yvens and nays will rise and stand until counted. 
[After counting.| Forty-six Members have risen, in the opinion 
of the Chair not a suflicient number, and the yeas and nays are 
re j ' 
Mr. EVANS of Montuna. Mr, Speaker, a parliamentary in- 
‘| 


fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

\I VANS of Montana, Is one entitled to call for the 
other side? 

Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. 
those present. 
vill unit 

Mr. LONGWORTIL Mr. 
count was 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


If the gentleman makes that demand, the Chair 
Speaker, I could not hear what the 
There were 46 Members who 


Mr. LONGWORTH I submit, Mr. 


oties idle 


Speaker, there is no 
‘The Chair has just ascertained the number present. 

SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that there are more than five times 46 Members present. The 
Chair will court again. [After counting.] Two hundred and 
thirty-eight Members present. Not a sufficient number have 
arisen, and the yeas and nays are refused. The question 


recurs on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois to further | 


insist on the disagreement to the Senate amendment. 


fhe question was taken; and on a division (demanded by | 


Mr. BLANTON) there were—ayes 148, noes 58, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will 
next amendment. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 


report the 


For the development of oil shale, including construction of necessary 


plant 


purchase, lease, or condemnation of necessary land for erection 
xf plant; purchase or mining of shale, operation of plant, and for all 
necessary expenses incident thereto, including clerical and technical 
assistance in the District of Columbia and elsewhere, to remain svail- 
able until June 30, 1925, $90,000, 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to further insist on 
the disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from [Illinois 
meves to further insist on the disagreement to the Senate 
amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
next amendment. 

Mr, MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
amendment 36, which is an irrigation project of some length— 
I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the amendment 
be dispensed with, and I move to further insist on the dis- 
ugreement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
asks unanimous consent that the reading be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? 

rhe gentleman from Illinois moves to further insist on the 
disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
amendment in disagreement. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 


The Clerk will report the next 


Appropriations for salaries, fees, and expenses of marshals for the 
fiscal year 1924 and thereafter shall be available for advances to be 
made by United States marshals when authorized or approved by the 
Attorney General, the provisions of section 38648 of the Revised 
Statutes to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr. MADDEN, Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur 
in the Senate amendment. This is an amendment to correct 
the statute on account of the decision of the Comptroller Gen- 
eral 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
moves to recede and concur in the Senate amendment. 

rhe motion was agreed to, 

rhe Clerk read the next amendment in disagreement, as 
follows: 


Provided, That said bridge shall be open to use by the public under 
such rules and regulations as prescribed by the Attorney General. 


There must be one-fifth of | 





Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, the next amendment is 58, 
and I ask unanimous consent that 
and 59 be considered 
what is done with 58. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
quest of the gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, there are four or five pages © 
this amendment. It is for a proposed irrigation or reclamation 
service in the West. I ask unanimous consent that the reading 
of the amendment be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. RAKER. Reserving the right to object, will the gent 
man allow me 10 minutes? 

Mr. MADDEN. I can not do that, but I will give the gentle- 
man five minutes. I want to get this bill back to conference 

Mr. RAKER. But the House ought to know what is in these 
amendments. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It is now 8 o'clock, and in four hour 
the two Houses will adjourn. 

Mr. RAKER. I did not intend to object. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Reserving the right to object 


Senate amendments 5S 
together, as oY depends entirely 


| and I will not object if the chairman will tell me what this is. 


Mr. MADDEN. This is a proposal for a general law regu- 
lating reclamation projects. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. 
good? 

Mr. MADDEN. It has never been presented for consideration 
in the House. It is a separate bill that they have attached to 
this appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. 
kill it? 

Mr. MADDEN, TI propose to move to further insist. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Reserving the right to object, does 
the chairman mean to move to further insist on the disagree- 
ment? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. Mr. Speaker, I move to further insist 
on the disagreement of the House to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I offer a preferential motion, to 
recede and concur. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho 
moves to recede and concur. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 


The gentleman thinks it is not! 


And the gentleman wants to 


| theeman from Idaho. 


Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, the 
amendments which have been considered during the last hour 
and voted down were to provide for new projects, This amend 
ment is to take care of the unfortunate settlers on established 
projects who are unable to meet their payments as provided 
under the reclamation law. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
tell me whether, in substance, this amendment No. 58 is the 
bill that was reported from the committee of which he is a 
member? 

Mr. SMITH. Yes, 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Was it a unanimous report? 

Mr. SMITH. The amendment attached to this bill is copied 
from the Senate bill, as amended, and is similar to the one that 
I introduced in the House. The Senate bill was unanimously 
reported to the Senate. The House bill was reported favor- 
ably with but one dissenting vote. I may state that this legis- 
lation is based upon the report of the fact finding commis- 
sion, composed of five of the most distinguished economists in 
the country, who have spent five months in examining these 
reclamation projects. They made their report to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, which was transmitted to Congress by 
the President of the United States, witii a message urging this 
legislation. As I stated, this legislation is intended to relieve 
the delinquent settlers on these projects and adjust the pay- 
ments so that they may meet their obligations in the future. 

The original reclamation law provided for 10 years within 
which to repay the charges for constructing these great dams 
and reservoirs. It was soon found out that because of the ex- 
penses incident to reclaiming the desert land, which amounts 
to $25 to $30, sometimes $40 and $50, an acre, it would be im- 
possible to meet their payments under that law. Later Con- 
gress came to the relief of the settlers and extended the time 
to 20 years, and up until four years ago the settlers were able 
to meet their payments, but on account of the depression of 
agriculture throughout the country, they have found great diffi- 
culty in meeting their payments during the last four years. 

The settlers on irrigation projects have an annual overhead 
expense amounting to from $10 to $20 per acre, whrich includes 
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w! ive een strug ng to mainta homes will he 
1 out by t * mortawuce wolders j “l mone 
’ rie em to DbuVy ma id 0 i— ire I t 
I BLANTON Mr. Speake vill the gentleman \ 
Mir. SMPCH Yes 
Ir. BLANTON The gentleman wants to be fair: but when 
states that this Senate bill vhich has been put o » 
ficleney appropriation bill as a ride 3 I i 
Hlouse bill he is mistaken 
\l SMITH. I did not say that it was identical 


Mr 
think if is a 
that even 


Mr. SMITH. I 


BLANTON I would vote for 
bill, but in the 
the gentleman 


} ; } 
said identical 


use bill, because I 
ll there 
himself would not 
bills were introduced originally 


the Ik 


good Senate bi ire some 


vote 





for. 


things 





in each House of Congress The bill wus amended in the 
Senate and also in the House, and a new bill containing the 
imendments was introduced 

Mr. BLANTON But the gentleman knows that the House 
bill which is attached to this deficieney bill as a rider is a 
much better bill. 

Mr. SMITH L think the Senate bill will bring relief to 


the settlers and will protect the Government in the investments 
which it has made The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Beaea] 
ittempted to criticize the bill, but anyone is familiar with 
the reclamation laws and their administration can 
that he is not well posted on the hat he 
this legislation 
SPEAKER pro 
from Idaho has expired 


whe 


soon lis 


cover peints raises] 


against 


rhe tempore The time of the gentleman 


Mr. SMITH. May I have five minutes more? 

Mr. MADDEN Mr. Speaker, [I yield the gentleman one 
minute more 

Mr. SMITH Mr. Speaker, I appeal to this House to adopt 
this amendment in order to take care of the settlers who are 


delinquent in their payments, not only to the Government but 
who involyed in debt that the bond- 
holders who have mortgages on their lands will most certainly 
close them out if the legislation is enacted, These money 


. 9 Hye l . +? 
are so bankers and the 


not 


lenders say that if this legislation is enacted, so as to put the | 
settlers on the basis where they can pay, which gives them 
more time where the land is unproductive, they will not 
foreclose their mortgages I appeal to you to not bring dis- 
ippointment and discouragement to these worthy people on 
these projects located in the desert lands of the West, who 


are not only making homes and building up communities but who 
are creating markets for the manufacturers in the eastern sec- 
tions of the country. Itis something that we owe to the farmers 
m these projects, who are struggling to save their homes, 
specially when the Government will not lose anything but 
will be a great deal more likely to get its money back if you 
put the settlers in a position where they can make some 
thing on the land and meet these payments. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen 
tleman from Michigan [Mr,. Cramton] 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, five minutes doves not give 
much time in which to discuss a bill that is eight pages long 
We ought not to legislate in this way comprehensive legisla 


tion on an appropriation bill, and no time even to read it. I 
want to give you the high lights from my examination of the 
legislation, which I have been studying in different forms fot 


some time. The gentleman from Idaho {[Mr. Smita] has in 
part repudiated the Senate bill, because he could not agree 
to all the provisions of it when he reported out a bill from 


his committee five days ago. He rejected a number of the pro- 
visions in the Senate bill, and own committee changed 
their minds three times in three days as to some important 
provisions, so that gentlemen can see that this is a complicated 
subject about which those who are informed can easily disagree 

Mr. LEAVITT. How did the gentleman find ont what hap- 
pened in executive session of the committee? 


his 
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‘ ment, 





M tAMTON. If Ila , J - 
I KAVIT I | ‘ Ww 
(“RAMTON I ni \ f ) i 
\t ' + ' 
* *#Vv iro I { 
i t t ] te Ll at il CX DM 
i eriod is ] I ’ il ta ma 
i erest il \ i exp et the rie 
! he ¢ 
‘ ‘ lirect l 
yr ) 
yi t if ‘ ' i re 
the p tive power of ft! land We ‘ ] 
spelt o Vel | woks +} ' © what 
LOS uri het to wi the ett im re 
) ne i ] pena nowy } iL ( t 
me-half l ent a nth 
{ ft if lir of iy ‘ or ’ ) 
Tt is all is he direction of al yr reclamation a an. 
prise fhe bill turns the protit that comes om power plant 
he mone furt ed out ¢ the ‘Preasury init t 
) f rriz mia Suppose your Boulder project 
wis constructed, a tremendous power plait Llere the pos 
sifpil La [ tion oO in estimated unendit profit from 
power to those who are on irrigation projects connected witl 
it Subdivision (j) gives the old existing project the profit on 
irnishing water to an extension Why give the old a lien 
m the new’ Subdivision (e) gives authority for extending 
the payment of eharges to the Se retary with no limitation on 
it, and whenever he wants to he can extend the charges over 
the balance of the contract period Now, those are some of 
things in the bill so far as IT ean tind from a very hasty 
examination. My judgment is instead of enacting this kind of 


law we ought to insist on a business policy [ have introduced 
1 bill proposing that these construction charges should carry 
nterest at 4 per cent and an amortization plan, similar to the 


way our farmers get money from the Farm Loan Board in 
terest That would be easy for them and it would be a busi 
hess proposition A project that can not stand that ought not 
to be tuilt I do not know why the farmers of one State are 
different from the farmers of another State, or are to be 
treated differently Furthermore, we ought to protect them 


against the speculato The big trouble with the proposition 





is that‘ the more favorable the Government makes terms the 
better is the play into the hands of the speculators becnuse 
they put the price of the land up as high as they can induce 
them to pay, and there ought to be some stringent regulation 
There is nothing in this bill in reference to that There is 
one referencee to 160 acres, but that land may quickly again 


get into the hands of the speculators and then the 
Furthermore, we this 


lid 
relief 


is off 
legislation 


SESSION 


have passed 


imple for the present time We have passed this session 
i law providing every dollar owed on an existing project 
for maintenance or construction on the Ist of Mareh last 
can be extended three years, and a further extension is pro 
vided if the Seeretary desires to do if Why. this Congress 
having denied relief to the farmers of the country, as has been 
said by the gentleman from Oregon, and baving given relief 
by the extension of these charges for three years to the irrigu 


tion farmer, why do we vield to the lash of the Senate in ref 


erence to a rider on an appropriation bill? Why should we 
permit ourselves to be sandbagged and permit more money to 
be taken out of the Treasury or paid out of the J reasury ror 


the relief of a particular pet class of farmers? This bill eur 
ries an authorization that all investigations hereafter are to he 
at the expense of the General Treasury and not at the expense 
of the reclamation fund. Gentlemen, we are a coordinate body 


with the Senate. They have no right on the last day of the 
session to come across here and say we have got to do this 
thing or the bill will fail. This legislation has no place on a 
appropriation bill This House should assert its rights and 


rejeet such legislation [Applause, | 
The SPEAKER pro tempore 


The time of the gentleman | 


expired 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to fi 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Stmmons] 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, [ wonder if the men mm 
the rainless sections will listen to me just a minute Some 
have been maintaining this bill will give an inerensed acreag 


This bill not the acreage of 


does not 


loes increase tillable land in the 
United States one acre, It the Federal 
ment one cent. It does not do anything except let the farmers 
on these reclamation projects, who can not meet their charges 
now, get in shape to pay their debts to the Federal Govern 
That is what we are asking you to do. 


cost (iovern 


The gentleman 





who spoke just now spoke of the temporary relief act. Every- 
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| 


body who knew anything about that bill knew that act would | 


only apply until this aet could be brought out and passed by 


the Cor ess, a permanent act based on the findings of the 
comm n Uiat has studied this matter all winter, a perma- 
nent act based on hearings held by the Senate and hearings 
held by the House, hearings which have been approved and 
bills which have been brought out by committees of both 
bod ‘ 

M WINTER VW the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMMO? I will 

Mr. WINTER J this the legislation which was the result 
of § or s of work of the fact finding commission, recom- 
mie! | to the Secretary of the Interior, and supported by a 
special sage from the President? [Applause.] 

Mr. SIMMONS. Jt is. This is legislation which President 
Cr i 1 this Congre to pass in order that the western 
reclumation farmers might have a chance to pay their debts to 
the Government and maintain and retain their homes. It is 
au wise measure. Nobody says it is not necessary; nobody 


says there is no need; all the argument Is against some little 
pet scheme, and it 18 not tail 
Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I will 
Mr. SUMMERS of Washington 


Will the gentleman yield? 


What advantage is it for 


i 


ee ea 


the Fed Government to force these men off their land and 

put ne men on and let them try to get a start? | 
Mr. SIMMONS. They can not. It is the experience of these | 

reclumation States that the Federal Government will not get 


this money back as fast under the present law as they will if | 


this law gves into effect and the 
pay their debts. 

That is all the interest there is in this thing. That is all 
there is to it. 


farmers have chance to 


It does not cost the Government a dollar. It 
does no take a dollar out of the Federal Treasury. It does not 
jnereuase the number of irrigable acres of land. It just says 
this to the farmers who are trying to make the desert produce, 
“We are going to let you repay, and at the 
going to protect the Government.” 

You gentlemen who are in favor of the man who wants to 
keep his home and pay his debts to the Government ought to 
support this kind of a measure, and I am confident you will 
do it. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. 
has expired 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Raker}. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from California is recog- 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, no one can present this matter 
adequately in five minutes or within less than an hour. The 
committee spent some three weeks, and heard only from two of 
the men who were members of the fact finding commission, 
and one other, the attorney of the department, Mr. Hamele. 

I say this, and I say it advisedly, we were denied the right 


Saine time we are 


The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 


to bring witnesses and present the facts before the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation, having charge of this proposed 


legislation, 


On important amendments, the very vital parts of | 


the bill, the proponents of the legislation had the votes, and | 


we were given five minutes in which to examine those experts 
that appeared before the committee. Time limit fixed on sec- 
tions of five minutes to each member. (See hearings.) 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Mr. 
yield? 

Mr. RAKER. No; I am sorry I can not yield. 

Gentlemen, I can only hit the high places. But I say that 
what the gentleman from Ohio {[Mr. Bree] said regarding the 
effect and purposes of this amendment is true. This legisla- 
tion will retard the payments on these projects from 35 to 99 
years. Here is a statement made by the experts and presented 
to the committee. liere is one project where the payments 
will run 99 years. Here is another where the payments 
will run G1 years; another one which will run 42 years; still 
another one which will run 77 years; another one which will 
run 49 years; and another one 80 years, in which they expect 
to repay in the gross produce of the farm per acre. No one 
knows what it is, and the intention is not plain. 

I want to say, sirs, that for the last 25 years I have given 
as much consideration to irrigation as any other man in this 
House. Irrigation of our arid and semiarid lands in the West 
is one of the things I advocate and stand sponsor for. I am 
a friend of irrigation. I am in sympathy with the men who 
have pioneered in this work. The men on these Government 
irrigation projects are entitled to a just and fair deal. They 
are entitled to preper treatment. These irrigation projects 


jshould and can be operated so that the men on the projects can 


Speaker, will the gentleman | 


make a good living and at the same time the money expended 
by the Government should be repaid. As a member of the com- 
mittee that framed the extension law, I want to assure you that 
they said it would work. 

As to this amendment now before the Congress, I want to say 
to you who are friends of the bill that this will be a sad day 
for irrigation and our reclamation projects if you succeed in 
putting this upon the statute books. 

I have here a letter from Secretary Work which shows that 
this fact finding commission spent over $20,000, and when 
they came before the committee they were unable to say that 
they had a definite and well-rounded proposition upon which 
they could rely to present to the committee so that the *eom- 
miitee could come to a final determination as to what should 
be done on any one particular project. Here are two letters 
from the Secretary of Agriculture in reference to the investi- 
gations referred to in this proposed irrigation bill, placed here 
as a rider in the last days of the session on an appropriation 
bill. No chance to amend or even consider it on its merits. T! 
Secretary of Agriculture shows that over $4,000,000 has been 
spent for the farmers on these various irrigation projects in 
various ways; over $2,000,000 has been spent on these reclama- 
tion projects outside of what has been appropriated by the 
reclamation law in the way of experts, in the way of investiga- 
tions, in the way of soil surveys, in the way of county ad 
visers, and in the way of the appointment of scientific men. 
Everything in the way of aid and advice to the farmers on the 
several irrigation projects has been readily and willingly given. 
Every interest has been shown by acts and financial aid and 
help. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. 1 must beg the gentleman's pardon. Under the 
circumstances I can not yield. 

The history of the fact finding commission will appear in 
the following letter from the Secretary of the Interior, ad- 
dressed to me as a member of the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation, of date May 26, 1924, in response to my letter to 
the Secretary of date May 21, 1924, as follows: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATss, 
liouse OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., May 21, 19°}. 
IIon. Ilurert Work, 
Necretary of the Interior, Washington, D. C, 
In re Fact Finding Commission. 

Mr Dear Mr. Secretary: 

tion and R 


As a member of the Committee on Irriga- 
clamation now having under consideration the bill (H. R. 
$836) which involves the report of the fact finding commission 
embodied in Senate bill 92, Sixty-eighth Congress, first session, will 
you kindly furnish me the following information : 

1. That the committee most respectfully requests a copy of the 
order appointing committee of special advisers on reclamation known 
as “ The fact finding commission.” 

2. The authority under which such fact finding commission was 
appointed. 

8. The amount paid, if any, to each of said six commissioners; (a 
the amount paid each; and (b) the amount of traveling and personal 
expenses, 

4. The amount of money expended in taking of testimony and tran- 
scribing same 

5. The number of clerks that are regularly employed in the depart- 
ment and amount of time consumed in werking for the fact finding 
commission, 


6. The number of clerks and the amount paid each and total of any 


special employees. 
‘ 


7. The number of members of the fact finding commission still 
engaged in the work, if any, and the probable length of time such 
employment will continue and the cost thereof. 

Respectfully submitting the same, I am 


Yours most truly, Joun E. Raxer, M. C, 





DePARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, May 26, 1924. 
Hon. Joun E, RAKER, 
Chairman Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 
louse of Representatives. 

My Dear Mr, Raker: I have your letter of May 21 making inquiry 
concerning my appointment of the special advisers on reclamation, 
whose report was transmitted to the Congress by the President on 
April 21, 1924. 

Answering your specific questions as nearly as possible, I may say 
that the appointments were duly authorized by the Civil Service 
Commission. I inclose my letter of October 15, 1923, to the com- 
mission requesting authority to make the appointment, as well as 
subsequent correspondence in relation thereto, including the neces- 
sary authorization of the commission, dated October 15, 1923. 
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I m nt paid tl special ly re s is indicated in the let 
t ippointment herewith, was $25 per day when actually em 
yyed The only travel expense allowed was railroad and Pullman ri ( SE gE Co. 
the usual per diem for subsistence or actual expenses being | Wa Db 
tted | COMM ERS: J { 
I of the special advisers devoted the major portion of their | gpa) pron nt and ! } : 
ral pi 
» the investigation, viz, Hon. Thomas E. Campbell and Dr. on » recla . or ' 
; 1 A. Widtsoe, the services of the others y occasional sve secured expreasion of ¥ 
A itement of the total payments is a part of the inclosed financial Jan RG 7 ‘ Oo 
statement, the Cabinet rr ent Rocsey ‘ \ \ 
Your inguiry as to “the number of clerks that are regularly em- reclamat srobler 
j “i in the department and amount of time consumed in work a 1s } Campbell, of P x A ’ ( r \ 
ing for the fact finding commission” is not entirely understood nd chairman of Col y | rn . 
rhe lerks in the department as a whole perform no services for Elwood Mead. of Be ‘ \ 
this mmittee I placed at the disposal of the special advisers | g, tyr af ¢ 1} : ' 
thr eno iphers, by detail, as follows: engineer o Wy 1888-1899 } 
One clerk, who acted as secretary to the special advisers; an: l invest | Stas ' : . ” 
tion $2,340, on the rolls of the Reclamation Service; period } ' R \ ¥ . 
‘ g \ 
‘ e with special advisers, October 15, 1925, to April 24, 19245 | gratia 1907-1915 ' ‘ : ‘ 
i ! i 
total compensation for period, $1 4 rutl ; . ’ 7 P 
One clerk at rate of $1,440 per annum, detailed from the Gen- Os EK. Brad ; oy . 
‘ Land Office; period of service, October 19, 1925, to April 24 Ry | ton 199 1 ; 
» iT l ‘ it l (--2 i | i) i |} 
1924: total compensation, $744. rat : 4 b s o \ | 
One clerk at rate of $1,140 per annum, on the rolls of the General a 
i Office; period of service, November 26, 1925, to April 21, 1924; fullus H. Bart e Dul ue ’ ' ; Cha 
! S ri hes ) iu i Lt | ‘ 
tot mipensation, #462.55. of Com 
er 
One clerk at rate of $1,240 per annum, on the rolls of the Indian Dr. John A. Wi , Salt Lake ¢ 1 I ' ' 
Ont period of service, November 10, 1925, to January 19, 1924, ment Station. 1900-190 ' i \ | | ! 1 } 
! ition. ( O05: president t Col ") 
i from February 12 to March 1, 19 total compensation, $310 1916: president of International Dr Fart ‘ 10 
irious employees in the Bureau of Reclamation were called upon al , tel atl 7 . ‘ 
i ’ ’ cles on drt r ; j ‘n 
»y the special advisers to furnish information, both orally and in Clyde C. Dat . f Der ( 1 
de i ol oO ( Lo \ ‘ ) 
writing, during the progress of the investigation This service did tas an te tee —_ 
{ Lio ‘ rri itlol 
entail additional expense to the reclamation fund, since no extra Saas t. Meere, awve . ‘ 
ers ‘ } r i 
employees were required, and their routine work was performed as -_ Senator © ; ; : : 
wh 0 is am ( Publ I 
= nd Surveys and is far mn probl 
Ri — 0 ollecting » data r ed in the , , 
\ fee m the n ity f colle ing the data required in h oll 60 whee. be reasen >. oul ti tit 
of the investigation by the special advisers, the information | , © peculiarly fitted t 
f re “ in! ( oO i | ivi 
1 urnished was such as the Secretary of the Interior should have | . reclamatior 
: I *¢ on 
fore him in the regular conduct of business as the responsible head Th rvi i f t rar i if 
* e service is of a mporary charact n i vithin ¢ yur 
of the Reclamation, Service Therefore the cost of compiling would of section 4 of rule 8. civil onl ; . ' 
yf sectio ( ule civil-service ‘ rhe wo en 
not & be a prop irge agains he work of the s ial ad 4 . . 
om to b af per ch ‘ ag ist t ‘ Tt pe la it is desired to make some of these appoint — j 
‘rs but rather to the cost of administering the Reclamation Bureau. I therefore k your prior ' e ; 
: : . erefore ask ur pri conser o mak mpora appoinu 
Efforts have been made to estimate the amount of time given to ment f special ad . lamat i i 
Ss Ol S cli advisers n I ni ’ [ er nl t io ex 
piling this information by * employees ir 1¢ Bureau of Recla- > 
ae this information by the emp adn the ee OF seca | three months from the dates of their ap tn und ask tha 
tion, but because of the very nature of the service rendered and thority | iven to-day 
“ g *n 0 
the broken periods of time they devoted to it while performing their 7 \\ 
KI vo 
egulut work render these estimates so inaccurate as to be com | ot mad 
’ ry ¢ rior 
pletely unreliable. 
The report of the special advisers was completed on April 10. The 
services of Doctor Mead terminated on April 2, 1924, those of Messrs UNITED STATES CIV a Cr COMM 0 
Gartield, Bradfute, and Dawson on April 9, of Dector Widtsoe on Washington, D. (., October 15, 192% 
April 25, and Governor Campbell on April 25 Governor Campbell, The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 
however, was recalled from Arizona at the request of the chairman Sirk: In reply to your letter of this dat tl mmission has the 
of the House Committee on Irrigation to attend the hearings in con honor to grant authority under the provistor of section 4, civil serv 
ion with H. R. S836 It was necessary, therefore, to employ him rule 8, for the temporary appointments of the Hlowing-named p 
on the same basis as previously, beginning with May 12, and he is | Ses as special advisers on reclamation for periods of 1 to ! 
iT in Washington at the service of your committee | three months from the date they enter on duty J es R. Garfield 
Very respectfully, _— w Thomas E. Campbell, Elwood Mead, Oscar 1 Bradfu j is 
SUBERT WORE Barnes, Dr. John A. Widtsoe, Clyde C. Dawson, and Henry L. M 
Inclosure - In reporting their entrance upon d t lesired that th slat 
May 24, 1924 paid be indicated in each case 
Memorandum showing crpenses in connection with the work of the com- Ry direction of the commission 
mittee of special advisers on reclamation appointed by the Secretary Very respectfulls Fon rp , 
respe 7. ; Dovi ” 
of the Interior on October 10, 1923 » . 
2 i ae 
| | Per diem Railroad UNITED STATES L SERVICR COMMISSION 
Days; in lieu of and Pull- Total Wu ngtor / y ry , 
| expenses man fares The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 
ee — y = ay - Sie In reply to your request of January | 1924 Luthorit ‘ 
Thomas E. Campbell ...... tit _..--| 170} $4,475.00 $388. 59 } granted under section 4 of civil service ile 8S fo ' extension 4 
John A. Widtsoe . .... --- -- 157 | 3, 92: 00 2o4 19 | the te mporary job appointment of James R. Gartield, Thon Kk. Camp : 
james R. Garfield Se a ee 60 1, 500. 00 879. 53 ; : 
Oscar FE. Bradfute.............. 5 ae | 31 775.00 445. 73 ell, John A Widtsoe, Oscar E Bradfute and ¢ i ( Duwson ia 
Clyde C. Duwson........-..-.... penal 53 | 1, 325. 00 4 | special advisers on reclamation at $25 per diem when actually en 
Elwood Mead 43 1, 075. 00 537. 71 | etal 7a ' : 
wo-A ‘ . . . | ployed for such part of three months as may e required from date of 
A.C. Cooley, Department of Agriculture 52 | 208. 00 319. 44 I = 3 r oe 
utes ee 7 expiration of present appointment. 
0 ee eo | 575 | 13, 233.00 2, $25. 19 $16, 108, 19 Remarks: The effective dates of origina ippointment of the fir 
nil ' | four may be considered as October 10, 10223 
Salt Lake City conference with water | . a cae 
users } | By direction of the commission, 
| | 
Railroad and Pullman fares to Salt | Very respectfully, Jon r. Do 
Lake City and return. . . a 581. 10 | al 
Stenographic report Salt Lake con- | | 
ference iain a baw a eZ al 3, 341. 28 DEPARTMENT O71 ' | 
Rental conference room and extra | washing Det ' 
room for stenographers-.........../......|.......... heen 173. 3 ; 
ee can Mr. JAMES R. GARFIELD, of Ohio 
| | 4, O95. 8% You are hereby appointed a specia lvine ‘ mation 
Total. rary ‘tee . F eee ee pe ee 20,204.97 | 2t & salary of $25 per diem, when actually employed, and traveling 
| | expenses from Cleveland, Ohio, to Washington, LD. ¢ Salury and 
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under sec- 


eK, Secretary. 


NT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, October 10, 1923, 

CAMPBBLL, of Ariz , 

y appoluted a special adviser on reclamation, at 


ix, Ariz., to Washington, Salary and 





Secretary. 


of California 


reby appointed s reclamation, -at 
traveling ex- 
to Washington, 


, secretary. 


hereby appointed 





able from the appropriatior f Reclamation. 


DeraRTMENT OF 
Wa hing te n 

Wiprsor, of Utah 
hereby appointed a reclamation, 
traveling ex- 


it Lake City, Utah to Washington, Salary and 


DEPARTMENT 


, of Colorado. 

appointed a special adviser on reclamation, at 
traveling ex- | 
Salary and travel expenses payable 
Authorized by 
f Rule VIII. 
Hvuperr Work, Secretary. 


on under section < 


transmittal 


Secretary's commissiot reclamation 
fund over $20,000, 
April 20, 


to the Secretary of the Interior. 


commission made report | 


This report in turn was submitted by the Secretary of the 
Interior to the President, and on April 21, 1924, was by the 
President transmitted to the Congress. In due course the same 
was referred to the Committees on Irrigation and Reclamation 
of the Senate and House. 

The fact finding commission’s report, the letter to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and the President’s letter of transmittal 
to the Congress were ordered printed by the Senate on April 
24—calendar day, May 2—1924, and printed as Senate Docu- 
ment No. 92, Sixty-eighth Congress, first session. This Senate 
document, No. 92, was used by the Senate and House Commit- 
tees on Irrigation and Reclamation. I ask special consideration 
of this document. 

The recommendations of this fact finding commission are 
embodied in a proposed bill—see Senate Document No. 92, pages 
204—-207—and among other things would: 

1. Authorize the Secretary of the Interior to charge off some- 
thing like $27,391,146 to start with, and it might run to over 
$50,000,000 before the job was ended. 

2. It permits and authorizes great duplication in the work of 
the various departments, which will appear from letters from 
Secretary Wallace, of the Department of Agriculture. (See 
letters. ) 

3. Inangurates a new system of payment of construction 
charges contrary to any known method of payment now in 
vogue in the United States, and in many ways quite unfair 
to prosperous and industrious and frugal farmers—encourages 
negligence in farming. 

Relief was given the farmers on the Federal irrigation proj- 
ects by the act of May 9, 1924, which act is as follows: 

[PuBLIic—No, 115—SixtTy-EiguTH CONGRESS] 
{S. 1631] 
An act to authorize the deferring of payments of reclamation charees 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
thorized and empowered, in his discretion, to defer the dates of pay- 
ments of any charges, rentals, and penalties which have accrued prior 
to the 2d day of March, 1924, under the act of June 17, 1902 (32 Stat. 
L. p. 388), and amendatory and supplemental acts or prior to that 
that date, as against water users on any irrigation project being con- 
structed or operated and maintained under the direction of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, as may, in his judgment, be necessary in 

or concerning any irrigation project now existing under said act: 
| Provided, That no payment shall be deferred under this section in any 
particular case beyond March 1, 1927: Provided, That upon such 
adjustment being made, any penalties or interest which may have 
| accrued in connection with such unpaid construction and operation and 
| maintenance charges shall be canceled, and in lieu thereof the amount 
| so due, and the payment of which is hereby extended, shall draw 
interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, paid annually from the 
time said amount became due to date of payment: And provided fur- 
ther, That in case the principal and interest herein provided for are 
not paid in the manner and at the time provided by this section, any 
penalty now provided by law shall thereupon attach from the date of 
such default. 

Sec. 2. That where an individual water user, or individual applicant 
for a water right under a Federal irrigation project constructed or 
being constructed under the act of June 17, 1902 (32 Stat. L. p. 388), 
or any act amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto, makes applica- 
tion prior to January 1, 1925, alleging that he will be unable to make 
the payments as required in section 1 hereof, the Secretary of the 
Interior is hereby authorized in his discretion, prior to March 1, 1925, 
to add such accrued and unpaid charges to the construction chargo 
of the land of such water user or applicant, and to distribute such 
accumulated charges equally over each of the subsequent years, begin- 
ning with the year 1925, or, in the discretion of the Secretary, dis- 
tribute a total of one-fourth over the first half of the remaining years 
of the 20-year period beginning with the year 1925, and three-fourtiis 
over the second half of such period, so as to complete the payment drr- 
ing the remaining years of the 20-year period of payment of the original 

construction charge: Provided, That upon such adjustment being made, 
any penalties or interest which may have accrued in connection with 
such unpaid construction and operation and maintenance charges shall 
| be canceled, and in lieu thereof the amount so due, and the payment of 
which is hereby extended, shall draw interest at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum, paid annually from the time said amount became due 
to date of payment: Provided further, That the applicant for the 
extension shall first show to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 
Interior detailed statement of his assets and liabilities and prebable 
inability vo make payment at the time required in section 1: And 
provided further, That in case the principal and interest herein pro- 
vided for are not paid in the manner and at the time provided by 
this act, any penalty now provided by law shall thereupon attach from 
the date of such default: And prouvided further, That similar relief, 
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. in part, may be extended by the Seeretary of the Interior 
ully organized group water users of a project upon presenta- | 

t SI e! I bet individual showings made in accord- | 

WN the eg proviso to satisfy the Secretary of the Interior | 

Appro May 9, 1924 

Phe Cor s and the committees should have time in whicl 

prepa proper legis n on this important qu n 
the same could ther He Passe 1 when the Congress 3 

December session, 1924 

We should study out some permanent legislation that will 

ve these } le a chance to pay and at the same time protect 
the Government’s investment, to the end that it is all repaid. 

Muiis has been promised at all times, and it should be faithfully 

carried out in all particulars. I am quite convinced that the 

thod suggested in H. R. 8836 would not do it 

. April 22, 1924, the chairman of the Committee on Irri- 

ation and Reclamation introduced H. R. S836, to carry out the 
suggested legislation by the Fact Finding Commissio (Ti 

Fact Finding Commission proposed bill is found on pp. 204-207 

S. Doc. No. 92.) HH. R. 8836 is in the same language and is in 

words and figures, as follows: 

[M. R. 8836, Sixty-eighth Congres f < ion? 

\ 1 (H. Rt. 8836) to pr le safeg is for futi Vederal irrig 

: l t ] equ l ljustr of ¢ r a runt Dn 

ederal it ition project id for ether purposes 

Ke it enacted, etc Chat when used in this act— 

(a) The word “ Seeretar nred the Secretary of the Interior. 

The words “ reclamation law” mean the aet of June 17, 1902 

2 Stats. p. O88), and all ar amendatory thereof or supplementary 
I to, 

c) The words “ reclamation fund”’ mean the fund provided by the 
reclamation law. 

(d) The werd “ project’ means a Federal irrigation project author 
ized by the reclamation law. 

The words “division of a project mean a substantia! irrigable 
area of a project designated as a division by order of the Secretary. 

Sec. 2. That hereafter no new preject, or new division of a project, 
Shall be approved fer construction until informatien in detail shall 
have been secured coneerning its feasibility, its adaptability for actual | 
settlement and farm homes, and the probable return of the cost thereof | 
to the United States. To this end it is directed that before approval 
by the Secretary of any such project or division he shall secure a 
report in detail coneerning the water supply, engineering features, cost 
ef construction, land prices, and probable acre cost of development 
The Secretary shall also secure through the Secretary of Agricuiture a 


report in detail relative to the climate, soil, kind of crops fer which 
the proposed developmrent is adapted, and prebable production; also, 
through the Secretary of Commeree, a report in detail with respect to 
transportation facilities, markets, and other economic factors upon or 
affecting the propesed project or division. 

Sec. 3. That hereafter no moneys shall be expended for construction 
on account of any new preject or any new division of a project until 
an apprepriate repayment contract, in form approved by the Seeretary, 
shall have been properly executed by a district or districts organized 


under State law, embracing the lands irrigable thereunder, and the 
execution thereof shall have been confirmed by decree of a court of 
eompetent jurisdiction, which centract, ameng other things, shall 


eontain an appraisal approved by the Secretary, showing the actual 
bena fide value of all such irrigable lands fixed without reference to 
the proposed Government development, and shall provide that until the 
Government construction charges against such lands shall have been 
fully paid, upon any and every sale of the land or any interest therein, 
50 per cent of all moneys, eredits, and property received therefor above 
the value thereof as shewn by said appraisal, shall belong to the 
United States to be credited in reduction of the cqpstruction charge 
against the lands so seld, and the Seeretary may convert into money 
amy such eredits or property so belonging to the United States; and 
all publie lands irrigable under any such project or division shall be 
entered subject to the conditions of this proviso which shall be applied 
thereto: Provided further, That hereafter no moneys shall be expended 
for construction on account of any such project or division wntil all 
areas of land irrigable thereunder and owned by any individual in ex- 
eess of 160 irrigable acres shall bave been conveyed in fee to the United 
States free of encumbrance to again become a part of the public domain, 
under a contract between the United States and the individual owner 
providing that the value as shown by said appraisal of the land so 
conveyed to the United States shall be eredited in reduction of the 
construction charge thereafter to be assessed against the land retained 


by such owner; and lands so conveyed to the United States shall be | 


subject to disposition under the reclamation law when so ordered by 
the Secretary: And provided further, That hereafter no moneys shal! 
be expended fer construetion on account of any such project or division 
until an appropriate contract in form approved by the Secretary shall 
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Sec. 7. t hereafte I oject « ru i la ree hall 
made payable in an il ir illments based « he productive power of 
the land as provided in tl sé I The installment of the constru 
tio harge per irrigabl re p l ‘ year st I ) per cent 
of the averag gros annual acre income for the 10 i lar years 
fir preced or f¢ 1 yeers of record if few than 10 years ar 

vailable, of the i cultivation in the n of the project in 
which the land ] ed, as found by the § etary annually The 
decision of the Secret t the amount o ny uch installment 
shall b nclusive rhes nual payments ill continue until the 
total construc n charge is fully paid The Secretary is authorized 
upon request to mend any existing contract for a project water 
right so that it will provide for payment of the construction charge 
thereunder in accordance with the provisions of this section 

Sec. 8. That the penalty of 1 per cent per month against delinquent 
accounts, provided in section 3 and section 6 of the act of August 13, 
1914 (38 Stat. p. 686), is hereby reduced to one-half of 1 per cent 
per month, as to all installments hereafter coming due The Secretary 
is authorized to amend all existing contracts accordingly 

Sec. 9. That whenever the water users take over fl care, opera 
tion, and maintenance of a project the total accumulated net profits 
derived from the eperation of project pow plants, leasing of project 
grazing and farm lands, and the sale or use of town sites shall be 
eredited to the construction of the proje and thereafter the net 
profits from such sources may be used by the water users to be cred- 
ited, first, on account of project construction cost, second, on account 
of project operation and maintenance cost, and, third, as the water 
users may direct. No distribution to individual water users shall be 
made out of any such profits before all obligations to the Government 
shall have been fully paid. 

Sec.10. That all profits which may be derived from the sale or 
rental of surplus water under the Warren Act of February 21, 1911 
(36 Stat. p. 925), shall be credited to the project or division of the 
project to which the construction eoest has been charged Contractors 
for the use of water under said Warren Act shall participate in the 
assets of the projeet with the contractors for the use of water within 
the project in proportion to the amounts paid fer the water right. 
The Secretary is authorized wpen request to amend any existing con 
tract made under said Warren Aet so that it will previde for payment 
of the construction charge thereunder in accordance with the previ- 
sions of section 7 of this act. 

Sec. 11. That the Secretary is hereby authorized to undertake a 
comprehensive and detailed survey of the physical and economic fea 
tures of each existing project, and to classify the irrigable lends 
thereunder in aceordance with the provisions of section 5 of this act 

Sec. 12. That when a classification of lands under this act shows, 
in the opinion of the Secretary, that any such land is unsuited for 
immediate cultivation and unable to support a family andl pay water 
charges at the present time, the Secretary may suspend the payment 
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land in 
found suitable for cultivation and able to support a 


of such charges in whole or in part until such time as the 
hi pinior i 
family and pay water charges 

S 13. That when it shall definitely determined by 


the Secretary that any project land classed as irrigable and subject 


have been 


to the payment of water charges, is in fact unsuitable for cultivation 


by irrigation and enn not by cultivation produce a return sufficient 


ipport a family and pay water charges, such land may be elimi 
nated from the project as nonirrigable, and the amount of the charges 
assessed against the sume shall then be definitely charged off as a 


oss to the reclamation fund 

Se 14. That the Secretary is hereby authorized, after making a 
proper survey of all existing projects and a classification of lands as 
provided in this act, to make, in each case where it is ascertainable 
from such 


survey and classification that the present water charges 


per acre are more than the land can bear, such fair and equitable 


wdjustment of coustruction charges as in his opinion will fix a charge 


per acre which the land can reasonably bear. Any difference between 
the construction charge as adjusted and the original charge shall be 
harged off as a loss to the reclamation fund. 
Sec, 15, That in any adjustment of water charges as provided in 
this act, all due and unpaid charges, both on account of construction 


and on account of operation and maintenance, including interest and 
discretion of the Secretary, be added in each 


total obligation of the water user, and the new total 


penalties, may, in the 
case to the 
thus established shall then be the construction 


charge against the 


land in question. 
SEK 16 That 


patented, which unit has 


every entryman on a project farm unit not yet 


been classified by the Secretary as being 


insufficient to support a family and pay water charges, shall have the 


right upon request to exchange his entry for another farm unit of 


unentered public land on the same or another project, in which 


event all installments of construction charges theretofore paid on 


account of the relinquished farm unit shall x 


farm unit taken in exchange: 


credited on account 
of the new Provided, That where two 


entrymen apply for the same farm unit under the exchange provision 
of this section, only one of whom is an ex-service man, as defined by 
resolution of January 21, 1922 (42 Stat. p. 358), the ex 


service man shall have a preference in making such exchange. 


the joint 


Sec. 17. That the Secretary is hereby authorized to employ trained 


farm and economic advisers who will give farming and business ad- 


vice to enable water users on the projects to increase their farm 
incomes and organize for cooperation in business and social affairs. 
Sec, 18 That all contracts providing for new projects and new 


divisions of projects shall require that all operation and maintenance 
charges shall be payable in advance In each case where the care, 
operation, and maintenance of a project or division of a project, are 
transferred to the water users, the contract shall require the pay- 
ment of operation and maintenance charges in advance, That when- 
an adjustment of water charges is made under this act the ad- 
contract shall provide that thereafter all operation and 
maintenance charges shall be payable in advance. 

Sec, 19. That the cost and expense hereafter of the main office at 
Washington, D. C., of the Bureau of Reclamation in the Department 
of the Interior, and the cost and expense of general investigations 
heretofore and hereafter authorized by the Secretary, shall be charged 
to the general reclamation fund and shall not be charged as a part 
of the construction or operation and maintenance cost payable by 
the water users under the projects. 


ever 
justment 


Sec, 20. That where, in the opinion of the Secretary, a right of 
way or easement of any kind over public land is required in con- 
nection with a project, the Secretary may reserve the same to the 
United States by filing in the General Land Office and in the appro- 
priate local land office, copies of an instrument giving a description of 
the right of way or easement and notice that the same is reserved to the 
United States for Federal irrigation purposes under this act, in which 
event entry for such land and the patent issued therefor shall be 
subject to the right of way or easement so described in such instru- 
ment; and reference to each such instrument shall be made in the 
appropriate tract books and also in the patent. 

Sec. 21. That where real property or any interest therein hereto- 
fore has been, or hereafter shall be, donated and conveyed to the 
United States for use in connection with a project, and the Secre- 
tary decides not to utilize the donation he is authorized without 
charge to reconvey such property or any part thereof to the donating 
grantor, or to the heirs, successors, or assigns of such grantor. 

Sec. 22. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated from 
the General Treasury the sum of $100,000 annually for five years 
for investigations to be made by the Secretary through the Bureau 
of Reclamation to obtain necessary information to determine how 
arid, swamp, and cut-over timberlands may best be developed in the 
future to meet the growing agricultural needs of the Nation. 

Sec. 28. That the Secretary is hereby authorized, under regula- 
tions to be promulgated by him, to make short-time loans from the 
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reclamation fund to entrymen upon projects, not to exceed $600 at 
any one time to any person, for the purchase of necessary livestock 
and equipment, and provision shall be made for the repayment of 
such loans in amortized installments during a period of not to ex- 
ceed five years with interest on deferred payments at 5 per cent per 
annum, computed from the date of the contract: Provided, That no 
such loan shall in any case exceed 60 per cent of the cost of the live 
stock and equipment purchased. Such loans shall be 


secured by 
chattel mortgage upon such livestock and equipment. 


The House Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation, after 
some days of consideration, reported out H. R. 9611, on June 
3, 1924 (having been introduced June 2, 1924), to take the 
place of H. R. 8836. The committee made many valuable 
amendments. Still they did not make the bill in proper shape 
to protect the settlers and farmers, likewise the Government. 
H. R. 9611 is in words and figures as follows: 

[H. R. 9611, Sixty-eighth Congress, first session] 

A bill to provide safeguards for future Federal irrigation development, 
and an equitable adjustment of existing accounts on Federal irriga- 
tion projects, and for other purposes 
Be it enacted, etc., That when used in this act— 

(a) The word * Secretary ” means the Secretary of the Interior; 

(b) The words “reclamation law” means the act of June 17, 1902 
(32 Stats, p. 388), and all acts amendatory thereof or supplementary 
thereto ; 

(c) The words “reclamation fund” mean the fund provided by the 
reclamation law: 

(d) The word “ project ’ nmreans a Federal irrigation project author- 
ized by the reclamation law ; 

(e) The words “ division of a project’ mean a substantial irrigable 
area of a project designated as a division by order of the Secretary. 

Sec. 2. That there is hereby established in the Department of the 
Interior a bureau of reclamation, and there shall be a director of the 
said bureau, who shall be thoroughly equipped for the duties of said 


| office by technical education and experience, and who shall be appointed 


| 





by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
and who shall receive a salary of $10,000 per annum, and there shall 
also be in the said bureau such experts and other employees, to be 
appointed subject to the civil service laws and regulations, as may be 
required to carry out the purposes of the reclamation act of June 17, 
1902 (32 Stat. p. 388), and acts amendatory thereof, or supplementary 
thereto, in accordance with the appropriations made from time to time 
by Congress for such purposes. 

Sec. 3. That hereafter the Secretary shall not submit estimates for 
a new project, or new division of a project, until information in detail 
shall have been secured concerning its feasibility, its adaptability for 
actual settlement and farm homes, and the probable return of the cost 
thereof to the United States. Before the approval by the Secretary of 


| estimates for any such project or division he shall secure a report in 


detail concerning the water supply, engineering features, cost of con- 
struction, land prices, and probable acre cost of development. The 
Secretary shall also secure, through the Secretary of Agriculture, a 
report in detail relative to the clinrate, soil, kind of crops for which 
the proposed development is adapted, probable production markets, and 
transportation facilities. 

Sec, 4. That no moneys shal] be expended for construction on ac- 
count of any new project, or any new division of a project, hereafter 
authorized, until an appropriate repayment contract, in form approved 
by the Secretary, shall have been properly executed by a district or 
districts organized under State law, embracing the lands irrigable there- 
under, and the execution thereof shall have been confirmed by decree 
of a court of competent jurisdiction, which contract, among other 
things, shall contain an appraisal approved by the Secretary, showing 
the actual bona fide value of all such irrigable lands fixed without ref- 
erence to the proposed Government development, and all public lands 
irrigable under ang such project or division shall be entered subject to 
the conditions of this section which shall be applied thereto: Provided, 
That no moneys shall be expended for construction on account of any 
such project or division hereafter authorized until an appropriate con- 
tract in form approved by the Secretary shall have been properly exe- 
cuted by all owners of land of more than 160 acres irrigable there- 
under, which shall provide for the sale of such excess lands at not 
more than the value thereof as shown by said appraisal: And prorided 
further, That the provisions of this section shall not apply to State 
lands or Indian lands. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary is hereby authorized, under regulations 
to be promulgated by him, to require of each applicant including 
preference-right ex-service men for entry to public lands on a project, 
such qualifications as to industry, experience, character, and capital 


as in his judgnrent are necessary to give reasonable assurance of suc- 
cess by the prospective settler. 

Sec. 6. That the irrigable lands of each new project or new division 
of a project hereafter authorized shall be classified by the Secretary 
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ielr pow infer a proper agricnity 


su rt a family and pay water charges, and the S« retary is Luthor 
to fix ent « triiction charges against different classes of 
land ’ t sume project or division of a project r the purpose 


of equitably apportioning the total construction cost s that all lands 


burden of such 





may as far as practicable bear the cost a 
their productive value. 

Sec, 7. That hereafter the Secretary shall as to each frrigable acre 
of ind in each new p ject or a new division of a 
purtie me Tice 


notice shall be issued when the land is ready for settlement and will 


proj ct wsue two 





s relating to construction charges The first pu 


announce the construction charge per irrigable acre The second 
public notice shall be issued when in 
agricultura 
to warrant the commencement of payment of instaliments of such con- 
atruction charge. The second public notice shall fix the 


payments will begin on the construction charge an 


the opinion of the Secretary the 


development of the project shall have advanced sufficiently 


date when 

nounced by the first 
public moti which date shall be not more than five years fronr the 
date of the first public notice. 

That constr 
le i annual installments, the first of which shall be 5 per 
cent of the total charge and be due and paynsble on the 3ist day of 
D nber fe Provided, however, That 


ction charges on all projects hereafter authorized shall 
be payal 


wing the second public notice: 


the remainder of the construction charges shall be repaid in 30 annual 
payments. 
Sec. 8. That hereafter all mstruction charges on existing recla- 


mation projects upon application of the water users shall be made 


payable in annual installments based on the product power of the 
land as provided in this section The installment of the nstruction 
charge per irrigable acre payable each year sball be 5 per cent of 


the average gross annual acre income for the 10 calendar years first 
preceding, or for all years of record if fewer than 10 yea 
able, of the area in cultivation in the division or subdivision there 

of the project in which the land is located, as found by the Secretary 
annually, The decision of the Secretary as to the amount of any such 
installment 
until the construction charge 


ill be conclusive. The annual payments shall continue 
against each farm unit is paid. Th 
retary is authorized, upon application of the water user, to amend 


any existing contract for a project water right so that it will pro 
I h 





for paynyent ef the construction charge thereunder in accordance with 
the provisions of this section: Previded, That whenever two-thirds 
of the irrigable area of any project, or division of a proj shall be 
covered by water-right contracts between the water users and t} 
United States, said project sh ill be require 1, as a condition pr edent 
to receiving the be ts of this act, to take over, through legall 
o an d water user issoci m or irrigation district the car 


of all or any part of th: project works 
subject to such rules and regulations as the Secret iry may pres ribe, 
and thereafter the United States, in its relations to said project, shall 
deal with a water iation or irrigation district, and wher 
the water users assttme control of a project the 


users assoc 
operation and main- 
tenance charges for the year then current shall be covered into the 
construction account to be repaid as part of th 
ments: Provided further, That the 
apply to existing rec! 


reservations, at the request of th 


construction rep 

provisions of this section shall 
thereof, on Indian 
wafer users and with the approval 


mation projects or divisions 
of the Secretary 

Sec. 9. That the pennity of 1 per cent per month against delinquent 
accounts, provided in section 3 and section 6 of the act of August 13, 
1914 (38 Stat. p. 686), is hereby reduced to one-half of 1 per cent per 
month as fo all installments which may hereafter become due. The 
Secretary is authorized to amend all existing contracts accordingly. 

Sec. 10. That whenever the water users take over the care, opera- 
tion, and maintenance of a project or a division of a project the total 
accumulated net profits as determined by the Secretary, derived from 
the operation of project power plants, leasing of project grazing and 
farm lands, and the sale or use of fown sites, shall be credited to the 
construction charge of the project, or division thereof, and thereafter 
the net profits from such sonrces may be used by the water users, to 
be credited annually, first, on account of project construction charge; 
second, on account of project operation and maintenance charge; and, 
third, as the water users may direct. No distribution to individual 
water users shall be made out of any such profits before all obligations 
to the Government shall have been paid. 

Sec. 11, That all moneys or profits heretofore or hereafter derived 
from the sale or rental of surplus water under the Warren Act of F®b- 
ruary 21, 1911 (36 Stat. p. 925), or from the connection of a new 
project with an existing project shall be credited to the project or 
division of the project to which the construction cost has been charged. 

Seo. 12. That in anv adjustment of water charges as provided in 
this act all due and unpaid charges to the United States, both on 
account of construction and on account of operation and maintenance, 
including interest and penalties, may, in the discretion of the Secretary, 
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pplication of the water ser, he lded ach case to ’ 

to f the water r, and the new total thus established 
shall then be the construction charge acai the Innd in question. 

Sec. 13. That every entryman or assig on a project farm wnit 

not yet patented, which unit sha’ re Se tary to be 

insufficient to support a family and pay w r c sha have the 


right upon application te exchange his entry for another farm unit of 


unentered public land on the same project; in which « t all install- 
nents of constraction harges theretofore paid t ’ int of the 
relinquished farm unit, and time of residence thereon, shall be credited 
m account of the new farm 1 t ken in exchange: P ded, That 
" ‘ N i t! i irm t und the ex Ange 
prevision of this section onl one of hom is an ex-servire man 4 
defined by the joint resolution of Januar 21, 1922 (42 Stat. 8) 
the ex-service man shall have a preference i Making ch exchange 
Sec, 14. That the Secretary is hereby aut horisz« to employ trained 
farm and economic advisers who will give rming and business advice 
to enable water users given at an election held for that purpose on 


the projects to increase the farm incomes and organize for coopera- 


L 
2 


@s operation 
and maintenance 


Swe 15 That ill contracts rovidinge for new proeteects and new 
divisions of projects shall require that all operation and maintenance 
charges shall be payable annually, in advance, not later than the Ist 
dav of Mare! In each ise where the care, operation, and mainte 


nance of a project or division of a project are transferred to th 


users the contract shall require the payment of operation and matnte 


water 


nance? arges in advance That whenever an adjustment of water 
herges is made nnder this act the adjustment contract shall provide 


that thereafter all operation and maintenance charges shall be pay 





Sec. 16. That after June 30, 1925, tt 1 expense hereafter of 
tl t fice at Washington, D. C., of the Bureau of Reclamation 

the | mrtment of the Interior, and the st and expense of general 

rest! ion heretofore nd eafter aut 1 by the ecretary, 
shall irced to the eral reclamation f 1 nd shall not be 
I zed 8 a rt of t} ( st tion or of 1 and fr itena 
“~ y y the wa ers ler the t 

Sec. 17. That where, in ft judgment of the § etar a right of 
“ or easement of nv | 1 over publie land is required tn conn 
tion with a project, the Secretary may reserve the same to the Tolited 
States by filing In the General Land Office and tn the appropriate 1 l 
land office, copies of an instrument giving a deseription of the richt of 


way or easement and notice that the same fs eserved to the United 
States for Federal frrigation purposes, in which event entry for such 


land and the patent issued therefor shall be subject to the right 


way or casement so described in such instrument; and reference to each 
such instrument shall be made fn the app jate tra "i s and > 
in the patent 
s 18. That tl Secretary of the Interior b nd he is he 

authorized to lease for grazing or agricultural uses any lands wit 
drawn for any purpose under sectlon 3 of the act of June 17, 1902 
(ch. 1093, 32 Stats., p. 388), for such periods of time, upon h t ‘ 
ind conditions, and under such regulations as he may prescribe: Pro 
vided, That this act shall not apply t ny « h lands w t 
are subject to entry under said act and acts suvplemental to and 
amendatory thereof And provided further, That th procees fi } 
such lIeases shall be turned into the reclamation f l as a credit n 


account of the project in connection with which the lands were with 
drawn, 

Sec. 19. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$100,000 annually for five years for investigations to be 


Seeretary, 


made vy the 
through the Bureau of Reclamation, in cooperation with 
the Department of Agriculture 
determine how arid, swanrp, or ecut-over timberlands in any State may 
best be reclaimed, 


, to obtain necessary information to 


Irrigation and Reclamation re- 
ported S. 3372 on May 31 (calendar day, June 2), 1924, with 
amendments, which, as amended, is as follows 


[S. 8372, Sixty 


ov 


The Senate Committee on 


eighth Congress, first session] 





A bill to provide safeguards for future Federal irr 
and an equitable 


gation development, 
adjustment of existing accounts on Federal irriga- 

tion projects, and for other purposes 

Be it enacted, etc., That when used in this act— 

(a) The word ; 

(b) The words “ reclamation law” mean the act of June 17, 1902 
(32 Stat. p. 388), and all acts 
tary thereto 

(c) The words “ reclamation fund'’’ mean the fund provided by the 
reclamation law. 


‘Secretary ’’ means the Secretary of the Interior 


amendatory thereof or supplemen- 








? 
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(d) The word “ project’? means a Federal irrigation project author- 
ized by the reclamation law. 

(e) The words “ division of a project" means a substantial irrigable 
aren of a project designated as a division by order of the Secretary. 

Sec. 2. That no new project or new division of a project shall be 
approved for construction or estimates submitted therefor by the Secre- 
tary until information in detail shall be secured by him concerning the 
water supply, the engineering features, the cost of construction, land 
prices, and the probable cost of development, and he shall have made 
a finding in writing that it is feasible, that it is adaptable for actual 
settlement and farm homes, and that it will probably return the cost 
thereof to the United States 

See. 3. That the Secretary is hereby authorized, under regulations 
to be promulgated by him, to require of each applicant, including 
preference right ex-service men, for entry to public lands on a project, 
such qualifications as to industry, experience, character, and capital 

in his opinion are necessary to give reasonable assurance of success 
by the prospective settler The Secretary is authorized to appoint 
boards, in ,art composed of private citizens, to assist in determining 
such qualifications 

Sec. 4. That hereafter the trrigable lands of each new project and 
new division of a project shall be classified by the Secretary with 
respect to their power, under a proper agricultural program, to sup- 
port a family and pay water charges, and the Secretary is authorized to 
fix different construction charges against different classes of land 
under the same project for the purpose of equitably apportioning the 
total construction cost so that all lands may, as far as practicable, 
bear the burden of such cost according to their productive value. 

Sec. 5. That hereafter the Secretary shall as to each irrigable acre 
of land in each new project, or a new division of a project issue two 
public notices relating to construction charges. The first public notice 
shall be issued when the land is ready for settlement and will an- 
nounce the construction charge per irrigable acre. The second public 
notice shall be issued when in the opinion of the Secretary the agri- 
cultural development of the project shall have advanced sufficiently 
to warrant the commencement of payment of installments of such 
construction charge. The second public notice shall fix the date when 
payments will begin on the construction charge announced by the first 
public notice, which date shall be not more than five years from the 
date of the first publie notice. 

Sec. 6. That hereafter all project construction charges shall be 
made payable in annual installments based on the productive power of 
the land as provided in this section. The installment of the construe- 
tion charge per irrigable acre payable each year shall be 5 per cent 
of the average gross annual acre income for the 10 calendar years 
first preceding, or for all years of record if fewer than 10 years are 
available, of the area in cultivation in the division or subdivision 
thereof of the project in which the land is located, as found by the 
Secretary annually. The decision of the Secretary as to the amount 
of any such installment shall be conclusive, These annual payments 
shall continue until the total construction charge against each unit is 
paid The Secretary is authorized upon request to amend any exist- 
ing contract for a project water right so that it will provide for pay- 
ment of the construction charge thereunder in accordance with the 
provisions of this section or for the deferment of such construction 
charges for a period of three years from the approval of this act, or 
both 

Sec. 7. That whenever two-thirds of the irrigable area of any project, 
or division of a project, shall be covered by water-right contracts be- 
tween the water users and the United States, said project shall be 
required, as a condition precedent to receiving the benefits of this act, 
to take over, through a legally organized water users’ association or 
irrigation district, the care, operation, and maintenance of all or any 
part of the project works, subject to such rules and regulations as the 
Secretary may prescribe, and thereafter the United States, in its rela- 
tions to said project, shall deal with a water users’ association or irri- 
gation district, and when the water users assume control of a project 
the operation and maintenance charges for the year then current shall 
be covered into the construction account to be repaid as part of the 
construction repayments. 

Sec. 8. That the penalty of 1 per cent per month against delinquent 
accounts, provided in section 3 and section 6 of the act of August 13, 
1914 (38 Stats., p. 686), is hereby reduced to one-half of 1 per cent 
per month, as to all installments which may hereafter become due. 

Sec. 9. That whenever the water users take over the care, operation, 
and maintenance of a project or a division of a project the total 
accumulated net profits, as determined by the Secretary, derived from 
the operation of project power plants, leasing of project grazing and 
farm lands, and the sale or use of town sites shall be credited to the 
construction charge of the project, or a division thereof, and there- 
after the net profits from such sources may be used by the water users 
to be credited annually, first, on account of project construction charge; 
second, on account of project operation and maintenance charge; and, 
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third, as the water users may direct. No distribution to individual 
water users shall be made out of any such profits before all obligations 
to the Government shall have been fully paid. 

Sec. 10. That all moneys or profits as determined by the Secretary 
heretofore or hereafter derived from the sale or rental of surplus water 
under the Warren Act of February 21, 1911 (86 Stats., p. 925), or 
from the connection of a new project with an existing project shall 
be credited to the project or division of the project to which the con- 
struction cost has been charged. 

Sec. 11. That on each existing project where, in the opinion of the 
Secretary, it appears that on account of lack of fertility in the soil, 
an inadequate water supply, or other physical causes, settlers are un- 
able to pay construction costs, or whenever it appears that the cost 
of any reclamation project by reason of error or mistake or for any 
cause has been apportioned or charged upon a smaller area of land 
than the total area of land under said project, the Secretary is author- 
ized to undertake a comprehensive and detailed survey to ascertain 
all pertinent facts, and report in each case the result of such survey 
to the Congress, with his recommendations: Provided, That the cost 
and expense of each such survey shall be charged to the appropriation 
for the project on account of which the same is made, but shall not 
be charged as a part of the construction or operation and maintenance 
cost payable by the water users under the project. 

Sec. 12. That in any adjustment of water charges as provided in 
this act all due and unpaid charges to the United States, both on ac- 
count of construction and on account of eperation and maintenance, 
including interest and penalties, shall be added in each case to the 
total obligation of the water user, and the new total thus established 
shall then be the construction charge against the land in question. 

Sec. 13. That every entryman or assignee on a project farm unit 
not yet patented, which unit shall be found by the Secretary to be in- 
sufficient to support a family and pay water charges, shall have the 
right upon application to exchange his entry for another farm unit of 
unentered public land on the same or another project located in the 
same State, in which event all installments of construction charges 
therefore paid on account of the relinquished farm unit shall be 
credited on aceount of the new farm unit taken in exchange: Provided, 
That where two entrymen apply for the same farm unit under the 
exchange provision of this section, only one of whom Is an ex-service 
man, as defined by the joint resolution of January 21, 1922 (42 Stat. 
p. 358), the ex-service man shall have a preference in making such 
exchange. 

Sec. 14. That all contracts providing for new projects and new 
divisions of projects shall require that all operation and maintenance 
charges shall be payable in advance. In each case where the care, 
operation, and maintenance of a project or division of a project are 
transferred to the water users the contract shall require the payment 
of operation aud maintenance charges in advance. That whenever an 
adjustment of water charges is made under this act the adjustment 
contract shall provide that thereafter all operation and maintenance 
charges shall be payable in advance. 

Sec. 15. That the cost and expense after June 30, 1925, of the main 
office at Washington, D. C., of the Bureau of Reclamation in the 
Department of the Interior, and the cost and expense of general in- 
vestigations heretofore and hereafter authorized by the Secretary, 
shall be charged to the general reclamation fund and shall not be 
charged as a part of the construction or operation and maintenance cost 
payable by the water users under the projects. 

Sec. 16. That where, in the opinion of the Secretary, a right of 
way or easement of any kind over public land is required in connection 
with a project the Secretary may reserve the same to the United 
States by filing in the General Land Office and in the appropriate local 
land office copies of an instrument giving a description of the right of 
way or easement and notice that the same is reserved to the United 
States for Federal irrigation purposes under this act, in which event 
entry for such land and the patent issued therefor shall be subject 
to the right of way or easement so described in such instrument; and 
reference to each such instrument shall be made in the appropriate 
tract books and also in the patent, 

Sec. 17. That where real property or any interest therein heretofore 
has been, or hereafter shall be, donated and conveyed to the United 
States for use in connection with a project, and the Secretary de- 
cides not to utilize the donation, he is authorized without charge to 
reconvey such property or any part thereof to the donating grantor, 
or to the heirs, successors, or assigns of such grantor. 

Sec. 18. Thet there is hereby authorized to be appropriated from 
the General Treasury the sum of $100,000 for investigations to be 
made by the Secretary through the Bureau of Reclamation to obtain 
necessary information to determine how arid, swamp, and cut-over 
timber lauds may best be developed. 


Amendment 58 of the bill H. R. 9559, known as the “ second 
deficiency act, fiscal year 1924,” now under consideration, is 
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the irrigation legislation proposed as a rider. This amend- 
ment (amendment 58, H. R. 9559) follows: 


\F 5. SupsecTion A. That when used in this section— 
(a) The word “Secretary” means the Secretary of the Interior. 


, The words “reclamation law" means the act of June 17, 1902 | 
(32 stat Dp 358), and all acts amendatory thereof or supple- 
: rary thereto. 

he words “reclamation fund" mean the fund provided by 
reclamation law | 
The word “ project means a LTederal irrigation project au 
thovized by the reclamation law 

*) The words “ division of a project’? means a substantial irriga 
ble a i tf a project designated as a division by order of the Secre- 
t" ' 

Sins BR. That no new project or new division of a project shall 


proved for construction or estimates submitted therefor by the 

So ny intil information in detail shall be secured by him con 

ing the water supply, the engineering features, the cost of con 

truction, land prices, and the probable cost of development, and he 

hia ive made a finding in writing that it is feasible, that it is 

iptuble for aetual settlement aud farm homes, and that it will 
mboably return the cost thereof to the United States. 

Sv RSE C. That the Secretary is hereby authorized, under regula 

mms to be promulgated by him, to require of each applicant includ 


ing preference right ex-service men for entry to public lands on a 
roject, such qualifications as to industry, experience, character, and 
pital, as in his opinion are necessary to give reasonable assurance 

necess by the prospective settles The Seeretary is authorized 
ippoint boards in part composed of private citizens, to assist in 


iining such qualifications 
see. D. That the irrigable lands of each new project and new 
ision of a project hereinafter approved shall be classified by the 
Seretary with respect to their power, under ai proper agricultural 
program, to support a family and pay water charges, and the Secre 
tury is authorized te fix different construction charges against differ 
ent classes of land yoder the same project Tor the purpese of equitably 
apportioning the total construction cost so that all lands may as far 
is practicnble bear the burden of such cost according to their produc 
tive vaine | 
semsec. EK. That hereafter the Secretary shall as te each irrigable 
f land in each new project, or a new division of a project, issne 
ublic notices relating to construction charges The first publie 
notice Shall be issued when the land is ready for settlement and will 
yunounce the constraction charge per irrigable acre. The second pub 
lic notice shall be issued when in the opinion of the Secretary the 
agricultural development of the project shall have advanced = suffi 
to warrant the commencement of payinent of installments of 
uch construction charge The second public notice shall fix the date 
vhen payments will begin on the construction charge announced by 
the first public notice, which date shall be not more than five years 
from the date of the first publie notice 
Suensee, F. That hereafter all project construction charges shall be 
tnade payable in annual installments based on the productive power of 
the land as provided in this subsection The installment of the con 
truction charge per irrigable acre payable each year shall be 5 per 
nt of the average gross annual acre income for the 10 calendar years 


rst preceding, or for all years of record if fewer than 10 years are 
available, of the area in cultivation in the division or subdivision 
thereof of the project in which the land is located, as found hy the 
Secretary annually, The decision of the Secretary as to the amount } 
of any such installment shall be conelusive These annual payments | 


shall continue until the total construction charge against each unit is 
paid rhe Secretary is authorized upon request to amend any existing 
contract for a project water right so that it will provide for payment 
of the construction charge thereunder in accordance with the provi- 


sions of this subsection or for the deferment of such construction 


charges for a period of three years from the approval of this section, 
or both 
Sussec. G. That whenever two-thirds of the irricable area of any 


project, or division of a project. shall be covered by water right con- 
tracts between the water users and the United States, said project shall 
he required as a condition precedent to receiving the benefits of this 
section to take over, through a legally organized water users’ associa- 
tion or irrigation district, the care, operation, and maintenance of all 
or any part of the project works, subject to such rules and regulations 
as the Secretary may prescribe, and thereafter the United States, in its 
relation to said project, shall deal with a water users’ association or 
irrigation district, and when the water users assume control of a 
project the operation and maintenance charges for the year then cur- 
rent shall be covered into the construction account, to be repaid as | 
part of the construction repayments. 

Scesec. H. That the penalty of 1 per cent per month against de- | 
linquent accounts proyided in section 3 and section 6 of the act of 
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August 13, 1914 (38 Stats. p. 686), is hereby reduced to one-half of 
1 per cent per month, as to all installments which may hereafter 


become due. 








Sussec. I. That whenever the water users take over the care, opera 
tion, and maintenance of a project or a division of a project the total 
accumulated net profits, as determined by the Secretary, derived from 


the eperation of project power plants, leasing of project grazing and 
farm lands, and the sale or use of town sites shall be credited to the 
construction charge of the project, or a division thereof, and thereafter 
the net profits from such sources may be used by the water users to be 


credited annually, first, on account of project construction c¢) 


second, on account of project operation and maintenance charg ind 
third, as the water users may direct. No distribution to individual 
water users shall be made out of any such profits before all obligat ‘ 


to the Government shall have been fully paid 

Sursec. J. That all moneys or profits as determined by the Secretary 
heretofore or hereafter derived from the sale or rental of irplus wat 
under the Warren Act of February 21, 1911 (36 Stat., p. 925), or from 
the connection of a new project with an existing project hall be 
credited to the project or division of the project to which the constru 
tion cost has been charged. 

Sunsre, K. That on each existing project where, in the opinion of 
the Secretary, it appears that on account of lack of fertility in the soil, 
un inadequate water supply, or other physical causes, settlers are un 
able to pay construction costs, or whenever it appears that the cost of 
any reclamation project by reason of error or mistake or for any cause 
has been apportioned or charged upon a smaller area of lind than the 
total area of land under said project, the Secretary is authorized to 
undertake a comprehensive and detailed survey to ascertain all yp 
tinent facts and report in each case the result of such survey to the 
Congress with his recommendations; Provided, That the cost and ex 
pense of each such survey shall be charged to the appropriation for the 
project on account of which the same is made, but shall not be charged 
as a part of the construction or operation and maintenance cost pay 
able by the water users under the project 

Sensec. L. That in any adjustment of water charges as provided In 
this section all due and unpaid charges to the United States, both on 
account of construction and on account of operation and maintenance, 
including interest and penalties, shall be added in each case to the total 
obligation of the water user, and the new total thus established shall 
then be the construction charge against the land in question 

Sunsec, M. That every entryman or assignee on a project farm unit 
not yet patented which unit shall be found by the Secretary to be 
insufficient to support a family and pay water charges shall have the 
right upon application to exchange his entry for another farm unit of 
unentered public land on the same or another project located in the 
same State, in which event all installments of construction charges 
theretofore paid on account of the relinquished farm unit shall be 
credited on account of the new farm unit taken in exchange Pro 
rided, That where two entrymen apply for the same farm unit under 
the exchange provision of this subsection, only one of whom is an 
ex-service man, as defined by the joint resolution of January 21, 1922 
(42 Stat. p. 358), the ex-service man shall have a preference in making 
such exchange 


Suspsec. N. That all contracts providing for new project ind new 


divisions of projects shall require that all operation and maintenan 
charge shall be payable in advance In each case where the care 
operation, and maintenance of a project or division of a project 
transferred to the water users the contract shal! require the payment 


of operation and maintenance®*chs in advance That whenever an 





adjustment of water charges is made under this section the adjustment 
contract shall provide that thereafter all operation and maintenan 
charges shall be payable in advance 

Sussec. O. That the cost and expense after Jur 
main office at Washington, D. C., of the Bureau of Ke imation in fl 
Department of the Interior, and the cost and expense of general iny 
tigation heretofore and hereafter authorized by the Secretary hal 
be charged to the general reclamation fund and shall not be charged a 
a part of the construction or operation and maintenance cost payable 
by the water users under the projects 


Suspsec. P. That where, in the opinion of the Secretary, a right of 
way or easement of any kind over public land is required in conne« 
tion with a project the Secretary may reserve the same to the United 
States by filing in the General Land Office and in the appropriate 
local jand office copies of an instrument giving a description of the 
right of way or easement and notice that the same is reserved to the 
United States for Federal irrigation purposes under this section, in 
which event entry for such land and the patent issued therefor shal! 
be subject to the right of way or easement so described in such instru 
ment; and reference to each such instrument shall be made in the 
appropriate tract books and also in the patent 

Sursec. Q. That where real property or any interest therein here 
tofore has been, or hereafter shall be, donated and conveyed to the 
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4 20 vears additional time for payment of unpaid amounts 


Constraction, $356,334.27 


$738,602.20; Lower Yellowstor 


, $21,112.48; Umatilla, $28,009. 


mm, not to be repaid by water users. 

















wi pre t i the Secretary | It will be noted that this rider—amendment 58—cearric 
} barce ; a 7 . 
u } l witl charge to some new provisions not carried in any of the bills above s 
conating grantor, | out and leaves out many that the originally proposed | 
1 assigns wh grar carried. 
ine ul t ted from This record should be so placed in compact form fl 
: > we tor i ms t may be used for future action. 
h the B of RB i m to ¢ n To show the present condition of the various Tede 
how arid and semiarid, swamp, | gation projects I am printing herewith two t: ©. Ex ts A 
a ‘ and B, which are as follows: 
d i yalion projects, Bure of Reclamation 
EXHIBIT A 
( tr n to June 30, 1928 | Construction Loss 
} ‘ > = . oan ae 
Per . Tn : . 
\ . Paid Due‘ Contracted \ _ Probable Definit« 
cel racte 
g 4 82, § $9. 44. $10.54 19.28 " $382. 097. OX 
"Fe 12.1 7,9 {94 743 85) $3,282 700,000.4 1, 361, OOF 
4 705.8 22 & &H1, TR1. 20 1, 091, 795. 87 a ee Oe 
\ 4 921. 98)... 4,017,921. 98) 1,000,000. 00) 3, 017 1,000,000.00 ......- 
7 ¢ 74.4 1.2 102, 7 { 2, 368. 0 6, 715, 074. 41 64 1,500,000.00 47,370 
1, 881, 391. 45)... _. 1,851, 391.45, 1,881,391.55 © 118, 608 1, 000, 00 
‘ 
ty , ‘ & O54. 663. 2 35.5 2,806. 208.24 5.188 455.02) 7.008. TAS 55. 295. 1 Ce Ay . 
2 409.7 11 1, 408, 314. 08) 11, 323, 095.6 12, 648, 436. 54 82,9 17 ‘ 
( 651. 07 13. 51, 176. 11 334, 474. 96 334, 475. | 
108. 8 24 361, 056. 2 1, 143, 352. 5S 1, 320, Liv. 2 154, 289. 56, 400, 000. O 100, 000. { 
| f 2 1 1, 114.0 fi, 760, 969. 25 6, 762, O83. 25 3, 000, 000. 0 
4 R12 wt a4 170, 178. 73 4. O75, 644 4). ¢ { 825, 234. 80 130, 000. 00 1, 920, OOD. | 
‘ 4 0, 44 11 41 § 3, 069, 116. 5 3, 091 tif 1%, 845. 06 5 1, 000, 000. 0) 
I 
t it - r - ~ - 
. ‘ 4 1 11, 929, 392.74 8, 634, 885. 57| 5, 067, 274. 75 600,000. 00)........... 
’ ” 
SA, 4 7 6, 466, 375. 41 2, 636, 256. OS 4, 352, 219. 84 e 3. 500, 000. 00 
104 « O02, 417. 4 1, 303, 904. 79 44. U2 euevews 
867. 17 371, S67. 1 71, 886. 0 
) 2 146.1144 ( 12, 089, 623.48 7,650, 090. OF 3, 496, 114. 48 i “on 
7.18 1.8 451, 856. § 290, 803. 74 160, 308. 44 is 600, 000, 00 
S44. 69 221, 84 a a it eae ates 204, 318. 00 
| © f 1) SU 13 52 9. 489 13 2 514, 446. 02 148, O43. 87 ao. 000. 0 
rath 45.00 3,974, 463. 70 13 5: 8, 438,770.98 38, 162. 547. 34) 811, 916. 34 500. 000. 00 250, 000. OF 
Fourche 3. Ox 547, O45. 08 13. 4 478, 279.90: 3,068,765. 13) 2, 576, 886. 20) 970, 148.74: 750, 000. OO 
a> 1) 468,968.00' 11.45 396,582.88 3,070 2 3, O84, 099. 37 82, 868. 63 . <2 
4 © 1, 302. f . 9 54. 427. 70 1. 24 733.9 1, 302, 161. ¢ 6 104, 838. &S 500, 000, 00 275, OOD. { 
} 
2 131. 67 2 3, 171, 575. 12) 8, 990,356.95) 9, 635, 600.84) 2, 526, 330.83’... : 
060, 228. 09 J (11) 1, 060, 228. 09 pate Aa.) 06lUL!lU)lU - is 
| 
Dil» « - . 617. BOR 50 7.679. 256.92, & 501.201. esl 2.600.478. 74! Ten. 00 f 2,325, 900. 0 
an ts 290, 8 42 7.4 1! f 7, 679, 2 2 , 591, 391. 68) 2, 699, 47% 74 750, 009. 00) 13 1" 200, 000. 0 
otal s/, G06, 74 ....~ 15, 592, 842. 48 126, 194, 163. 26 100, 032, 547. 49139, 442, 026. OU 8, 830, 000. 00 78, 561, 146, Of 
Exurnit B 
; Construction, 
Operation and intenar J p 30, 1923 
} and I itenanc une 5V, LY years to pay « 
} : : : 
; — we aie is — 
Project j j 
| 6 per cent 5 per cent 
Dut Paid Unpaid present crop 
| | contract return 
| 7 . ‘ . 
ee I hk ‘ | it) ‘ 1 ‘ : 
\ : a Se SE $1. R67. 98D. 49 | $956, 921. 08 | $711, 089, 91 42 ; 
fe 0 sical eee 218, 610. 67 | 200, 351. 5 18, 250, 12 | 17 19 , 
{ i Valley } | easue poo coup weeve e | ——— = : 
ac rai U neompahgre F 1, 543. 60 80, 180. 56 21 ‘ 
k i ot ‘ — 
M joka 08, 418. 06 185, 498. 12 18 | ZA 
’ Boise 24, 251. 14 |} 207, 636. 21 26 | 61 g 
es ( len ¢ | 1 


expended under Warren Act and special eontracts on 11 projects (estimated total, $12,922,455). 
2 and maintenance during construction; excluding arrearages in operation and maintenance here - 
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Federa) irrigation projects, Bureau of Reclamation—C ont vd 
Exuimit B—Continued 
| ‘ 
Stata P = aie Se : 
re uted 
New Mexico-Texas.........-.- innit Rio Grande ........... ee BAS, 360 S386. 742. 40 : 
North DakOtS.....cccccecee z out snmincnsbeitl é Williston a 244. 00 mm Se x 4 } 
Do es eH —— = Buford-Trenton 4 - i 
Oregon and oo os — ..... Umatilla é 4,116. 72 a? 4 
Oregon-C alifornia iinet cheicapiginiviiedeabseidieeutaa uni dieiebateia data cecal III 0c00ccqcses . ~— - S2, 268. 18 439, 77 ‘ ) 
South Dakota sciasuitietatatieesitiading tn endeeddieidieniatndemmilinie Belle Fourche ee 472, 0 20, 317. OF i 
Ttah 7 : eee 7 Strawberry Valley - 7 ) j 
Washington iiinionbel ictatintd Okanogan ce ais », 212. 10 
Deo ip cilie lication sa ahie ciahatistiartstaeen sit edd icudias andsiatidbitinades Yakima... ace 2, 300, 88 ~ re) M7. 00 « 
Sunnyside 
Tieton 
0 onaene 
Wyoming iit i i i a a ac a re Riv a 
W voming-Montana ...............-. - Sit catabbembededseuadaomean 6, 34 ‘1 415 % SU 41) 
rotal 4 - camene ‘i sD To asd iandslbetinndmnnidatideaal ‘. > 17, O59, 231.8 744.99 , aN 4 
Abandoned 
7 Williston: Operation and maintenance loss prior to April 1, 1919, $178,667.20; Buford-Trenton, abandoned, oF ition and mu 
* Under construction No lands irrigated 
This amount includes $1,059,864.31, representing costs from Jan. 1 to June 30, 1923, for which no eSSTI ‘ ule age 
earage of $4,628,623.45 on operation and maintenance 
© Includes advance payments; operation and maintenance, $19,251.60 
To show the extra expense to the Government and added Bureau of Entomology, & iu oof Chen ' ts and 
burden to the already overtaxed farmers on these Federal | bureaus and branches the Department of Ag ltn 
irrigation projects, as well as the duplication of work in the L would greatly appreciate an eat ) is 1 desire to use it befo 
yarious Government departments that this proposed legisla- | te committee now having charge of | legislation abe i 
tien will entail, which alone would justify the eliraination | Which, as I now view it, is a insfer fror © Departs tot A 
and defeat of this amendment 58, I am submitting a letter | ture to the Department of the tn ra ' 
sent to Secretary Wallace, of the Department of Agriculture, | Respectfully submitting th mM 
and his reply thereto: Yours most tr mut 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Hovse OF REPRESENTATIVES ’ ‘ i \ 
Washington, D, C., May 27, ty } ty ' 
Hon. Henry C. WALLACE, Hon. JouHnx EF, RAKER 
Seerctary of Agriculture, House of Rep rf 
Washington, D. C Dear Mr. RAKER: Immediately hiv p ) 
In re reclamation projects, isking certain questions cor ning the w > a dena ‘ ! 
My Dwar Mr. Secretary: The bill Ff. R. 7220, a bill making appro- | were set at work compiling the format 1 \ 
priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending | will be required to assemble mt T hoy . IY 
June 39, 1925, on page 61 contains the item— to-day, or at least to-morrow i 5 , . 
“ Miscellaneous items. Demonstrations on reclamation projects. | In the meantime, inasmuch os th rp in . 
To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to encourage and aid in be to ascertain whether the activ proj tin Uf t. 8826, dealing 
the agricultural development of the Government reclamation proj- with irrigation developmen Hi 1 dupli m of ! j 
ects: to assist, through demonstration, advice, and in other ways ing carried on in the Department of Agri will be prop , 
° settlers on the projects; and for the employment of persons and me to make some general obs ations ning ‘ia bi 
means necessary in the city of Washington and elsewhere, $36,460." Section 2 provides that before approving a 1 reclamation pro 
First. (a) Would you kindly advise me how long a similar item has | the Secretary of the Inte i] . : . ; 
been carried in the Agricultural appropriation bills for such work‘ feasibility and adaptability, and that he shall « nih < 
(b) The total amount up to date thus expended for such work? retary of Agriculture a report in detail rela > to #1 ™ A a 
ic) Where, how, and upon what Government reclamation projects | soil, kind of crops, and probable productiot i ugh ¢ —_— iry 
‘ has such work been done as provided in the above authorization and | of Commerce a report in detail with pect te n i 
. appropriations made thereunder? | markets, and other economic factors n ould 
Second. Investigation as to arid, swamp, and cut-over lands: What | stand, it would result in large duplication by the Dep n 
z amount has been appropriated and used for the last 10 years for the | merce work being carried ou by the Department of A Itu 
7 use of your department for investigations relative to determining in- | spect to transportation facilities, markets, and other nom 
4 formation regarding how arid, swamp, and cut-over lands could best | The Government has spent millions of dol 
. be used? ations to this departmen in building up t . z 
: Third. Soil surveys: Mas there been any soil survey under your de- | sary to acquire ond furnish this info ' ) ; 
4 partment within the last 10 years under provisions authorizing appro- | character needed by farmers on reclamat > 4 40 i 
priations for the Bureau of Soils on any of the Government reclama- | by farmers who are not on reclamation | 
3 tion projects? If so, what ones? machinery in another department n v1 ) ) ; 
If a soil survey has not been made on each Government reclamation | would certainly duplicate the facilities al ; ten 3 
project, would you kindly advise me why the same has not been done | ment for handling such work ' 
and the reason therefor? While section 2 directs the Secretary o » a6 ’ wl 
Fourth. In re H. R. 8836 the Secretary of Agriculture information of a icult j sare 
Section 22 of the above-named bill, which is now pending before | preliminary to establishing a new reclama ) to ew di ) 
Congress, provides as follows: | of an old project, section 11 seems to contemplate that the & iry 
“Sec, 22. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated | of the Interior shall set » within h vn department th 0 
from the General Treasury the sum of $100,000 annually for five | sary to obtain exactly the same sort of information with regard to . 
years for investigations to be made by the Secretary, threugh | existing project Yo do this effectively wil I , , 
the Bureau of Keclamation, to obtain necessary information to | Secretary of the Interior to build up within that depa 4 
determine how arid; swamp, and cut-over timberlands may best | of a strictly agricultural character, whi vill dup al 
be developed in the future to meet the growing agricultural needs | of the organization of the Department of Agriculture campl > 
of the Nation.” make a reliable determination of the ) icial le ) fen 4 
Would you kindly advise me if it is not a fact that this work author- | of each existing project it will be 1 
ized would be a duplication of the work now authorized under exist 1. To make “il sur 8 is don . ) ) ww D 
' ing law for the Department of Agriculture under the Bureau of Soils, partment of Agricultut 
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Iion. JOHN FE. RAKER, 








\ ? ( full uch a department tl Denort ; fA . If eh ir 
f Plant In results na I t m j r yn, ft ct 
l 1] fl! t of the irri ) work TI i i ring ol 
VN é f hed ] v < is con 
t l l ( iculti Most of the troul the Fx 
‘ i p ! in reclamation enterp has 
be « to th that the I n promoted too la ly fre 
t of t nm who lacl ultural | ed 
( I P | » t before the reorga tion 
nd rat mitt that t? interest ¢ 1 Feder Imtnistration the ent! 
‘ n \¥ ay kh ition Service, except perhaps that part which deals with eng 
1 in turn | neering construction, should be transferred from Interior to Agricul 
f | ture Until that is dor there will be unnecessary duplication of 
ost | work a penditures. You will note from the foregoing that I am ir 
\ lL Bee full accord with the theory of the bill which you are considering. It 
| I ‘ what ought to be done, namely, to consider the agri 
lved Ba of | « 1 cts of a proposed project before beginning upon the en 
the De neering work, and to consider what needs to t done to promote ¢ 
I ] i ! after tl projects hay constr d. 
My point is that this work, both before and after construction, can 
re ed | be done best and most economically by the Department of Agriculture 
haracter 1 i ertak by any « r department must inevitably result in 
l i mout of du atic and millions of dollars of additional 
nar 
of the animals | Very truly Henry C. WALLACE, Secretary 
t il 
would in ‘ DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
( Al l 


Washington, May 30, 1924 





to s n 11 ap- | House of Representatives. 
Pear Me. Raker: With further reference to your letter of May 27 
c tr 1 | asking for information concerning the relation of House bill 8836 to 
ss ad the work of the Department of Agriculture, I am glad to supply you 
nd econ 1 with the fact requested. As I indicated in my previous communica- 
vrs on th tion, some of the provisions of the bill cut squarely across the work 
f n service of this department and seem to me to involve a wholly unnecessary 
partment Ap duplication of machinery and function. 
1 has beer In reply to your specific inquiries— 
istra ns | (1) You ask me to advise you bow long the item for enabling the 
Department | Secretary of Agriculture to eneourage and aid in the agricultural 
rmitted, has | development of tl Government reclamation projects, to assist through 
mation proj- | demonstrations, advice, and in other ways settlers on the projects, 
ation has never | ete., has been carried in the annual agricultural appropriation bill, 
At the present | the total amount provided to date, and the projects and conditions 


with 


this authoriza- 


year on six | under which work has been done in accordance 
jects In addi- | tion. 
nm « reclamation The item referred to has been carried in the act making appropria- 
ystem of exten tions in the Department of Agriculture since the 


lucted 


1] 
e colleges of 


yopera- | For the current year it is as follows: 


DEMONSTRATIONS ON RECLAMATION 
sion workers, in 


“To 


in the development 


through 


agricultural 


projects; to assist, demonstrations, 








The aid given f been in the 





way 
such as pr 


improving livestock, 





controlling 


PROJECTS 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to encourage and 


advise, 


of advice in 
paring land for irrigation, planning better 


fiseal 


diseases 


year 1915. 


aid 


of the Government reclamation 


and in « 


ways, settlers on the projects; and for the employment of pe! 





f the . . 37 . 
Ps : os sons and means necessary in the city of Washington and else- 
) Siy I . 
iy ther where, $39,000.” 
‘ employ: on ‘ ‘i 
, Staten | The total amounts appropriated and expended to date under this 
on ; meted provision from the fiscal years 1915 to 1924, and including the item 
hor 4 the | carried in the bill for 1925, is as follows: 
W ld not only | Ne ge ee ee ee ee l | neg 
l f ropri- | p 
n be far less | Fiscal year } Arr Expended 
» I ry with | 7 
sates eeisssctillattmiaieatasesmnesiialsi Leaysaoencimenset 
1} i ra | $40,000.00 | $23, 079. 33 
» say her OMe | WG. 2. ccoccccsvcceccccccecccnccnccnccaessccescesconeecscoss 40, 000. 00 37, 747. 09 
‘ : Hon of | 2ell----Bawnn-enncncenncnnnsnanaseansscssccessomnonseseees | 40, 000. 00 38, 555. 0 
( il ion oO er rr ae a Perr i 80,000. 00 39, 145, 91 
Ee Se i i ee 48, 690. 00 29, 988. 47 
mtributing and | 192 pe 48,600.00 | 44, 498. 51 
e . an } 721 ie 30, OBO. 08 28, 544. 10 
re < ny va > oe 30, 000, 60 27, 071. 67 
n, if H. R. 88536 123 39, 090. 00 33, 797. 49 
very larce al ad )} 1024 39, 000. oo 1 31, SA3. 55 
; 36, 460. 00 |....... Se 
md ld very eis Pe tetas nec c 
s no question NEE oc ica kiwecdacctideiaincbadetiissceecaueal 441, 660. 00 | 344, 312. 18 
! ts are due = deepens ated 
¥ ice ¢ YY ke 
, ue me i May 29, 1924. 
y the report 
rinted as Senate | The work conducted under this item has been under the supervision 
ndertaken there | of the Chief of the Bureau Plant Industry, It has consisted of the 
produce, of the | employment of competent field men who have been stationed on each 
7 assurance | of certain reclamation projects and who have devoted their entire time 
W enable intelli to aidin tl farmers, both individually and through local organiza- 


dealing with 


of 


live- 
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of marketing 


including 


the 


livestock products, 
cooperative ut 








ferarce 
llization of 





j tl t 1 f t This work has been conducted on 
‘ wing ts: Ur pahgre, Colo.; Boise and Minidoka, Idaho ; 
} ey, M River, § Ktiver, and Flathead, Mont.; North Platte 
, and W ; Newlands, Nev.; Umatilla, Oreg.; Bellefourche, 
© Dak.; Yakima, Wash.; and Shoshone, Wyo. There have been tem 
perary assignments of field men to deal with special problems on 
‘ othe oject At the present time fleld men are employed 
follow projects: Tncompahgre, Minidoka, Flathead, North 
Ne Bellefourch id Shoshone. 
\ state hed (Exhibit A) showing, as requested, the 
reclamation proj s and periods during which work has been 
j ted ‘ on i ectio with the ivity described above 
l tien to the foregoing the annual appropriation act f the 
ome t has included the following appropriation: 
I 1 DA + AND LIVESTOCK PRODUCTION IN SEMIARID 
AND IRRI Y DISTRICYS OF THE WESTERN UNITED STATES 
eT i < . ary f A culture to eonduct investigations 

1 experiments in problems I ted with the establishment of 

uirying and meat-production enterprises on the semiarid and irri- 
gated lands of the western United States, including the purc! e of 

tock and th mployment of necessary persons and means in tl 
of Washington and elsewhere, $40,000. 

i tem carries a propt on of $40,000, availa during t 

nt fis ear. 
) You ask concerning investigations as to arid, \ ip, and 
‘ is inguire co ri we the ppropriations for such i i 
for 1 st 10 yea fer use by the Depart it of A I 

‘ ri ations I to determining information regarding 

irid, swamp, d cut-over lands can best be used 

S if work in the study of irrigati and drainage in tl d i 
I was begun in 1914 Annual appropriations ranging fro S11 
200 to $205,600 have been made available by Congres for this wor 
Che total amount appropriated since the beginning of tl! Ww 
i iding the approp1 1 for the coming year, is $1,868,160. 

The scope and character of this work is indicated in the pending 
appropriation act for the year ending June 30, 1925, under the 
Bureau of Public Roads, which includes our rural engineering work, 
as follews: 

“Fer investigating and reporting upon the ufilization of water 
in farm irrigation, including the best methods to apply in prac- 
tice; the different kinds of power and appliances; the flow of 


water in ditches, 
tionment, and 
regulations, and laws affecting 
reporting upon farm drainage 


the 
water; 


and other 


measurement of 


pipes, conduits ; duty, appor 
the customs, 
irrigation: fer investigating and 

and the drainage of swamp 
and other wet lands which be made available for agricultural 
purposes; for preparing plans for the removal of surplus water 
by drainage; for the development of equipment for farm irriga- 


tion and drainave and for giving expert advice and assistance: 


irrigation 


upon 
may 





for field experiments and investigations and the purchase and 
installation of equipment for experimental purposes; for the 
preparation and illustration of reports and bulletins; for the 


employment of assistants and labor in the city of Washington and 
elsewhere; for rent the District of Columbia; 
supplies and all expenses, $145,650.” 

Under the genera] authority of the appropriation to the Bureau of 
Agricultural Economics to investigate and encourage the adoption of 
improved methods of farm management and farm practice the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture carried on studies on reclamation 
projects eoneerning cost of production and ecenomic aspeets of farm 
organization and practice. No specific appropriation has been made by 
for this work applicable solely to reclamation but 
existing projects have come in fer considerable attention under these 
studies. At the present time a continuous economic survey is 
made in the Twin Falls project. This has been made annually for 
the past four years and has involved an expenditure of approximately 
$30,000, Another survey in the Yakima Valley has been made for two 
cost of $10,000, In the neighborhood 
Colo., a study of the cost of 
is being made. This involves both irrigation 
ods For the fiscal years 1915-1917 a special appropriation of 
$15,000 was made to the old office of farm management for the study 
of methods and costs of cleaning lands in cut-over Altogether 
this office has spent upward of $90,000 in special studies on reclama- 
tion projects. Under the same appropriation the bureau, through its 
division of land economics, for the last four years carried on 
studies in methods of land settlement, both private and public, inciud 
ing consideration of both private and public reclamation projects. 
At the present time a survey is being made in the Southwest, which 
has covered the Federal projects of Carlsbad, and Bl 
Paso, as well as various private irrigation projects. Arrangements 
have been work into other parts of the West 


outside and for 


necessary 


various 


has 


Congress 





projects, 


being 


in succession at a about 


of Fort Collins, 


years 
producing beef cattle 
and dry-farming meth- 





regions. 


has 


Los Cruces, 


made to extend this 


during the coming fiscal year. The object of these studies is to deter- 
' : 


mibhe e economic conditions aff tl t s 33 fs ire of 8 





ter charges, and inter n i i nd equipment 
that is justified by 1@ net-value preduct ‘ ler various 
types Ol larming Such studies uid ‘ i i re exten 

e scale than } i 

(3) You ask whet i le | the 
Departmrent of Agricn re withi t 1 10 na 

! y re e | f he 
Gov c re i n | and if 80 

' 1 The Bureau of Sells bas for ast 10 years i wt 

r § irveys generally t izhou 

‘ ly coy recia nm I i 

I let he fellow ’ 
Agrict iral on act 

kor the lve H i f oils i t ‘ her 

I \ [ j ents of 

ti ‘ ern i “ t situe tI y i « 

Ss t t nad i i y ! dp by 

gx or herwise. the 1 Its of wh vest ations ¢* © eo 

For t t 10 irs the B iu of = s been ” illy co 
‘ et) : with the Reclamation Service i exan ation t 

l 1 @ i mu ra ani cle ihether 
l Vi ied in or I Li a printion act is follow 
I xuurinatioz if soi to aid in the ifeation of “ 
iral n in operation v 1 other i f the i i 
mt and otber depart its of the ¢ I 2.8 

I showing the cla ition pri s 1 ha v« eon vered by 
t ] ‘ t it ta i } 
| a Il ted 

The I ! : is work } et > t rR rmation 
Service un an a lent tween the Sex ‘ t Interior l 
‘ ‘ rted in 1 t 
by transfer of nds 0 tt Re sation t tl Bureau of 
Ss I f tl I u of Boil 

een ndeq te t ay the expenses of the rk re d by t 
Kt e 

In response te the part of your ingul which request tT tifa 
survey has not been made on each Government reclamation project I 
ulvise yo why this has not een done and the reason there I 
may state that it has been recognized that the Reclmation Service w 
I onsible for these et prises, but that the Lb ot Soi ha 
complied with every request de by the R Ser fo 
surveys and seil investications. 

With reference to section 22 of FI. R. 8836, which proposes to pro 
priate $100,000 annually for five years for inve igations through the 
Bureau of Reclamation to determine how arid, sw ind t 
timberlands may best be developed in the future to nreet the growing 
agricultural needs of the Nation, I can only refterate that this pro 
posed work would comprise a ar-cut duplication of similar work 
mentioned above as now carried on by the Division of Ag Itural 
Engineering (irrigation and drainage studies) and the Division of Land 
Economics of the Bureaus of Roads and Agricultural Economics of this 
department A special committee on land utilization, appointed by t! 
by the Secretary of Agriculture consisting of representative of “ 
various bureaus of this departurent, has been studying this whol 
tion for the ast two vears The committee has considered prs t 
and future needs for crop land, forest and | tures: the extent and 
location of areas that can be made available for these various uses; 
and the governmental policies that should be adopted to adjust * to 
needs. The matter is referred to in more detail in the last annual 
report of the Secretary of Agriculture (1923 report, p. 78), a ry 


of which is attached (Exhibit D). 
The most serious duplication, however, consists In the fact that the 
determination of the proper utilization of land is only incidentally an 


engineering problem, It necessarily involves the concentration on the 





single problem the knowledge and methods of research peculiar to 
many different types of agricultural specialists ich as soll physic 4 
and chemists, agricultural engineers, agronomists, horticulturists, live 
stock nd dairy specialists, entomologist f try « erts, and a 

Itural onomists trained i the special probl of farm organi 
tion and managemse land valuation, ete, 

Furthermore, the dé mination of the s ind direction of 
cultural expansion is a matter of peculiar concern to the Depart t. 
of Agriculture, for such expansion has a direct influence on th: 
perity of the existing industry of agricultar and when the de ) 
ment of new a tural areas is ill advised the burds of ) i 
of the unfortunate farmers falls largely on tl ad t 

Again, it should be noted that the determina mn ¢ I t eff nt 
util tion of land parti ariy { cut-o' i a itter of vy I 
concern to the Forest Service, for the quest is larg e of deter 
nrining whether t land is best ! ted t farming or to fore 
The Forest Service has accumulated a ¥ amount of experience along 
this line through its work in fying t 150,000,000 acres of land 
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In the national forests, and it is incidentally concerned in land classifi- 
cation through the necessity of selecting forest 
under the forest acquisition law. 
If I have Not given exactly the information you desire, I shall be 
d to have you call upon me further I feel very strongly that the 
should have before it all available facts before passing on 
thi mportant legislation 





lands for purchase 


rhimiit tee 


Sincerely yours, 
Henry C. Watiace, Secretary. 
Exuisir A 
OFFICE OF DEMONSTRATIONS ON RECLAMATION PROJECTS, 
SUREAU OF PLANT INDUSTRY, 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 

March 29, 1924. 
clment showing reclamation projects and periods during which 
work has been conducted thereon by the Office of Demonstrations on 
reclamation projects 

Bellefourche project (South Dakota), from May, 1918, to March, 
1920; Decenrber, 1922, to date 

Boise project (Idaho), from March, 1915, to March, 1919. 

Grand Junction project 

Iluntley project (Montana), from February, 1915, to July, 1917; 
from February, 1919, to July, 1921. 


Stat 


from 


(Colorado), spring, 1921 


Lower Yellowstone project, from April, 1920, to September, 1920. 

Flathead project (Montana), from July, 1923, to date. 

Milk River project (Montana), each summer, 1920 to 1923. 

Minidoka project (Idaho), from October, 1914, to June, 1918; from 
February, 1919, to September, 1920; 
1922; from August, 1922, to date. 

Newlands project (Nevada), front 1914 to date. 

North T'latte project (Nebraska-Wyoming), 
November, 1917; from February, 
1922, to date 

Shoshone 
1920; 


from November, 1920, to March, 


from July, 1914, to 
1918, to March, 1920; from May, 


project (Wyoming), 
from July, 1921, to date. 
Sun River project (Montana), each summer, 1920 to 1923. 
Tieton project (Washington), from 1915 to 1920: 
Umatilla project (Oregon), from January, 1918, to October, 1919. 
Uncompahgre project (Colorado), front October, 1915, to September, 
1919; from December, 1919. to date, 
Yakima project (Washington), from 1914 to 1920. 


from March, 1915, to September, 


Exuinir B 
United States reclamation projects covered by 
under the general appropriation for soil investigations: 
Arizona 


List of soil surveys 


Yuma, Yuma area, 1905. 

Salt River, Salt River Valley area, 1900, 
California—Orland, Colusa area, 1907, 
Colorado 

Grande Valley, Grand Junction area, 1905. 

Uncompaghre, Uncompaghre area, 1910. 
Idaho 

Loise, Boise area, 1901. 

Minidoka, Minidoka area, 1907. 

Shoshone, no surveys. 

King Hill, no survey. 

Montana— 

Sun River, no survey. 

Fort Peck, no survey 

Huntley, Billings area, 1902. 

Lower Yellowstone Valley, no survey. 

Milk River, no survey. 

Flathead, no survey. 

Blackfoot, no survey. 

Nebraska—North Platte, Morrill County, 1917; Scotts 
County, 1913; Banner County, 1919; Sioux County, 1919; Fort 
Laramie (Wyo.) area, 1917; Western Kansas reconn,, 1911. 

Nevada~—Newlands, Fallon area, 1909. 

New Mexico-— 

Rio Grande, Mesilla Valley area, 1912. 

Carlsbad, Pecos Valley area, 189%. 

Hondo, Pecos Valley area, 1899. 

North Dakota 

Oregon 


North Dakota pumping, Williston area, 1906. 


Klamath, Klamath reclamation project area, 1908. 

Umatilla, no survey. 
South Dakota—Belle Fourche, Belle Fourche area, 1907. 
Utah—Strawberry Valley, Provo area, 1903. 
Washington 

Yakima, Yakima area, 1901, 

Okanogan, ho survey. 
Wyoming 

Shoshone, no survey. 

Riverton, no survey. 
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| 
| The years indicated above refer to the particular volume of the field 
operations of the Bureau of Soils in which the report and map of an 
area may be found. 


Exutsit C 


Soil investigations made in cooperation with the Reclamation Service 
indicating the projects for which special reports and maps were fur- 


nished under the special appropriation made the Bureau of Nvils for 
this work. 





| 
State Project | Date received By— 
eee | — | —— — _ oo es 
RIOD. .nconmccccel HEE Pere mse witawennan | Aug. 28,1913 Macy H. Lapham. 
| Sentibel __...-.| Oct. 16,1919 | A. 'T. Strahorn, 
NR ciao deed Nov. 23, 1914 | Do. 
California..........| Imperial Valley -.........-. June 20, 1921 Do. 
Colorado_._........ | Grand Valley _............| July, 1915 Do. 
| Montezuma....._- ie Jan. 19,1919 | Do. 
Uncompahgre GE mR REESE: June 20,1915 | Do. 
New Mexico .| Carlsbad..................] Apr. 13,1922 Do. 
‘New Mexico and | Rio Grande.-.............. Dec., 1914 | Do. 
Texas. | | 
Oklahoma... ... D Vibes 2 oe eS Oct., 1914 | Do 
} Oregon sect WER BIE. citccnddauka | Oct. 9,1923 | H. H. Krusekopf. 
| | Umatilla June 4,1914 | A. T. Strahorn. 


Oregon-California..| Klamath (Tule Lake Di- | Aug. 30, 1922 | 
| vision) } 


Klamath (Tule Lake Di- | Oct 9, 1923 | 


A. E. Kocher. 


Scott Ewing. 





| vision.) 
I ssid av discsarassa it cada sreciesiisiadi Dec, 1921 | A. T. Strahorn. 
ONDE. dis caaecoke | Green River___..._- ee | Oct. 24, 1921 | Do. 
| Salt Lake Basin (Tooele | Aug. 26, 1922 | Do. 
Valley). | | 
Wyoming.........- Alcova-Casper...........- Apr. 13, 1923 | Do. 
Green River (viz: Bonne- | Oct. 7, 1918 | Do. 
ville, Big Piney La 
Barge and Church | 
Buttes). | 
Wee Ween cdiddcsnsicdcd | Sept. 8, 1917 | Do. 
Shoshone (Sp.)_...........| Nov. 27, 1922 | Do. 
Shoshone (Willwood and Sept. 27, 1922 Do. 
Frannie Extensions). | 
Shoshone (Willwood and | Aug. 18, 1914 Do. 
Frannie Divisions). | 


In addition to the above we find that special examination and report 
was made on the Minidoka project, Idaho, in July, 1915, by Mr. Stra- 
horn, for which no maps were supplied. This also applies to investi- 
gations on the Huntley project, Montana, Weber-Provo project, Utah, 
and Uncompahgre project, Colorado. 

On August 14, 1922, Mr. Strahorn wrote a memorandum to the board 
| of engineers of the Milk River project, Montana, but no other report 
| was made. 

In August, 1922, analyses of four soil samples from the Tieton Dam, 
Washington, was made for the Reclamation Service, and last year we 
made analyses of 146 soil samples for the Reclamation Service in con- 
nection with the Klamath marshes on the Klamath projects. 

In 1923 the Baker, Oreg., and Columbia River basin, Wash., projects 











were completed and reports and maps have been submitted. 
County agents in counties in which irrigation projects are located 
Project State County County agent 
3 ae | Arizona......--- Maricopa!....... Herman C. Heard. 
i i csesnisinnioniiitevinipias taht ick deteninentedon SE thinness None. 
I, nctancnisngs ell anne eedenen Yuma!.__......| J. G. Hamilton. 
Petts aetiiceal California.-....- I  tiindiacce | Edwin L. Garthwaite, 2 
| | assistants. 
GEE OE eeEE | Enoch Torken. 
Do ‘coe 1 ieee Be Tehama. .......- | Donald M. Smith. 
Grand Valley ..-..--- Colorado. -....-- ee eee Leo P. McCann. 

| Uncompahgre---_..-.-|...- .do..........| Montrose.......| Benj. H. King. 

| cee timailinat ills sis oamdaitiiaia Re None. 

FN. oc crema aadeies PWD an cnndhackecol Miedeaieicdadean ! Do. 
POsvilin.daniadibed Ms clotnddedy Ginn ctdiiens Do. 
eee eee Wl, «aannianid | Canyon...s..<«« Do. 

j ee Lea . hic oekedeee Elmore adie Do. 

| ee sae “Fcc oben Malheur -- ..__.- | L. R. Breithaupt. 

| King Hill_.-... abt cut SEB cinksecedes Elmore .........| None. 
is. cnt teindinneltage Se Gooding --......| O. E. McConnell. 
eee Owyhee._.......- | None. 
| SE A See oe Twin Falls!____-. | R. E. Brossard. 

Minidoka._......-... |. i A. Sek | Minidoka!_._._- | None. 

i ntessmacintnticle to tk Ditmas CRE: sheanee= | Jas. W. Barber. 
Huntley ‘ Montana. | Yellowstone!___| Wm. P. Stapleton. 
|} Sun River _-- Laos Cascade........-. F. E. MacSpadden. 

ee ees nee do..........}| Chouteau.._....| Chas. H. Ruzicka. 

ie teen naan do..........| Lewisand Clatk.| W. H. Sutton. 

Ditccens all iain Ss an gee ean FE o.depcnaoe ..| Robt. Clarkson. 
Lower Yellowstone - do SOR sins cede | None. 

estas chet nlite ee ee eee | Harold F, DePue. 

Do _...------| North Dakota McKenzie .--.-.- | Paul C, Wagner. 

| Milk River. -....... a, | eee | E. B. Duncan. 
| eS Ross eee | Blaine -......- | G. W. Gustafson. 
TOG sco disipistoaeldie ee do. ........-] nw nikdciine | Henry L. Lantz. 
eT a ties is cial ceimanctinsn: JI aint ania Murray E. Stebbins. 

North Platte._...... Nebraska .......| Scottsbluff ......| Phil Sheldon. 
cata cklerteeinlintnn BOF Ai died kt ised None. 
IO nsithindpoontiadiatl GD. énacesah NEE <6 ntwad Do. 
sche wuseertinieg inane | eer ees Morrill..........) E. C, Nelson. 





i Indicates home demonstration agent also, 
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( ty agents in ecountios which irrigation projects ave lecated 
(Continued 
Pr t tate County Coonty agent 
} Platte -.-.., Wyoming Natrona........| Gerald M. Penley. 
it — go None 
0 ‘ Arthur F.. Hyde 
i deti eaten 1 . Paul H. Dupertuis 
Ds iiss d B. 8. Tedmon, jr. 
p .-.-.| Nevada btin Albert J. Reod 
I tats a eS None 
j to - Edw. C. Reed 
DE inmemewene do... . Thes. Buckman 
(a G..aavdvaenec= Ne Mexico... None 
I jrande...... etna Robt. C. Stockdal 
) I G. A. Altgel 
\ th Dak ta N i Dakota B.&.d ol ler 
I z (Willis 
} j 
T la oe Or eee heh Umatilla 2 Fred Benn 1 
] cbisiddineteelie es Morrow R. M. Morse 
1 d -| Klan m 
{ rnia oo 
dete eke do . M odo 
i Fourch .| South Daketa Butte ! 1 
ae Me 
" \ il 1 tal ecececcee = T Ie ue. 
Ok anogan.......... Washington Okanogan.......| Nor 
Deceedicnahinnelaane TO iene Kittitas 1_......| W. L. Davis 
i a TEE ccnccanal Ap.ey 2 t 
OA. cidiitandiied a do -<<-<e} BOnton..........| None 
Riverton W yoming_._..__!" Fremont .....__- P. T. Meyers 
t ik . TI, <cleciedndtnsnah SEE ininss diene Royal J. Allen 
9 Re i nomuasees! I haces L. E. MeDar 
i either cack Montana........ saan \ ome 
Indicates kome demonstration agent also 


{ FOREST PROBLEM ONLY ONE PART OF A GENERAL NATIONAL PROBLEM 
OF LAND UTILIZATION 





In realfty the problems of forestry and the better regulation of the 
grazing resources on the public domain are merely phases, though very 
important phases, of the broad problem of land utilization. As the 
timber is cut millions of acres are thrown out of use. Some of this 


land is now suitable for use as farming land, some of it will be needed 
for that purpose in the course of time, but most of it is permanently 
unsuited to use for farming purposes. Of the arid or semiarid open 
public grazing lands relatively little is physically capable of growing 
crops except where irrigation may be possible, no matter how pressing 
the national need for crop land may become, and under present condi 
tions it is steadily declining in capacity for use for the only form of 
use to which it can be put, while being held open for entry under the 
homestend laws. It is clear that a proper distribution of our reserve 
areas between the three uses-——forests, grazing, and crop implies some 
kind of policy of giving direction to the utilization of eur land re- 
sources, 





LAND UTILIZATION POLICY 
While many of the agricultural difiiculties of the past three years 
have been due in part to surplus production resulting from overstimula 
tion during the war, it is evident that before many years our 
population will have grown to a point which will enable it to consume 
not only all we produce at the present time but considerably more. 
Where this increased production is to come from and how our national 
land resources may be best used is therefore a matter of major impor 
tance. Some two years since I appointed a departmental committce, 
consisting of representatives of various bureaus, to consider present 
and future needs for crop land, forests, and pastures; the extent and 
location of areas that can be made available for these various uses; 
and the governmental policies that should be adopted to adjust use to 
needs, 

The more immediate problems of the adjustment of type of use to 
climate, soil, and economic conditions in the semiarid regions of the 
West have received the major part of the attention of the section work- 
ing on land utilization problems. Particular attention has been given 
to the Great Plains as a whole and the spring-wheat section as a part 
of the larger field. Frequently recurring seed loans are not a solution 
of the problem; this lies rather in a change in the type of agricul- 
ture and farm organization. 

War prices, propaganda urging Increased food production, and local 
desire for the development of unused resources have brought about the 
reclamation by irrigation and drainage of large areas of land on some 
of which it Is being found difficult to repay the cost reclamation. 
Effort has been made during the past year to coordinate the policy of 
the Reclamation Service with the studtes of this department in direct 
ing land utilization and settlement. The Secretary of the Interior has 
recognized the desirability of obtaining the judgment of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture concerning the agronomic and economic feasibility 
of proposed reclamation projects and has referred soch projects to this 
department for considerafion 

Tenancy on farm lands has been Increasing. Stodies of the 





of 


extent 
of tenancy and of the various forms of contract under which tenants 
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operate have heen made with view of oting farm ynership and 
the use of equitable forms ol rental ag en 3 

Farm credits are based primarily n land vlues The proper 
appraisal of farm lands i of great impo nee in rder that the 


farmer may obtain the credit to waich be i and at the same 


time that credit agencies 


may bave adequat accu y During the 
year much attention has been given to a «cs e influence 
0 the various factors affecting land values as a x > ) IZ 
screen method ‘ PI LIS 

It is hoped th he » < ~ par l will 

I ori iol i Ye mK ¢ a [ ! l 
it is dt t Learbook v t i n 
t ‘ i the pring of 1924 ch ‘ secs \ 

19 pp. 78 and 79.) 

It S most deplor of ft ’ 
reaching importance should be jammed t veh the yn) 3 
during the last days of the Concres t \ ( iid 
about the present attempt to rush it t rn as ricte nt 
appropriation bill on the last day of the session 

This is how and the methed by hich the vypyle et stur 

Prior legislation by riders on appre ition bills h demon 
strated how unwise ad dangerous 31 } tion has turned 
out to be to the interests of the peopl Phiis ould he 
tolerated. It ought to be stopped 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman from California 
has expired, 

* ' 0 ' 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Cra‘ , its ¢ ef Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolut 

Resolved, That a committee of two Senators be appointed by the 
Presiding Officer of the Senate to join a simila ommittee ap ted 
by the Speaker of the Honse of Representat s to wait wpon ti 
President of the United States and inferm him ft t the two Houses 
having completed the business of the present session are ready to ad 
journ uniess the President bas some other commun ifien ’ } > 
them. 


SECOND DEFICIENCY BILL, 1924 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Spe aker, I vield to the genth 
Colorado |Mr. Taytor] five minutes 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado is 
for five minutes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, the reclamation law 


Wis nacted 22 yea! 


man from 


recognized 


1 


imo ti month Alinost nnmeciiate 
thereafter every one of the Western States wanted several 
projecis. The Reclamation Service rushed out engineers, and 


within a comparatively short time they approved some 28 proj 


reper 


ects. They upproved sume of them without thorough or I I 


investigation. 
Many of those projects were hased anid ap yrroved upon 
proposition that they could irrigate from twe to three tir 


the 
wes 
as much practically irrigable land as there is under them to 
day. They based the cost of construction upon that estimated 
acreage, One project in my State was estimated at 55.000 
acres. They never yet have been able to irrigate half of that 
amount. 

The result is that instead of it being abo: S50 an secre, as 
the settlers expected it to be, if the land no actually under 
practical irrigation was compelled to pay the entire cost it 
would be $324.80 an acre. Of course, they never 


on earth can 
or will pay it. 


Another project was estimated at 140,000 acres After 15 
years’ operation they have not much ever half of that acreage 
in irrigeted crops. They can not and should not pay this extra 
eost. The cost of censtruction has been, in some instances, 
nearly three times what it was originally estimated to be by the 


reclumation engineers. We are not asking any relief for any 
of the mistakes or hardships of its settlers. But we have a 
right to and are asking relief from the impossible burdens that 
have been heapecd| upen the publicdand settlers by the inc 
petency of the Government officials. 

Now, the poor people who settled on these lands with their 
families are not responsible for the mistakes of the Govern 
ment, and they can net be compelled or expected to do 
possibilities. All that this bill provides is that it gives the 
Secretary of the Interior discretionary power to figure out 
how much money per acre per year they can pay, and then re- 
quire them to pay that amount only. And no human being om 
honestly or fairly ask any more, 

This Is a humene as well as a business proposition. If vou 
are going to insist upon not giving those people any reile 
and many hendreds ef them have gone away from some of the 
projects already, and many more of them will be compelled to 
move off—as a sensible business p sition I ask this House 


‘ 


Wise We 
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to grant to the Secretary of the Interior the power to do the 
very thing that President Coolidge and Secretary Work have 
asked you to do, to grant this relief to the settlers on such of 
the projects in the West that need it. I say it is a humane and 
necessary measure. It will not cost the Federal Treasury a 
dollar. Not one of the older States from which most of you 
ventiemen come produces one dollar toward this reclamation 
fund. The money all comes from the reclamation fund. 

We are simply asking you to allow us to make this abso- 
lutely necessary adjustment, so that the original settlers upon 
those projects may be able to hold their homes—save part of 
the work of many hard and trying years. The policy of trying 
to fix a flat. horizontal rate of charges upon all kinds of 
lands, upon all kinds of projects, is so frightfully stupid and 
harsh thet it is a crime. 

\s I said in my speech before the House on the 12th of last 
Jauuary, every project is different from all the others, The 
hinds under each one are widely different in character. The 
Reclimation Service must ascertain what is the real, prac- 
tical, ordinary, and fair actual annual net cash return per 
nere of the actually irrigated land—that is, what does the 
farmer vet out of it? What is the ordinary and actual cash 
productivity per acre per year to the farmer? And the only 
sane or businesslike or successful or fair way is to classify 
the lands under each of the projects with respect to their actual 
power to support a family and pay water charges, and those 
charges must be apportioned equitably, so that no land will 
be charged with a greater cost than its actual cash productivity 
will hear 

In other words, the Reclamation Bureau must be put upon 
and conducted upon a common-sense, reasonable, and business- 
like basis, and until that is done some of these projects never 
will be a suecess. That is all we of the West are asking 
Congress to do by this bill. [Applause. ] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I want to appeal to gen- 
themen, no matter what side of this question they are on, not to 
usk for more time. I do this merely to get time in which the 
“necessary conference can be conducted. The Senate has sent 
over ua message stating that their business haus been completed 
and that they are ready to adjourn. We have only three hours 
in which to act before the time set for adjournment. It makes 
no difference in the matter of sending this bill to conference. 
After all. the conferees must be guided by their own judgment, 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. = Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It is very undesirable that a 
condition should be brought about by which it might seem nec- 
essary to turn the clock back. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I sincerely hope nothing like that may 
happen, and if gentlemen will content themselves now with 
permitting this bill to go to conference and allowing the con- 
ferees to use their judgment it will be the best thing for every- 
body concerned, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Idaho that the House recede and concur. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Smiru) there were—ayes 62, noes 93. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the ground 
thet there is ne quorum present, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho makes the point 
of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will 
count. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr, Speaker, I withdraw the point of order 
of no quorum. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further 
insist on its disagreement, 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Illinois ought to under- 
stand that if the conferees should put this proposition in 
there will be a point of order—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of order. The gentle- 
man from Illinois moves that the House further insist on its 
disagreement, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MADDEN, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree 
to the conference requested by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Messrs. 
Mappen, ANTHONY, and Byrns of Tennessee. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


PERMITTING CERTAIN ALIENS TO REMAIN IN THE UNITED STATES 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I move to take 
from the Speaker’s table House Joint Resolution 283, and agree 
to the Senate amendment, 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington calls up 
House Joint Resolution 283, with a Senate amendment. The 
Clerk will report the Senate amendment, 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr, RAKER. Will the gentleman from Washington yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield a little time to the 
gentleman from Texas |Mr, Box] and myself? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes; and I trust the gentle- 
men will get along with as little time as possible. 

Mr. RAKER. The gentleman realizes that we have given 
considerable consideration to all these matters together with 
the gentleman himself, and he brings up this matter without 
even showing it to the Members on the other side, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
oa It has been shown, and the text of the amendment 
adopted by the Senate is printed almost literally in this morn- 
| ing’s Recorp as a part of the remarks which I made at the 
time the resolution was passing the House. 

» Now, then, the resolution adopted yesterday to admit certain 
 sait-cemeat of whom came in under court decisions—was 
conceived by some to be the least bit broad and uncertain— 
| that is, not sufficiently tying. It was the intention of your 

Committee on Immigration to tie it to the four classes de- 

scribed in yesterday’s debate and it was the intention of the 

Secretary of Labor to have that done. The Committee on Im- 

migration in the other body has so tied it and used the words 

decided upon after this resolution had been reported from the 

House committee. All that is in the Senate resolution is a 

positive tying of the purpose of the reserve to the four classes 

which we wanted to relieve. This has been done as a mat- 
ter of safety, even though it may not have been necessary. 
Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield me five minutes? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I will yield the gentleman 
three minutes. 

Mr. WATKINS. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. WATKINS. Does this resolution prevent seamen who 
left prior to May 26, 1924, from changing their occupation and 
coming in? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Weshington. No sailor can get in, and I 
doubt whether any could have gotten in under the other propo- 
sition, because seamen are not immigrants. But this amend- 
ment ties it down to the four classes exactly. I now yield 
three minutes to the gentleman from California [Mr. Raker]. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, we tried to defeat 

the original resolutions, but in this we failed, and the House 
saw fit to pass it. I want to say this to show how you can 
easily make mistakes. The resolution (H. J. Res. 283) which 
passed yesterday would have admitted from 100,000 to 500,000 
aliens not admissible under the present law and in contraven- 
tion of the new immigration law of 1924. It would have ad- 
mitted every seaman on the high seas; it would have admitted 
every man who left his home before the 26th of May, 1924, 
and who had embarked—started—on his way to the United 
States. The stream would have been endless from every corner 
of the globe. I fully presented this to the Members of the 
Senate last night and this morning. 

Mr. VAILE. And who are lawfully here? 

Mr. RAKER. No; not at all; that is not in it at all. I 
took it up with at least 8 or 10 lawyers, and took it up with the 
Senators yesterday and last night. I went over to the Library 
and found that the word “embarked” means having started 
for the United States at any time before that date. They 
embarked for the United States from the interior of Russia 
when they started on their journey for this country. Thou- 
sands have been on the road for years. No limit as to time 
when they started except it be before May 26, 1924. There are 
literally thousands of women and men in the ports of foreign 
countries and there are thousands there now having “ em- 
barked ”"—started—on their way to the United States. These 
could have all entered the United States under the resolution 
as it passed the House. The Senate has cut this vast number 
down to those admitted under the court decision. That is bad 
enough. Those men could come in, as well as every man on 
the high seas. 

The Senators admitted that and amended this resolution so 
that could not be done. The legal definition of the word “ em- 
bark” means to start to a place; it does not necessarily mean 
to enter upon a ship; and a reading of the resolution shows 
that if an alien embarked—started—for the United States on 
or before that date—May 26, 1924—he could enter. 

No such resolution as this has ever been presented to Con- 
gress after an exclusion bill whereby the entire floodgates of 
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the United States were thrown open for admission IT am 
pleased to know the Senate has placed these restrictions on 
this resolution, and in this work I am glad. It was my for- 
tune to assist, however little that may have been. 

The immigration act of 1924 closed the front door, as it 
were, and this Resolution 283 as it passed the House threw 
the back door wide open; but as the resolution is now amended 


it lets those remain who entered the back door by the Gott- | 


lieb and kindred decisions—though illegally and without au- 
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WAR MINERALS RELIEF ACT 


Mr ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr Spe iker, I move to Sus] end 


| the rules and pass the bill (S. 2797) to authorize the payment 
| of claims under the provisions of the so-called war minerals 


thority of law—and now having thus entered we finally close | 
the door and say, “ Though you entered illegally we will be 


venerous and let you remain.” We are promised by the officials 
that this will not occur again. Let us hope this is true. It 
should be. Hereafter peoples will enter, if at all, under the 
new act. 

rhe SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I yield three 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Box}. 

Mr. BOX. Mr. Speaker, of course, every Member of this 
House who wants to restrict immigration and wants to go as 
far as he can toward enforcing the law ought to vote for these 
amendments because they lessen the bad effect of the bad 
resolution which passed the House yesterday. It improves it 
in particulars that were very necessary. Nobody knows how 
many thousands it would have admitted, but they were many. 
It was wide open, as my colleague, the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Raker] has told you. 
to present it to you yesterday, but it included an unknown 
and great number, and that illustrates, my colleagues, the ex- 
treme folly of dealing with important questions like this in 
the hasty manner in which we dealt with this yesterday. 

The chairman of the committee, unfortunately, is not exactly 
accurate when he says the Secretary of Labor intended the 
resolution operate as they interpreted it here yesterday. The 
Secretary of Labor asked us to include all people at foreign 
ports who are admissible under the old law. 
resolution you passed yesterday did, if they started for the 
United States prior to May 26. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. 

Mr. BOX. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. But the committee did not 
grant that. Yes: they did, in substance, but these amendments 
were added by the Senate, which lessened the serious evil this 
resolution does. 

Mr. BOX. I understand that the committee did not tell the 
House that they granted the Secretary’s request, but I under- 
stand that the bill did grant it as to all who started to 
America before May 26, 1924. We did not have time to de- 
velop the facts. We ought to be frank with this body. If I 
serve with you a long time or a short time, on this or any 
other committee, when I make a statement to you I want you 
to know that the facts are as presented to you. Had the House 
known what was involved in the resolution, I am persuaded it 
would not have passed it. [Applause.] 

The Senate, through the efforts of Members of the House 
Committee, and through their own diligence, have partially 
protected the country against its act of extreme folly on the 
part of this House in passing this resolution presented under 
circumstances which were unjustified. [Applause.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. 
say that sailors are not regarded as immigrants. 
would not have been admitted under the resolution adopted 
yesterday, but we have thought it best to play safe. I am not 
alarmed as to the great numbers of the other classes. As I 
said yesterday they are mostly here in the United States now. 

Before I conclude I would like to say to all Members that 
after you have gone to your homes you will receive the quota- 
allotment figures under the new law and you will find in 
those quota allotments 100 for Japan, 100 for China, and 100 
for each little mandated place in the barred zone and man- 
dated countries elsewhere, but you need not be alarmed abeut 
that beeause that quota is, of course, for those eligible for 
citizenship. I am trying to find time to place in the Recorp 
some explanation of the new law which I think you will all 
need when you get back to your districts in order to answer 
the questions of interested persons. 

I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate 
amendments, 

The Senate amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may extend my remarks in the Recoxp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 


Will the gentleman yield? 


{After a pause.] The 


We did not have the time | 


That is what the | 





For the Recorp, I want to | 
Sailors | 


relief act, with an amendment, which the Clerk has at the desk. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest it is very doubtful 
if it can be enacted at this hour with an amendment 


Mr. BLANTON. It was understood that that was to be 
put in. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, there wus no 
agreement that I ever heard of that we had to offer this amend- 
ment. 


The SPEAKER. 
ment is. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, right at this point we ought 
to have a quorum here. This is a $2,500,000 bill 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. No; it is not $2,500,000 at all. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will count. 

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the 
quorum, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky 
suspend the rules and pass the bill S. 2797. 

Mr. BLANTON. What is the request? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. 
Clerk has. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That to enable the Secretary of the 


The Chair does not know what the amend- 


point oO no 


moves to 


With an amendment which the 


Interior to 
lawfully pay adjudicated claims arising under the provisions of the so- 
called war minerals relief act, entitled “An act to provide relief in 
cases of contracts connected with the prosecution of the war. and for 
approved March 2, 1919, as amended, the limitation 
in said act on the agreegate amount to be disbursed thereunder in 


other purposes,” 


the payment of said claims is hereby repealed. 


Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman from Arkansas is in favor of this bill and some 
one should be recognized to demand a second who is against it. 
If there is any member of the committee against it, I vield 
to him, but if not, I claim recognition. 

The SPEAKER, Is the gentleman from Arkansas in favor of 
the bill? 

Mr. WINGO. TI am in favor of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any other gentleman against the 
bill who desires recognition? If not, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Texas. , 

Mr. BLANTON. 1 yield half of my time to the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that a second be considered as ordered 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBSiON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I yield three min- 
utes to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Vatre] 

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, this 
amendment makes this bill comply exactly with the recom- 
mendations of the Secretary of the Interior. The other night 
in the discussion of this matter the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
BeeG] made what was not entirely an accurate statement 
through a too rapid reading of this bill. I am sure the gentle- 


| man now realizes that he did not quite correctly state it 





| hold up the payment of claims which have 


The Secretary of the Interior calls attention to the fact that 
the necessity for removing this limitation imposed by the pres- 
ent law is because of decisions of the Supreme Court and the 
Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia holding that cer- 
tain items, namely, losses in purchase of property and interest 
on borrowed money, are recoverable by the claimants. This 
contention has been carried to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, where it is now pending. If the contention of the 
Government is sustained in these cases, the present amount of 
about $1,750,000 which is left in the fund will be sufficient to 
pay all of these claims or within a very small margin. If the 
contention of the Government is not sustained, of course, we 
would have to come to Congress and ask a further appropria 
tion; but the point is that on account of the limitation in the 
law, to the effect that the appropriation of $8,500,000 in no 
event could be exceeded, the Secretary has been obliged to 
iiready been ad- 
judicated and upon which the claimants have been waiting for 
their money in some cases as long as five yeurs. 

Let me call the attention of the House to this fact that the 
claims which have been proved and paid are the claims of the 
large miners. They are the claims of the people with whom the 
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Government made individual contracts by personal individual 
solicitation. These claims, which were later adjudicated, have 
net yet been paid. [Applause.] 

This results in a very pathetic situation. About 60 per cent of 
the claims have been adjudicated and paid in full. Those were 
the large claims, the cases in which the Government by indi- 
vidual personal solicitation induced the large producers to un- 
dertake the work, and where in consequence the proof of the 
CciaimMs Was @asy. 

The claims which were adjudicated late and which are not yet 
paid are those of the small producers who found it more difficult 
to prove their claims because instead of entering into an in- 
dividual written contract they began work as a result of ap- 
peals made at mass meetings and appeals published by the Gov- 


ernment in the western newspapers—appeals to their patri- 
otism to produce the necessary minerals which we could not 
then get from abroad and which were as necessary to the win- 
ning of the war as was the valor of our soldiers. 


it required an act of Congress to permit these people to prove 


their claims, and, their proof being late through no fault of 
their own, these little fellows have not been paid. They can 
net be paid in full unless we remove this limitation. 


I know one widow who, fired by patriotic fervor, as the result 


f 


of «a public appeal made by a Government agent at Leadville, 
personally did most of the manual labor necessary to reopen her 
little mine, herself pulling rock out of the shaft by the original 
“armstrong hoist.” 


She bas not been paid. Without this relief she never can be 
paid in full, while large as half a million dollars, 
claims no more deserving perhaps but not nearly so urgent, 
have been completely settled. 

{ hope this Congress will perform a plain obligation of the 
Government, an obligation to a most patriotic and deserving 
class of citizens, by passing this bill. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman from Colorado 
lias expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
lie. 

Mr. ROBSLON of 
geutlieman from Ohio. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the committee, 
the night before last it was I who stopped this bill from going 
through, and at that time I offered to permit its passage if 
they would insert such an amendment as we have now before 
us; that is, an amendment that would not carry any appro- 
priation but would remove the restrictions on the one million 
seven hundred thousand and odd dollars that are now available 
for the payment of these claims. If the Supreme Court re- 
verses the decision next November, this action to-day will not 
have been futile. Last October, after the suits were entered 
and courts found that they could gain in compensation in their 
claims for original investments plus interest, it immediately 
became apparent that $8,500,000 would not be enough to pay 
all of the claims. Then the Secretary of the Interior, in order 
to protect himself against spending more than the appropria- 
tion, said that he would stop paying any of the claims, and as 
a result a number of claimants whose claims had been allowed 
have been compelled to go without their money since last 
October, at great injury to themselves. All this amendment 
does is to permit the Secretary of the Interior to pay the claims 
that have been found to be justifiable down to date. This does 
not carry one cent of appropriation. Next November, if the 
Supreme Court itself finds that the lower courts have been accu- 
rate in their findings and that we are obligated to pay for the 
original investment plus the interest, then the claimants will all 
come back to Congress and ask for a new appropriation, fer 
enough to cover the amount of the original investment plus the 
interest for all the claimants. That is the whole thing in a 
nutshell. There is no charge in this, it removes the restric- 
tion and that alone on money already appropriated, claims 
already found te be just, and there can not be any damage 
in passing this legislation. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I have fought this mineral 
bonus bill since four or five years ago when it was first passed. 
With the amendment that we have forced to be offered it is 
not so bad as it was last night, when it embraced an authori- 
vation for $2,500,000 appropriation. There is just one argu- 
ment fer the passage of this bill, and only one, and that is a 
good one. The big fellows, as our colleague from Arkansas 
{Mr. Winco] has said, have already gotten their money. It 
is the little fellows who have been left eut in the cold, it is 
the little fellows who are still unpaid, and my sympathies are 
with the little fellows on the proposition. 

Mr. SMITH. Where were the gentleman’s sympathies in 


claims as 


I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 


Kentucky. I yield two minutes to the 


respect to the peor farmers on the reclamation projects? 


Mr. BLANTON. I want to quote the Recorp right here o; 
those northwestern reclamation farmers. I want to tell th: 
gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Ssmirx] something about thes: 
poor people of his who live in the Northwest, who have bee; 
coming in here and asking hand-outs from Congress becaus 
they are so poor they can not pay their debts. 

Mr. SMITH. We are not asking for any hand-outs, but w 
are asking for a little time in which to pay. 

Mr. BLANTON. The last census of 1920 shows that the 
approximate average per capita wealth in all of the 48 States 
is $2,918. Yet these poor people out in Idaho who can no 
pay their debts, however, have an average per capita wealth o: 
$3,301, which is $383 per person more than the average pe 
capita wealth of the 48 States. And I notice that the grea: 
State of Nevada heads the list as the richest State in per 
capita wealth of all the 48. 

Mr. RICHARDS. I wish the gentleman would put the figures 
in the Recorp. 

Mr. BLANTON. I notice that Wyoming, that 1s seeking s: 
much of this jack pot to be taken out of the Treasury—thi 
common joint northwestern jack pot to be divided up there— 
Wyoming is the second richest State in the Union in per capit: 
wealth, Wyoming has $4,663 per person, as compared with the 
average of $2,918 for the 48 States. Then I notice South 
Dakota is third and Iowa is fourth and Oregon is fifth, Cali- 
fornia is sixth, and Nebraska is seventh in per capita wealth. 
{Applause.] Let us see about a comparison of increase of per 
capita wealth from 1912 to 1922, given by the census, as to 
these “poor people seeking hand-outs to pay their debts.” I 
notice Arizona heads the list, and I notice Wyoming comes 
next, and I notice that Idaho is the fourth State on the list. 
And they talk to me about “ the poor people of the Northwest "’! 

I am not going to take up any more time. I think with this 
amendment probably the rights of the people are safeguarded, 
and Lam not going to take up any more time against it. ; 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in 
fuvor thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


HOWARD UNIVERSITY ATHLETIC FIELD AND GYMNASIUM 


Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill S. 2694, a bill to enable the trustees of How- 
ard University to develop an athletic field and gymnasium 
project, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 2694) to enable the trustees of Howard University to de- 
velop an athletic field and gymnasium project, and for other 
purposes 


Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of developing an athletic 
field and gymnasium project, the trustees of Howard University 
are hereby authorized to acquire, by gift, purchase, condemnation, or 
otherwise, so much of square 3059, formerly block 6, Howard Univer- 
sity Subdivision, as the university does not alveady own, also 45,000 
square feet of land, being that portion of square 3057, formerly block 
7, Howard University Subdivision, which lies south of the 15-foot alley 
running east and west in said square, also known as the east 300-feet 
front on Euctid Street: Provided, That no special appropriation of 
funds of the United States shall be made for this purpose, and that 
no liability on the part of the United States shall be involved in said 
acquisition. 

Sec, 2. That those portions of Fairmont and Girard Streets tying 
within the area to be acquired and between the said area and the 
present grounds of Howard University, together with all alley space 
not subject to the terms of the Code of Laws for the District of Co- 
lumbia, shall and are hereby declared to be closed and abandoned as 
public ways and shall be subject to acquisition under section 1 hereof. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to reconvey to the trustees of the Howard University a triangular 
plot of land now included in McMillan Park and situated between Fair- 
mont Street, Fifth Street, and the McMillan Park Reservoir, at the 
price per foot formerly paid to the said university by the United 
States for the said property, subject to such terms and conditions as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 4. That no street shall be closed until all of the property 
abutting on the portion to be closed shall have been acquired by the 
trustees of Howard University : Provided, That no street shall be closed 
until the trustees of Howard University shall have secured the neces- 
sary title to and shall have dedicated to the District of Columbia the 
land necessary to provide the following streets, to wit: 

An extension of Sixth Street, with a width of 50, north for 194 
feet from its present terminus at Girard Street; also a street, with a 
width of 44 feet, from the terminus of Sixth Street as above extended 
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eastwardly to Fifth Street: Provided further, That an easement In the | 


areas of the streets hereby closed shall remain in the District of Co- 
lumbia for all except highway purposes, and that no structures shall be 
erected thereon except with the permission of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, 


Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. 
proposition. 
Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. 


Speaker, I would like to explain this 


Speaker, I ask for a second on this. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands a second, 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
a second May be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN., Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
this bill provides for the closing of Fairmont Street to 
Girard Street through the northern end of the land north of 
Howard University, two short spurs of streets, 


and running 
from Sixth Street down to the reservoir. One street, Fair- 
mont Street, is now closed having a dwelling and parking 


space across the street. This bill also provides the Secretary 
of War shall sell this piece of land which was purchased back 
to the university, and that the university could condemn and 
open up Sixth Street to a point on the present line of Girard 
Street and then carry down to the road running around the 
reservoir. It has the approval of the District Commissioners 
who reserve the right of easement over the property to be 
used, and it has the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 
Congress has appropriated $197,500 for this improvement, and 
unless this bill passes it will be impossible for this improve- 
ment to be made. 
Mr. TILSON. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. 
Mr. TILSON 


Will the gentleman yield? 

I will yield. 

How far beyond the ball park is this street? 
Mr. ZIHLMAN,. I would say two squares. 

Mr. TILSON. It seems to me that district is rather con- 
gested at times and there seems to be a lack of streets running 
of! from Georgia Avenue. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will say these streets run from Sixth 
Street down to the reservoir, and there is no congestion there 
because there is only one piece of property in all the land to 
be acquired except the property necessary for the 
and opening up of Sixth Street. 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman’s plan has nothing to do with 
the extension between Vermont Avenue and Georgia Avenue? 

Mr. ZIHLMAN,. Nothing whatever. This is vacant land 
directly north of Howard University and between Sixth Street 
and the reservoir. 

Mr. TILSON. 


extension 


And it is entirely. east of Georgia Avenue? 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes; and entirely east of Georgia Avenue. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible to hear what is 
being said; but I desire to ask the gentleman, does this directly 
or indirectly lead to a charge on the United States Treasury? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Toes it not lead to an expenditure by the 
Government of the United States? 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. There is an appropriation for this in the 
current law. 

Mr. CRAMTON., 
athletic field. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. In the appropriation act of 1923. 

Mr. CRISP. But this bill does not involve an expenditure—— 

Mr. BLANTON. If the bill called for an expenditure, I would 
have raised an objection to it, I will say to the gentleman, 
because it comes from a committee of which I am a member. 
They are going to spend this $190,000 that has already been 
appropriated in some way, and they might just as well expend 
it on this.as any other purpose. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I agree with the gentleman from Connec- 
ticut that those are rather congested streets up in that partic- 
ular part; and if this closes two streets running from Georgia 
Avenue, it seems to me it will lead to more congestion 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. If the gentleman will read the bill, he will 
see that they are to open up Sixth Street running from Girard 
Street down to the road running around the edge of the res- 
ervoir. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. 
yield for a question? 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I yield. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. 
the city of Washington? 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. It closes the ends of two streets running 
from Sixth Street down to the reservoir, and gives the District 
the right of easement over those streets. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Have the property owners ad- 
jacent consented to the closing? 


The appropriation has been made for the 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 


Does this bill close streets in 
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Mr. ZIHLMAN. The major part of the property belongs to 
Howard University. One side of it, from Sixth Street to the 
reservoir, is entirely controlled by the university. There is a 
small piece of land owned by the Government which the Govern- 
ment will deed to the university upon the payment of the pur- 
chase price. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Are there people on the 
side? Are there any white folk? 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. None whatever. e 

Mr. STEVENSON. 1 see it says, “The easement hereby 
reserved shall remain in the District of Columbia except for 
highway purposes.” Why do you contemplate keeping an ease- 
ment when it can not be used? 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. That 
trict commissioners. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. 
or water mains. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If it is for city purposes, all right. 
is what I wanted to know. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland |Mr. ZiH_MAN] to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in the 
affirmative, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 





other 


language was suggested by the Dis- 


It may be needed for sewerxge purposes 


That 


MONUMENT COMMEMORATING THE SACRIFICES OF AMERICAN WOMEN 
IN THE WORLD WAR 

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
Senate Joint Resolution 45. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts moves 
to suspend the rules and pass Senate Joint Resolution 43. The 
Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolred, That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated the sum 
of $150,000 as a part contribution to the erection of a memorial building 
with equipment in the District of Columbia to commemorate the services 
and sacrifices of the patriotic women of the United States of America, 
of its insular possessions, and of the District of Columbia during the 
World War. Said memorial to be erected on the land now occupied 
in part by the Memorial to the Women of the Civil War, the perma 
nent headquarters of the American Red Cross. 

Sec. 2. That said memorial shall building monumental tn 
design and character and shall be used by the Anmrican National Red 
Cross and shall cost not less than $300,000: Provided, That 
penditure shall include complete equipment. 

Sec. 3. That the sum hereby authorized to be appropriated shall not 
be payable until there shall be raised by 
additional sum of $150,000 

Sec. 4. 


be a 


this ex- 


private subscription an 


That the money hereby authorized to be appropriated shall 
not be paid until the plan of the proposed building shall have been 
approved by a commission consisting of the president of the American 
Red Cross, the Secretary of War, the chairman of the Senate Com 
mittee on the Library, the chairman of the House Committee on the 
Library, and a representative of the central committee of the 


American 
Red Cross 


The plans of the said memorial shal! likewise be 
by the Commission of Fine Arts, 


The expenditures for said 


approved 


memorial building shall be made under 
the direction of a commission consisting of the chairman of the Senate 
Committee on the Library and the chairman of the House 
on the Library. That said memorial building shall remain the property 
of the United States Government but 

Superintendent of Public Buildings and 
Red Cross shall at all times be charged 


Committee 
under the supervision of the 
Grounds, and the American 
with the responsibility, the 
care, keeping, and maintenance of the said memorial building without 
expense to the United States. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, to suspend the rules and 
pass the resolution. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in, the 
affirmative, the rules were suspended and the resolution was 
passed. 

PUBLIC ALLEY FACILITIES IN SQUARE 616, DISTRICT OF COLUMRIA 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass Senate bill 2265. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves to 
suspend the rules and pass Senate bill 2265, which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia be, and they hereby are, authorized and directed to rearrange the 


public alley facilities in square 616 in the District of Columbia by 


the opening of a new public alley along and over the west 10 feet 





in ith by 135 feet in length of the lot designated for assessment 
nud taxation purposes as let 801 in said square, now occupied as the 
} r the O Street voeational school, and likewise by the opening of 
2 new public alley along and over the east 10 feet in width by 135 
feet in length of sald lot 801; and upon the opening and paving with- 
( mt to the abutting private property owners of said new public 
all the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are further 

rized and directed to e the portion of the publie alley 30 
f i width by 117.26 feet in length now existing and abutting upon 
the north boundary Of said lot 801, and to use said closed portion of 
Ba) aiey I ; i] puryp 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 


of the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. Cramvon] to suspend 
the les and pass the bill, 
! qu on was taken; and two-thirds having voted im the 
aflivrmative, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
ir, HLOWARD of Nebraska, Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 


man yield? 
Mir. CRAMTON, The gentleman can get time on the next 
bill 
Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. 
LEHLBACH rose. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey is recog- 
ized, 


Oh, let it go this time. 


AMENDMENT TO CLASSIFICATION ACT 
Mr. LETILBDACH. 


amd poss Sena 


Mr. Spenker, I move to suspend the rules 
e Joint Resolution 146, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey moves to 
suspend the rules and pass Senate Joint Resolution 146. The 
Clerk will report it. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. LEH LBACH. 1 will say to the gentleman from Texas 
that this is not the bill which has come under discussien here- 
tofore. This is merely te correct a clerieal error. 

Mr. BLANTON, What bill is this? 

Mr. LEHLBACH,. I will make it plain. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolution be 
reported first. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
until it is reported, 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the reservation 


Resolved, etc., That paragraph 5, under the heading “ Custodial 
Service,” of section 13 of the act entitled “An act to provide for the 
classification of civilian positions within the District of Columbia and 
in the field services” be amended by striking out the sums “ $780” 
and “‘ $840” from the rates of compensation fixed for grade 2 in said 
section, and that paragraph 7 under said heading in said section 13 be 
amended by striking out the sums “$900” and “ $960” as rates of 
compensation fixed for grade 3 in said service; said amendments being 
made necessary for the purpose of correcting a clerical error in pre- 
paring the bill for the signature of the President, the bill as it passed 
both Houses and agreed to in conference not having included the sums 
proposed to be stricken out. 


Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, this is merely to correct a 
elerical error in the copy of the reclassification bill enrolled 
for the signature of the President. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Speaker, I demand a second, to protect 
th»? feature of it. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, F ask unanimous 
cousent that a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unant- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, a number of copies of the 
reclassification bill were from time to time introduced and re- 
ferred to the committee, and changes were made, and the bill 
was reintroduced. That happened in the House and it hap- 
pened in the Senate. The bill was passed in the House and the 
bill, with amendments, was passed in the Senate. The bill 
went to conference and was further amended in conference, 
and the conference report was agreed to by both Houses. Now, 
the four sums which are mentioned in the bill, $780, $840, $900, 
and $960, in one of the earlier bills appeared in the compensa- 
tion schedules in the custodial service. They were eliminated 


from the bill before it passed the House, they were not in 
the bill when it passed the Senate, and they were not in the 
eonference report, but when the bill was enrolled for the sig- 
nature of the President the enrolling clerk inadvertently got 
hold of a copy of one of the earlier bills, which had passed 
neither the House nor the Senate, and erroneously inserted 
iu the copy signed by the President these four items, which 
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were not contained In the bill as passed by both Houses 
Congress at all. 

Now, these salaries being effective on the 1st day of July, 
if this correction is not made, in view of the mandatory pro 
vision of the statute, it will be necessary for new emplovees 
to enter at a rate of compensation not contemplated by the 


of 


Congress. This is merely to correct a clerical error and is in 
no sense new legislation. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I will. 

Mr. BLANTON. Has the President signed this bill? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. It became a law on the 4th of March, 192° 

Mr. BLANTON. I thought this bill was seeking to affect 
the gentleman’s bill, the one he had here the other day. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. No; this is to affect a statute which is 
now in existence and make it conform with the statute that 
was actually adopted by the Congress and to eliminate the 
error which the enrolling clerk put in the bill. 

- Mr. BLANTON. This does not seek in any way to {ncrease 


| any of the salaries that were specified in the gentleman’s bill? 


Mili: 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Absolutely not. This is merely a resolu- 

tion to correct a clerical error. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to use any time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The question was taken, and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill passed. 

REMITTANCE OF DUTY ON A CARILLON OF BELLS 

Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. Mr. Speaker, IT move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill S. 8397. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island moves 
to suspend the rules and pass a bill, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

An act (8S. 3597) to remit the duty on a carillon of bells to be im- 
ported for the Church of Our Lady of the Rosary, Providence, R. I. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to admit free of duty a certain carillon 


of 16 bells to be imported for the Church of Our Lady of the Rosary 
Providence, R. I. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 


tleman from Rhode Island to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill. 


The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL BESERVATION, DETROIT MICH. 


Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules anid 
pass H. R. 8588. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan meves to 
suspend the rules and pass a bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8588) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury fo sell 
the United States marine hospital reservation and improvements 
thereon at Detroit, Mich., and to acquire a suitable site in the same 
locality and to erect thereon a modern hospital for the treatment of 
the beneticiaries ef the United States Public Health Service, and for 
other purposes 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized, in his discretion, to sell at such time and upon such 
terms as he may deem fer the best interests of the United States, the 
marine hospital reservation and improvements thereon at Detroit. Mich., 
and to convey said property to the purchaser thereof by the usual quit 
claim deed. 

Sec, 2. That the proceeds derived from the sale of said marine 
hospital and the site thereof are hereby made available for the acquisi- 
tion of a new site within the county of Wayne, State of Michigan, and 
for the construction thereon of suitable hospital facilities. 

Sec, 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
further authorized and empowered to acquire by purchase, condemna- 
tion, or otherwise, in the county of Wayne, State of Michigan, a suit- 
able site, and to enter into contracts for the construction thereen of 
the necessary hospital facilities for the beneficiaries of the United 
States Public Health Service and such other beneficiaries of the United 
States Government, its departments, bureaus, and establishments as 
may be eligible for care and treatment in hospitals operated by the 
United States Public Health Service. The limit of cost for such site 
and buildings shall mot exceed the amount realized from the sale of 
the present hospital and site, 

Sec. 4. That not exceeding 3 per cent of the amount received for 
said marine hospital shall be available for the payment of the necessary 
technical services, preparation of designs, plans, estimates, and speci- 
fications for such new hospital facilities, supervision of work, etc, 





om 


arnt Baap PE 


“Ne lt IR AP aA Sa i AS NA AL AAR GIE NS BE A Np EF 


Oh. eS at Mare a 6M Ney Os 


enn eee 


































oo 








Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. | 

Mr. BLANTON. Is the g ian from Missouri o] ed t 
he | 

\ WOLFI I t an ex nation 

I DLANTO Mr. Speak I am opposed to the bill } 

3 the gentl n from Missouri is opposed to it I « 1 | 
tl r t. 
SPEAKE! Is the gentleman opposed to the bill 

M WOLF! [ can not vy l am, but I vnt » find ou | 
: i | 

M BLA} IN M1 Spe K I am < Tt t to tl bill nd | 
] demal ! ond. 

| McLEOob Mr. Spenke I ask un ( t 

ond 1 e considered as <« lered 

| SPEAKER The ¢ eman ft 1 Mic} n as 1 I 
mous ¢ ent that a second may be cons red as ord l Is 
t e « ‘ ! [After a pause The Cl I nor 

\ McLEOD. Mr. Speake nd , ig au 
1 s mere : ‘ ( | vy to n old 
I hospital in Detroit, wl 1 is « 10) old 11 

money derived from t , ‘ for w ho 
| is not « I | ( id ‘ 
i bill 
| hospit n Detroit now sit ! t doo I 
varnish f or one « the lar st i ! 1 1 | 
ory. with railroad tracks in the rear ( ey 
a ( valuable busing site With t r ! he 
ot ned by the sale o his | ital a very u ( ! 
Vil all modern fa Li¢ ( Ie ol ned te | 
t hosnital ihe t 
Wichican are et ' 
‘ lem ‘ 
’ - olleacue’s s es 
| \ ré t ‘ 
( eT rit ‘ 

Mr. McLEOD Yes, 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am somewhat familiar t the ‘ I 
know it is very valual as a business propositi: ‘ er 
unsuitable for a hospital 

Mr. McLEOD, That is corr 

Mr. TILSON Will f an vield fu ? 

Mr. McLEOD. § Y« 

Mi TILSON, The gentleman has made it el - that the 
present site is very unsuitable fer a hospital site and v 
valuable for other kinds of business Hi: i me site, more 
suital le, heer a lected? 

Mr. McLEO?D It hes not been selected as b ‘ 
several sites that ar vailable There are many available 


‘ 


ites, 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McLEOD. I yield 

Mr. BLANTON. I have a report now in 1 office of the 


I 
hundreds of vacant beds that exist in Governinent-owned and 
Government-controlled hospitals, and in the face of that report 
we passed a comprehensive hospital bill the other day invol 

ing millions of dollars to build new ones. Why was not tl 

gentleman’s proposition included in that bi 


Mr. McLEOD. I will answer the gentleman by sayii there 
was no apy “it We already have a hospital 
in Detroit whik as a ‘ iumber of beds. 

Mr. BLANTON. If my colleague will yield further, what 
is In my mind is this: Is not this a case of the camel getting 
his nose under the tent? Are we not going to sell this block 
of land out there and then begin the construction of another 
hospital with the money that is taken in, 


the gentle n from Michigan and his colleagues—I started to 


rol 





Bay Cons} rors come back to Congress next year asking for 
some more money? 
Mr. CRAMTON, 
the gentleman that 

of the camel, politically. 

Mr. BLANTON. After November he will hardly be a fol 
lower of the elephant any longer. 

Mr. McLEOD. In answer to the gentleman I will s¢ 
the money obtained from the sale of this property will abso- 


lutely warrant the building of a hospital that will accom 








modate a sufficient number of beds, with no additonal appr 
priation. 

Mr. BLANTON. And the gentleman will state absolutely 
here that there will be no more requests for additi: ly 

Mr. McLEOD. I do not think se 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from M [ {M 


CLANCY). 
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Mr. CLANCY. Mr. § a? 


large \ I 1 fact ‘ \ 
M ha xplained, it do : n 
i l il ‘ t ¢ t oo l 
] iT { 

n (rene inre ve f 

a } tn } s has ' } 
that the n« I ‘ 1 < it l 

T 

’ 

I LANTON M s I 
Alice ; 1X VW ; 

' ‘ y a 

\ n th 1 [ } ! 
‘ t 4 } ‘ 1 | 
Puile : 1G ! ( I I | 4 
this | t ‘ I ted 
‘ 1 tl I 
| ‘ er 

\ “IHL N I the lema ' h I 

! ! the ntlemans com t 
WOLKE I ! he it wa orted I 
e 
LA} I Ir. Ficirorr}, 
] | i ( re i ne i 
‘ } l re ! I usiy f i 
’ Wo | \"\ | t t that, even 
l ‘ ( y whic . 
( ‘ t ( t cor t I 
bye Vv, and t turni it 
( s i i l ma a 2ra on 
‘ then grafti on the new purchase I am op- 
! ‘ to s of that kin We e a hospital bill that we 
ed ont from ‘ ving ¢« r $6.000.000 this 
ve to help bu i lene terans I would not 
. pre ‘ i _ r tie ood of the vets ns 
I ill ry to the ! that | am opposed to selling 
prop | ttit ! t 

! (*‘] «*\ W 

M WOLEI ' 

\ CLANCY e } o | ‘ tal in M an to 
take e of cases « this I re doe not nece rily follow 
that there f n the e « Lik property. This 
same thi vas do Ch d two years ago, where they 
sola ali i ' 1 hos I i th cle n-tow?! ction i d 
built one in the outskirts of the city and made $300,000 on 
the dea! 

Mr. WOLFI I S 2 s1 he tal in n town, 
either, far as fl roe 

Mir. SCHAI t! { 

ir. WOLFI :y ! 

vi SCHA I pie ( th ! to pl de 
for Dy | wh that it OS ¢ thing in the 
hands tl : the Tre 

Mr. WOLF! Absolutely 

Mr. CLANCY. 1 will sa in answer ft that statement that 
we have two appraisals. or from tl Detroit teal Estate 
Board, of Detro 

Mr. SCHAFER Who are interested in the sal 

Mr. WOLFF 

Mr. CLANCY Oh, no: not at all: ar he other apy i] : 


is from the city appraisers 


Mr. WOLFF This pi t h now heeome < 


valuable, and I say you are making a mistake if you sell the 


property in this wa) 





Mr. BLANTON Mr. Spenker, I yield 1 iudement on this 
proposition to the judgment of the minority leader, who ' 
me to withdraw objection, and under the I I j 
not oppose the bill any longer. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennesse Mr. Spe mY I r has 
been represented to me as being property of mu , . 
business purposes; that it can be sold at fl tir lan er 


site purchased in a more desirable location and a 
erected tha 
modated by 
for the sum of money that will be realized by this h 


that there will be no expense to U Dreasury. Dhi 


will accommodate an equal number to those accom- 
this hospital; that a new hospital can be 


hospital 


erected 
pital and 
Cis my 
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understanding, and for that reason I sald I thought 


pt ype bill io he passed 


Mr. SCIAPER Will the gentleman yield? 


it was a 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not know that I have the | 


floor, but if I do, I yield 
Mr. SCHAFER There is no provision in this bill for ap- 
praisal. The fact that the gentleman says that the real estate 


bourd has appraised it and the city appraisers have appraised 
it means nothing Fhere is nothing in the bill that compels 
the Secretury of the Treasury to keep within the amount of 
thu ippraisal 

Mr. MeLEOD. The appraisal has been made, $650,000 

Mer. HUDDLESTON Will the gentleman yield? What is 
there in the bill to insure that a fair price will be realized 
qoni ihe* 


ile ri this property 7 

Mr. McLEOD., It will be sold by ompetitive bids 
Mr HUDDLESTON Is it so provided in the bill? 
ir, McLEeOb Phat is the general 


»**i id 

Mr. HUDDLESTON J ll b id b mipet » bids 
Without an upset price 

Mr. MeLEOD. Does the gentleman think that will protect 
the Treasury? That is the regular business method 

Mr. IUDDLESTON Does not the gentleman tink there 
mMehti to 1” soThe provision tor publi Dial indl seme Upset 

ive? 

Mr. CLANCY If my colleague will vield, is it not true that 
every American Legion post is in favor of this bill, and that 
several officers and American Legion posts said that they de 
sired this legislation? It does te “un the expenditure of an 
additional dollar, and that they desire this mere than the Lidl 
the Joonus, 

Mr. HUDDLESTON What does th Vinericant Legion Klow 
“About this as a business traus on \ ts Aruerican 
Legion to do with it? It is or Spoius und it is ligh 
time that we got awuy from hiding behind the ldiers to put 
over things that ought not be put over Yul vli., clo it 
and if it is wrong, stop it Let Us stop ine te idee behind 


the American Legion 
Mr. McLEOD. Let me say that this morning the President 


of the United Stutes recommended tis i 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Daketa \I speaker, tliis bill was 
originally sent to the commitiee on Veterans’ Legislation. We 
save it us careful cousideration as we could ut we came fo 


the conclusion that under the rule ing the Veterans’ (om 


mittee it properly belonged to the Conuniitee on Publie Build 
ings and Grounds. At the request of my committee, and om 

selfoas chairman, it was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds Phe bill is had eurerful consideration 


in that committee and has been 
nevertheless 


collstidere ! 


nformathy tut 


considered by the members of the Veterans’ Lewis- 


lation Committee I see no objection to the mensure Vhis 
hospital that we have in Detroit is located in the business part 
of the town and is no place for a lospital Phis land weuld 
be appraised and seld by the rovernment auder the same regu- 
lations, the same restrictions, that any (roverniment property 
is sold, and the money would be used to purchase some orber 
ground outside the ty It ought to be done, se flat we coun 
have an up-to-date modern hospital. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. How ng fas this spiftal been located 
there? 


Mr. JOHNSON ofl 


wif ? 
and the city lus 


Seuth Dakota l hink over MO) vears, 


\ , . | 
Brouwh up aroune if 


Mr. SCHAPFER. The gentle n froin Michigan says that 
this will be sold unde) oimpetitive bids Vhat about this 
language, “upon such terms as he min leem for the best 
interest"? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota Phat is ther it is cash 


or part payment, and soe forth 

Mr. McLEOD Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, a 
six-year fight is nearing its close \ six-year battle in the in- 
terest of humanity, one to provide the proper medical and sur- 
gical treatment for the many Michigun beys ho so guilantly 
responded to the Nation’s eall to , when America 
entered the World War, and who came back from France 
maimed and in dire need of proper « 


eolors in 1 


ire and attention 

Six years seems an exceedingly long time to wage a fight 
for right, and there is no one here—there is no one in the 
United States—who will deny that providing adequate hos- 
pitalization facilities for these heroes is right and just. These 
same mothers’ sons helped conquer for the cause of right in a little 
over one year; these Same men made untold sacrifices in the 
interest of right, and it is no more than justice that the United 
States Government should care for them in the proper manner 


in recognition of their great service to the Nation and to man- | 


kind 


ee 





In the year 1855 there was erected in the city of Detroit 
Mich., the marine hospital with facilities enabling it to handle 
SU patients. During the years that followed there sprang up a 
large glue factory and one of the largest, if not the largest, 
varnish establishment in the entire universe adjacent to the 
hospital. The site on which this hospital building was erected 
has increased steadily in value and to-day it Is appraised at 


| $630,000, and is one of the most desirable commercial locations 


in Detroit. The building has deteriorated to such an exteut 
thar it is now a disgrace to my fair city. It is to-day a de- 
lupidated affuir, infested with rats, bugs, and vermin of a! 
species; it is a fire trap, and to ask veterans of the great con 
flict, maimed men, men who are entitled to the best there is, tv 
stuy there and receive such treatment as the hospital authori- 
ties are in a position to give, which is not what it should be— 
to ask these men to inhale the foul odors emanating from the 
near-by factories, endure the nerve-racking noise, and put up 
with the pests that have practicaily seized the hospital is en 
tirely too much, 

During the last four months 140 men have been hospitalized 
in hespitals in Illinois and Wiseonsin. Men from my city and 
State were sent to Chicago to huve their tonsils removed, each 

ise costing the United States Government $30. And, mind 
you, this au year of Government economy. 

‘To remedy this unusual condition, which is wholly unfair 
to the disabled men of Michigan, and to enable our men to 
receive the proper treatment at home, I introduced this bill to 
permit the Secretary of the Treasury to sell the old marine 
hospital and grounds, and with the money acquired from the 
sule of the land on whieh it stands he is authorized to purchase 
uonew sife in a more desirable neighborhood and erect thereon 
i medern building with a capacity of 300 beds. 

Mirw Speaker and gentlemen, we are not asking for one cent's 
appropriation from the Federal Government. We have been 
assured that the money derived from the sale of the old marine 
wospifal and the lua on which if stands will enable us to meet 
this mest urgent demand for proper hospitalization factlities 
no the State of Michigan. The majority of us here in Congress 
are in learty aecord with the administration’s economy policy, 
and hen lirge Sums of mouey are sought for this and that 
protect » ponder and give serious thought to the advisability 
of the apprepriarion. But, as T have said before, this old site 
will bring approximately S700,000, and with that amount we 
could build our new hespital without any fiscal aid from the 
United States Treasury, 

The end of this session is growing near, Mr. Speaker, and it 
would be «a shame indeed for Congress to deny my disabled 

mrades what chey rightfully deserve in recognition of their 
heroie serviees for their country, their glorious fight that our 
vreat land mizht be suved from the hand of the militarist and 
the soviet 

Puss this bill giving our disabled men something that they 
badly need, a Government hospital in Detroit with the proper 
facilities to relieve their intense suffering, and those distaste- 
ful memories of days and nights on the battle fields and in the 
vermin-infested trenches of France, those terrible horrors that 
our boys viewed, will be made less vivid by an attempt on the 
part of their Government to help them and give them the best 
there is 

This is indeed a humanitarian measure, and I am sure that 
my colleagues willl rally to this cause of right and justice. 
Give our boys, my comrades, a decent place where their pains 
can be relieved, and [ trust be discharged as well men, Give 
them what the disabled men in other States are receiving, and 
these boys of Michigan will be just as grateful to Congress as 
Congress should be to them—men who were willing to give 
their all for humanity's sake. 

Mr. Spenker, Tam ready to vield the fleor with the firm con- 
vietion that my colleagnes and friends will vote for this 
measure fo a mun 

The SPEAKER 
and passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Wourr) there were 103 ayes and 2 noes. 

Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, [T make the point of order that 
no querum is present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently there is no quorum present. The 
Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will 
bring in the absentees, and the Clerk will eall the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 314, nays 5 
not voting 114, as follows: 

YEAS—314 


The question is on suspending the rules 


Abernethy Almon Bankhead Rezg 

| Ackerman Arnold Barbour Kell 
Aldrich Ayres Lbarkley Bixler 
Allen Bacon Beers Black, N. ¥. 


ABARAT MEG IE 





ee 








ook 
ooper, Wis, 
rboin 


risp 


immings 
balling 
Darrow 
Davey 
avis, Minn 
Davis, Tenn. 
Deal 
Dempsey 
lienison 
liickinson, Iowa 
Dickstein 
Dowell 
Iyer 
Kagan 
I-dmonds 
Elliott 
Kvans, lowa 
Evans, Mont. 
Fairchild 
Fairfield 
aust 
Favrot 
Fenn 
Fish 
Fisher 
Fitzgerald 
Fleetwood 
Moster 
] 


rear 


1 


Iluddleston 


Tw, 


Allgood 
Anderson 
Andrew 
Anthony 
Aswell 
Kacharach 
Reck 

seedy 
Berger 
Roies 
Bowling 
Britten 
Brow N. J. 
Dulwinkle 
Burton 
Butler 
ivrnes, S, C, 
Carter 

Celler 

Clark, Fia. 
Collins 
Connolly, Pa 
Cooper, Ohio 
Curry 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dominick 
Doughton 
Doyle 

Drane 


So, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were 











ar t, Tenn 
Garrett, Tex 
G sque 
Gibsor 


Gifford 
Glattelter 
Goldsborough 
Graham, Ill 
Green, lowa 
Greene, Mass, 
Greenwood 
Griest 


Griffin 


vid 
till, Wa 
Hoch 

Holaday 
Hooker 
Howard, Nebr, 


r 


Iiudson 

Hull lowa 2 

Hu Morton D 
Fly W m E 
Humphreys 
Jacobsteir 

Se eciee 

Jeffers 

To} 


poOnnson, Ky 


Johnson, S. Dak. 


Johnson, Tex 
Johnson, Wash. 
Johnson, W.Va. 
Jones 
Kearns 
Keller 
Ketcham 
Kincheloe 
Kindred 
King 

Kop} 

Kurtz 

Kvale 
LaGuardia 
Lampert 
Lanham 
Langford 
Larsen, Ga. 
Lazaro 
Leatherwood 
Leavitt 

Lee, Ga. 
Lehibach 
Lindsay 
Lineberger 
Linthicum 
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TA rworth 
LA 

Lozicr 
Luce 

Met lintic 


[ ‘ 
\ ruflie 


Mi ‘ad 
MeL 
McLeod 
MeNulty 
McReynolds 
McSwain 
McSweeney 
MacGregor 
MacLafferty 
Magee, N. ¥. 
Magee, l’a. 
Major, Il 
Major, Mo. 


Manlov 
Mansfield 
Mapes 
Martin 
Me: 
Merritt 
Michener 


Miller, Wash. 
Milligar 


Minahan 
Montague 
Mooney 
Moore, G 
Moore, O ) 
Moore. Va 
Moores, Ind. 
Morehead 
Morgan 
Morrow 
Murphy 
Nolan 


) Brien 


O'Connell, N. Y. 
R. 1 


() Connell 


rConnor, I 
) 


PStillivan 

Ndfield 

Niver, Ala 

es es we 
vil, 

eels 

*arks, Ark, 

*eery 

erkin 

erlivan 

orter 

Pou 

Prall 

Purnell 

Quin 

Rair 

Raker 

Ramseyer 

Rankin 

Ransley 

Rathbone 

Rayburn 

Reece 

Reed, Ark. 

Reed, N.Y. 

Reid, tll 

Richards 

Roach 

Robinson, lowa 


‘ 
( 
( 
‘ 
( 
Is 
I 
I 
I 
is 
V’ 
P 


NAYS—5 
Sinclair Wefald 


NOT VOTING—114 


Drewry 
Driver 
Fredericks 
Freeman 
Garner, Tex, 
(eran 
Gilbert 
Graham, Pa. 
llammer 

Tle rsey 
Lioward, Okla. 
Hudspeth 
Hull, Tenn. 
Jost 

Kahn 

Kelly 
Kendall 
Kent 

Kerr 

Kiess 
Knutson 
Kunz 
Langley 
Larson, Minn. 
Lea, Calif. 
Lilly 

Little 
Logan 

Lyon 


McKenzie 
McKeown 
Madden 
Michaelson 
Miller, Ill. 
Mills 
Moore, Il. 
Morin 
Morris 
Mudd 
Nelson, Me. 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton, Minn, 
Newton, Mo, 
Paige 
Patterson 
Peavey 
Phillips 
Quayle 
Ragon 
Reed, W.Va. 
Regers, N. H. 
Romjue 
Rosenbloom 
touse 
Rubey 
Salmon 
Schneider 
Sears, Fla. 


suspended, and the bill was passed. 


a | 
I 

Me! ‘ughlin, Mich 
Laughlin, Nebr. 
T 


Connor, N.Y. 


Robsion, Ky 
Rogers, Mass, 


Sabath 
Sanders, Ind 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Sanders, Tex 
Sandlin 
Schall 

Scott 


Sears, Nebr. 
se r 
Shallenberger 
simmons 
Sinnott 

8 t 


Smith 


Smithwick 


Stedman 


iomas, Okla 


will pson 


hi: 

homas, K4 
t 

I 


inkham 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Upshaw 
Vaile 

Var 

Vestal 
Vineent, Mich 
Vinson, Ga. 


Vinson, Ky 


Voigt 
Wasen 
Watkins 
Watres 
Watson 
Weller 


White, Kans. 
Williams, Il 


Williams, Mich. 


Villiams, Tex. 
Williamson 
Wilson, Ind, 
Wilson, La. 
Wingo 
Winslow 
Winter 
Woodruff 
Wurzbach 
Wyant 
Young 
Zihlman 


Wolff 


Sherwood 
Shreve 
Spearing 
Sproul, Kans. 
Stengle 
Strong. Kans. 
Sullivan 
Sweet 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Tillman 
Timberlake 
Treadway 
Tucker 
Tydings 
Wainwright 
Ward, N. Y. 
Ward, N. C. 
Weaver 
Welsh 

Wertz 
White, Me 
Wilson, Miss. 
Wood 
Woodrum 
Wright 
Yates 


eC 


| necessary or appropriate upon the record then made in 





Until further notice: 


Mr. Treadway with Mr. Bowli 


Mr. M ; wit Mr. I 

Mr. Anthony with Mr McKeowr 

Mr. Wood with M Romijue 

M Madden wi M ‘ 3 Florida 

M Ni « \I \ \ \) Le 
Mr. W iwright with M ‘ - 

M LB 1 WwW M brow! of New Jer 
M it \f ! i 

Mr \ ‘ vi VW lrum 

Mr. Yates th Mr. Spear 

Mr. N 1 of Maine with Mr. Allgood 

MM l Kal t M ( 

M Andrew wi MI Morr 

M Reedy w 1 Mr. Garner 

Mr. Kelly Ml Ra 

AI McKe © with tr 

Mr. Miller Tili 20 [ Ronee 

M S 1 Mr. & ! 

M M I “ M M 
M \\ with Mr l ‘ , ‘ 

M R ni W ‘ W 

M Ne W d ] I 
Mr. Ve Mr. A ] 

M I is Ir 

M SI ow 4 M ( é 

Mr. Fr nun NI a 

Mr. Kendall with M Re of New Har ‘ 
Mi Mori with Mr. Kent 

M Reed W Vi I with Mr olliu 


‘ ( 
Mr. Timberlake with Mr. Lea of California 
Mr. Knutson with Mr. Ber fi 


The result of the vote was announced as ahove recorded 
DECLARING AGRICULTURE TO BE THE BASIC INDUSTRY 

Mr. HOCH. Mr. Speaker, I call up a conference report upon 
Senate Joint Resolution 107, declaring agriculture to be the 
basic industry of the country, and for other purposes, and a 
its immediate consideration 

The SPEAKER. rhe gentleman from Kansas calls up a 
conference report, whi h the Clerk will repoi 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing yotes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the joint reso 
lution (S. J. Res. 107) declaring agriculture to be the basic 
industry of the country, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the 
ment of the House, and agree to the same with an 
as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by the 
of the House insert the following: 
That it is hereby declared to be the true policy 


nnd 


amend 
amendment 
imendment 


in rate 
making to be pursued by the Interstate Commerce Commission 
in adjusting freight rates, that the conditions which at any 
civen time prevail in our several industries should be con- 
sidered in so far as it is legally possible to do so, to the end 


that commodities may freely move. 

“That the Interstate Commerce Commission is authorized 
and directed to make a thorough investigation of the rate struc- 
ture of common carriers subject to the interstate commerce 
act, in order to determine to what extent and in what manner 
existing rates and charges may be unjust, unreasonable, un 
justly discriminatory, or unduly preferential, thereby imposing 
undue burdens, or giving undue advantage as between the vari 
ous localities and parts of the country, the various classes of 
traffic, and the various classes and kinds of commodities, and 
to make, in accordance with law, such changes, adjustments, 
and redistribution of rates and charges as may be found neces- 
sary to correct any defects so found to exist. In making any 
such change, adjustment, or redistribution the commission shall 
give due regard, among other factors, to the general and com 
parative levels in market value of the various classes and kinds 
of commodities as indicated over a reasonable period of years 
to a natural and proper development of the country as a 
whole, and to the maintenance of an adequate system of trans- 
portation. In the progress of such investigation the 
sion shall, from time to time, and as expeditiously as pos 
sible, make such decisions and orders as it may find to 


commis- 


be 
order 
to place the rates upon designated classes of traffic upon a 
just and reasonable basis with relation to other rates. Such 
investigation shall be conducted with due regard to other in- 
vestigations or proceedings affecting rate adjustments which 
may be pending before the commission. 

“In vibe of the existing depression in agriculture, the com- 
misston is hereby directed to effect with the least practicable 


i 


| delay such lawful changes in the rate structure of the country 


— 
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nS ll promote the freedom of movement by common carriers 
of the products of agriculture affected by that depression, in- 
cluding livestock, at the lowest possible liwful rates com 


patible with the maintenance of adequate transportation sery- | 
ice: Provided, Vhat no investigation or proceeding resulting | 
from the adoption of this resolution shall be permitted to dehvy | 
the decision of cases now pending before the commission involv. | 
ing rates on products Of ugriculture, and that such cases shall | 
be decided in accordunce with this resolution.” 

And the House ' 

Phat the Senate recede from its disugreement to the amend 
ment of the House to the tithe, and agree to the same 


irree to the same 


Samuen FE. Wtxsiow, 
Homer Hoc, 
Sam RAYBURN, 

Vanage on the part of the Jlouse 
i. PD. SuirH 
A. B. CUMMINS, 
Kry PrrvMan, 

Vanagers on the part of the Nenate 


Mr. HOCH Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I 
Shall take only one minute on this conference report, and then 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hwub- 
DLESTON |, after which IT shall ask for a vote on the conference 
report This is a complete report, and in the judgment of the 
House conferees does not substantially change the resolution 
as if passed the House. There are only one or two words 
changed, and there is udded one sentence from the Senate 
resolution which is in line with the policy declared in the reso- 
lution as it passed the House 

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin Mr. Speaker, does the gentle 
man feel that this will fully satisfy the farmers of Kansas and 
of the West? 

Mr. HOCH. 1 think that this will be very helpful to the 
farmers of Kansas and the country 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Will not the gentleman explain what 
changes have been made in the paragraph over which there was 
controversy ? 


Mr. HOCH. The only change from the House resolution is 
in the latter part of the resolution, where the commission is 
directed to make such “ reasonable and lawful changes” in the | 
rates on agricultural products as are consistent with the main 
tenance of an adequate transportation system. The word | 
“reasonable” is stricken out, leaving the commission to. fix 
such “lawful” rates, and in the judgment of the conferees this | 
makes no substantial change, as they believe that no rates 
enn be fixed that are “lawful” which are not reasonable, 
* reasonable ’ taking into consideration all of the elements that 
should be taken into consideration. We have given very care- 
ful thought to it, and our judgment is that it does not substan- 
tially change the law. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOCH. IT can not yield further. I now yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Alabama | Mr. HUpDLEsTON ]. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, the objectionable second 
paragraph of this resolution is reported by the conferees in 
the following form: 


In view of the existing depression in agriculture the commission 1s 
hereby directed to effect with the least practicable delay such law- | 
ful changes in the rate structure of the country as will promote the 
freedom of movement by common carriers of the products of agricul- 
ture affected by that depression, including livestock, at the lowest 
possible lawful rates compatible with the maintenance of adequate | 
transportation service, 


By the change in conference it is directed that rates on agri- 
cultural products shall be reduced to “ the lowest possible law- | 
ful rates.” The word “reasonable” has been eliminated. 

The descriptive term for rates carried by the transportation 
act and generally used is “just and reasonable.” This term 
has been defined by the courts and its meaning is fairly well 
understood. I know of no construction of the word “lawful” | 
as applied to rates, but think it must mean such a rate as is | 
nonconfiscatory ; in other words, which is not violative of the 
fifth amendment, The case of Smythe v. Ames, construing the 
fifth amendment, holds that a regulatory body can not make | 
rates so low as not to yield the carrier a “ just return,” and that 
rates below that limit are a confiscation of the carrier's prop- 
erty and violative of the fifth amendment. I can net be certain 
as to the meaning of “ lawful,” as used in the resolution, but 
believe that it will be held to justify any rate which will leave 
the carriers such a return from all rates as will not amount 
to a confiscation of their property. That is the best interpreta- 


tion that I can put on the werd lawful” withour time for 
further investigation 

A reduction of rates on agricultural products may nevei 
prove not to be “lawful” where it is aecompanied by rates on 
other commodities which will in the aggregate altogether yield 
the carrier a “just return.” If the Interstate Commerce Com 
mission, in reducing rates on grain and hay, shouid raise them 
correspondingly on coal, iron, and lumber, there seems fo be ne 
low limit to which they may not prefer agriculture 

The point Lo want to present in these few moments is, are 
Members of the House willing tial any industry or any group 


) shall be preferred at the expense of the general publie? In 


the concrete, are you willing that the agricultural interests 


| shall receive a reduction in rates, to what is below what is 


reasonable, and that the rates npon the balance of the country 
shall be held at figures which sre above what is reasonuble 
and just? If you are prepared to do that kind of thing, then 
accept this resolution in the form in whieh it is reported by 
the conferees. Bur if you feel that if is bad public policy 
that any interest in this country shall profit at the expense 
of other interests, if von feel that every interest should pay 
au just return for the value of service that if receives from 
a carrier and not impose the expense of that serivee upon 
some other interest, then you can not afford to vote for this 
resolution 

There is ne time to do more than merely to give you my 
hasty interpretation For my part L want to do everything 
possible and that is reasonable and lonest for the farmers, but 
! would not consider it honest to the balance of the people 
of this country, nor would - consider it good public policy 
to prefer the agricultural interests at the expense of the other 
legitimate business interests 

Mr. JACOBSTISIN Is if intended that this is merely an 
emergency measure? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Oh, na; this is a matter of permanent 
policy The resolution establishes a permanent rule of rate 
making, which will work incalculable injustice and harm to 
the general public of the United States 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 


| has expired. The question is on agreeing to the conference 


report 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HtuppLeston) there were—naves, 170, noes 13 

So the conference report was agreed to 


EXTENSION OF AIRPLANE MALL SERVICE TO BOSTON, MASS. 


Mr. DALLINGER. Mr, Speaker, | move to suspend the rules 


j and pass the bill S. 3319, authorizing the extension and opera- 


tion of the transcontinental airplane mail service to Boston, 
Mass., which [ send to the desk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
to extend and operate the transcontinental airplane mail service to 
Boston, Mass.: Provided, That the appropriations heretofore or here 
after made for the operation and maintenance of the transcontinental 
airplane mail service shall be sufficient for such purpose 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, l demand a second 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to know whether the 
gentleman from Michigan is against this bill? 

Mr. CRAMTON, One hundred per cent. 

Mr. BLANTON. I make the point of order that there is no 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair overrules the point of order. He 
has just counted a quorum 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


| that a second be considered as ordered 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts is en- 
titled to 20 minutes and the gentleman from Michigan to 20 
minutes. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, the Post Office Department 
would like to have this authority. The bill as originally intro- 
duced provided that the Postmaster General was “ authorized 
and directed.” The Post Office Department objected to the 
words “and directed,” and those words were eliminated at 
the time the bill passed the Senate. Now, this bill is care- 
fully guarded as to the question of appropriations. It in- 
volves not an additional dollar of expense to the Government. 
There is a proviso in it which says: 


Provided, That the appropriations heretofore or hereafter made for 
the operation and maintenance of the transcontinental airplane serv- 
ice shall be sufieient for such purpose. 
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If this appropriation, alread passed by Congress vr the NI LANTOS \I Sn } . 
transcontinental air mail route is suflicient, then t! might } n ¢ i 
experiment between New York and Boston I want to call n J y » ¢ 
the attention of the House to the fact that Boston is on thi Bost 

ranscontinental line, simply 150 or 200 miles « t 1 the SPEAT . | 
Post Office Department would like to have this a M CRAMTON I i : ’ 
ind I trust the House will vot » suspend the rule 
the bill \I SCHAFFER \ 

Mr. Sneaker, I reserve the remainder of my time \I RLANTO™ | 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five mit to Mr. SCHAFEI I 

ntleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON ‘ 5 

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, 1 am using up s fi min- he pe . » prir i is j ' 
utes against this bill, knowing that it will be an uphill job to | Recorp each da I I ' 
defeat it, because in this confusion it is likely that the bill v M BLANTON I’ t 
pass; but 1 am going to use the five minutes nevertheless, be 1 the Recorp shov ] 30 sanda 
cause by using it maybe the bill will not get through after all | ment e being { i reat i ’ 
in time to be signed by 7 o’clock, when the Congress will ad- ery I C‘ongress j il in ¢ <tend 
journ. the Rent ¢ Wn ) t t ! ~ | he 

A MemBer. It will be signed then n ad iring the \ i { na ! 12 | il 

Mr. BLANTON. I hope and pray that {ft will it It is a | mone 
special class bill for air mail service through Massachusetts Possib ) w gentlen is in mind t that I 
and when a Member gets up and, exercising his constitutional | sper i fe Hlars last night to put some pertiner materia 
privileges, makes a point of order to insist on a constitutional | facts in the Recorp about the s illed surt b ind thereb 
quorum being present such point of order is arbitrarily over- | saved the peo of the UI ibout $4.500.000. which wa 
ruled, sought to be taken out of the Treasury wh fa s Stopped 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Will the gentieman yi ld? the passage of mt bill to-day 

Mr. BLANTON. No; I regret I can not yield. My time is Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speake will the gentleman 
entirely too limited. When a man gets up under the Constitu- | further’ 
tion and makes a proper point of order against a Massachusetts Mr. BLANTON No; I regret excee gly that I in 
bill our splendid presiding officer gets out of humor and be- | yield further, as my time is limited 
comes very abrupt in arbitrarily overruling if {Laughter and Tl gentleman from California Mr. MacQLarrerry] ned 
applause. ] by the way, he is one of the most affable leagues that 

I remember when the then very distinguished gentleman from | have—already has his mail service by a m New York to 
Kansas, Mr. Phil Campbell, was presiding over the last hours San Francisco and Los Angeles Now he wants to have a 
of the final session of the Sixty-seventh Congress he, too, be- | mail service connection from Boston to San Francisco 


came abrupt in denying this Member his constitutional rights 
and he became so abrupt that his abruptness ended in his ceas- 
ing to remain a Member of Congress, It does not pay for even 
Speakers to get abrupt. He ought to keep in a good humor in 
the closing hours of the Congress, and when a man makes a 
constitutional point of order if there is a quorum present he 
should say so in parliamentary words and not act abruptly 

This bill ought not to be passed. It is not a meritorious 
measure. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DALLINGER], 
I know, wants this bill as a_ political help this summer. 
| Laughter.] He thinks if he can pass this bill in the closing 
hours of Congress, giving air mail service to Boston, it will help 
him across the hall to another body. [Laughter and applause. | 
But I am not going to let him take advantage of the Speaker in 
any such manner. [Laughter.] I am going to see that his | 
opponent, the distinguished Speaker of this Hlouse, gets a square 
deal [laughter and applause], because everyone is entitled to 
that. 

Mr. WATKINS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I regret that I have not time to yield, for 
it is very important that some one should denounve this un 
meritorious measure. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman please give us a little 
information as to why this bill should not be passed? 
{| Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLANTON. I will tell the gentleman. This special air 
mail service to Boston will cost just about 15 times as mucli as 
to send it by the United States mail. 

Mr. DALLINGER. As a matter of fact if will not cost any- 
thing 

Mr. BLANTON. How does the gentleman know 

Mr. GALLIVAN. Jecause Paul Henderson, the Second 
Assistant Postmaster General, Says so. 

Mr. BLANTON. We have had such reports from time to 
time, but I am willing to take the word of the distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAppen], our efficient chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, who has assured us that 
it costs 15 times as much to send the mail by air as it 
does by rail, and Chairman Mappen knows what he is talking 
about, and I am for saving the money of the people r 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DALLINGER] ought to use | 





ie 
some other means to help himself up the ladder politically and 
not waste the people’s money on air mail service to Boston 

Mr. MacLAFFERTY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. I could not refuse my worthy friend 
from California. 

Mr. MacLAFFERTY. I want to say to the gentleman I 
want this bill passed and I am not trying to get over on the 


other side of the Capitol Building : 


LXV——709 


Mr. MacLAFFERTY We do We want to be connected 
vith the Hub by air Applause. ] 
Mr. BLANTON Of course ble should worry! The people 


are to pay for it l want to say this to the gentleman from 
California, that this special air mail service should pay i 
own Way, and when you fix if o that it pay ifs own way 
will vote for it But when von let a letter go from Boston b 
air mail for 2 cents 

Mr. GALLIVAN It is to be 24 cents 

Mr. BLANTON I am talking about wh is Onee pro 


the department 


Mr. SNELL It is 18 cents now 


poser rey 


Mr. BLANTON Well, if you tix it se tha poet rs own 
wa I will vote for it 
Mr. DALLINGER M Speaker ill the gentleman id 


Mr. BLANTON Yes 

Mr. DALLINGER The business men of Boston will be | 
ing to pay the whole expense 

Mr. BLANTON Very well Put it in the bill that wa 
an amendment and I will vote for It But it is not no “0 
in th lI Applause, ] 

Mr. DALLINGER Mr. Speaker. I vield three 1 tes to 
! 


written in the bi 


my colleague from Massachusetts |[Mr. Connery] 
The SPEAKER 


iized for three minutes 


The gentleman from Massachusetts is reeo 


Mr. CONNERY Mr. Speaker and gentlemen. I dislike ve: 
much to disagree with my amiable friend from Texns [Mr 
BLANTON], who says the Speaker does not always display goo: 
humor when he, the gentleman from Texas, rises to a point o 
order, especially on a Massachusetts point of order I want 


to say to the gentleman from Texas that he himself has kep 
me in good humor all during this sessior Neither is this bill 


a question of senatorial ispirations werwee! the gentlemur 
from Massachusetts over here, referring to Mr. DALLINGER, and 
the gentleman from Massachusetts up there, referring to th 


Speaker. [Applause.] As a Democrat from Massachusetts, I 
wish to say that the people of my great State are inten 
interested in this matter of the Air Mail Service not only b 
cause it will affect Boston but beeause it affects the whol 
United States 


I was speaking here on one occasion when the gentlema 
from Illinois [Mr. MaAppen] interrupted me to raise a point 
of order to the effect that I was not then speaking on the mat 


ter that was pending. I wished at that time to speak upon a 
proposed air mail service item, and I emphatically favored 
raising that item from $1,500,000 to $8,000,000. I did not 
know at that time that Boston was to be included, and I was 
not so much interested in it as a local affair os in its being a 


means of national defense. I with others have stood bere and 
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Mr. CRAMTON Mr. Spe er, h l the gentl 
i ] It ipo (My \ ) i entle 
I] si 1 three minutes 
Mr. DALLINGER. M peaker, I yield I minutes to the 
fro M eit ir. G ] 
1 GALLIVAN \I S re } ; despite ure d livered 
l » f Abilene, Tex., 1 am ¢ to be abrupt; 
al } j 
| on Lit ll rone cent ol & “opriation. Far 
b I ‘ rift in any f Congress, but 
] su nr e of the Committe Appropriations, 
} \ ch aj red the distil shed son-in-law of the 
‘ leman who s just spoken, Col. Paul Henderson, Second 
\ nt Postm r General, and one of the ablest men in 
( rnment service He is the man whom I now quote, 
‘ iid they would reduce the « to GO cents, and, there- 
{ I « ee with the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
] whe he s nad here arm t ( ress it would 
} | rd to <« v tl Air Mail Service to Boston. Col. Paul 
Tt } os 1 before, one of the ablest men in the 
( nment service, and son-in-law of MArrin MADDEN, was 
ay ! istic sponsor of this piece of leg tion, and he con- 
ve i me, whole soul and heartedly, for the passage of the | 
h 
Mr. MADDEN. Tie may have converted the gentleman to 
the Air Mail Service, but not to this proposition. 
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Mr. 
for 
cratic 
(‘ambr 


tinguis 


GALLIVAN. 


this simple request 


Therefore I appeal to the House to stand 
from Massachusetts, and, my Denn 
friends, this is not a contest between the candidate from 
dg Mass., for the United States Senate, and the d 


hed Speaker of this House. 


s 


a 





Mr. MAcLAFFERTY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GALLIVAN. Yes 

Mr. MacLAFFERTY., Did not the gentleman think, i: 

ening to the distinguished gentleman from Lilinois, of the 
argument made against the steamboat when Fulion first su; 
( d it’ 


Mr. GALLIVAN. I was rather amazed to hear the spec 
inv leader, wliom Iam always proud to follow. 

Reference has made that the reason for this bill is be- 
the gentleman from Cambridge, Mass. [Mr. DaLLIncer} 
sponsor of bill, is a candidate for the Senate agains 
distinguished Speaker, who comes from Springfield, Mas 


} 


of 
been 
cause 
the the 


it 





s e est has nothing whatever to do with the present 
bill I can a my Democratic friends that when they get 
through fighting, we, in Massachusetts, will triumphantly re¢ 


elect the junior Senator 
Davip I. WarsH. [Loud 
The SPEAKLR pro tempore. 


from our State in the person of Hon 


applause. | 


The time of the gentleman 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 





A inessage from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk 
mou that the Senate had agreed to the amendmeit o 
the Llouse of Representatives to the bill (S. 966) for the con 
ti j of construction work of the San Carlos irriga Lon 
} ject in Arizona, and for other purposes. 

i th e also announced that the President pro tempore 

ad appointed Mr. WavswortH and Mr. IF Lercher members 
of the joint select committee en the part of the Senate, as 
provided for in the act of February 16, 1888, as amended b 
the act o arch 2, 1895, entitled “An act to authorize and 
provide for disposition of useless papers in the executive 
departments,” for the disposition of useless papers in the War 
Department 

SECOND DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 1924 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 


i". ‘ 
HO. ti Sor 


é ond deliciency appropriation bill for 1924. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Llinois presents a con 


on H. R 
The 


ference report, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the conference report, as follews: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on certain amendments of the Senaie to the bill 
(H. R. 9559) making appropriations te supply deficiencies in 


( ail ending June 30, 124, 


” appropriations for the fiscal year 
and pr fiscal yea 


i Ss, to provide supplemental appropriations 
for the fi l year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, i 
having 1 after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 


ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 32, 


35. and 36 5 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 





mi of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its a 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, an ‘ 


agree tl 


of the 


to e with an amendment as follows: At the end 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 


snl 


“ Provided, That no part of the sums herein appropriated shall : 
he used for the commencement of construction work on any 

reclamation project which has not been recommended by the 9 
Coiamissioner of Reclamation and the Secretary of the Interior 
and approved by the President as to its agricultural and engi- / 
neering feasibility and the reasonablcness of its estimated con- M 


| struction cost’: and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


of the sum named in said amendment insert “$375,000”: and 
the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from 
| disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, 
| and agree te the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum named in said amendment ingert “ $315,000": and 
| the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 33: 


its 


That the its 


on 


ov, 


House recede from 


i disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 








CONGRES 





vree to the same with 
) e sum hamet 
the Senate agree 
committee 


‘red 


an amendment as follows: 
lin said amendment insert: “$375,000” 
to the same. 

of conference 
29. 84, 58, and 59. 
EF. FE. WARREN, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 

W. L. JONES, 

Lee S. OVERMAN, 
Wa. J. HARRIS, 
‘s on the part of the 
MaArrin B. MADDEN, 

D. R. ANTHONY, Jr., 

Vanagers on the part of the 


In leu 
and 
have not agreed 


on amend 


ifs numb 


wed 1s 


Senate 


Hlouse. 


VIADDEN. Mr. Speaker, the 
reached the following agreement: We 
which involved in amendment at, 
nitation that no part of the sums appropriated shall 
the eommencement of construction work on any 
project been recommended by the 
if cretary the Interior 
; agricultural and engi- 
eusonableness of its estimated con- 


further 
put in 
No. 27 


conferees, after 


have 
reneral cli 


2 iuse is 
1 i lit 


ied 


imactlon 


for 
which has 
Reclamation and 
the President 
and the 1 


hot 
+1 : r 
LLG Se ol 


to if 


mimissioner « 
ved 
x feasibility 
m cost 
the Senate, in amendment 
Reservoir, to which the House 
wus estimated by the Budget. On amendment 
Basin, the Senute had an amendment for $1 
House conferees reduced that to $375,000. On amend- 
31. the Owyhee irrigation project, Oregon, the Sen- 
$1.250.000, and the Howse conferees reduced that 
On amendment 32, Warm Springs, Oreg., the 
1d $250,000, and they receded from that. On No. 
he Kittitas unit of Yakima project, Washington, the Senate 
id $1,500,000, and they receded down to S375.000. On amend 
nent No. 35, for the development shale, $90,000, the 
receded. On No, the Yuma and Carlsbad project, 
$1,047,000, the Senate receded. 
er while the Senate had in 
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We also brought back the legislation on amendment No. 
ot hich provides that there shall be a bureau of reclamation 
within the Department of the Interior, with a bureau chief, at 
i salary of $10,000 per annum. We brought back that amend- 
in disagreement. 
\mendment No, 
called attention 
reement 
Mr. LONGWORTH. 
Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 
Vir. LONGWORTH. On 
leman has said, that 


gent 
me 


lie 
HS, 


this 


the reclamation 
afternoon, h 


legislation, 
as been brought 


to which 
back in 


we 
dis- 


Will the gentleman yield to me? 


the whole, I gather 
the Senate has made 


from what the 
a very substan- 
a t ‘ession, 
MADDEN. There have been $4,482,08SS reduced from the 
amendments. 
LONGWORTH. And the vital thing remaining 
law known generally as the reclamation relief law? 
Mr. MADDEN. Yes; of course, it may be said, as I 
moment that what we did appropriate we surrounded 
with safeguards to prevent the expenditure of the money 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Director of the Recla- 
mation Service and the President of the United States certified 
and approved it. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman from Illinois will ask 
the House to agree to the amendments on which he has receded? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. And will submit to the House the ques- 
tion of the adoption of the law? 
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Mr. MADDEN. I would not say as f s we could « 
but as far as we were able to get them 

The prev ious question was ordered 

The SPEAKER. The questicn is on ag ng to 
ence report. 

The conference report was agreed to 

SPEAKER. The Clerk will report t first amendn 

} in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 29, page 34, after line 4, insert 

Spanish Springs irrigation project, Nevad For D 
| gations, commencement of construction, and ine nt 
| S800 000,"" 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move the Hou furthe 
| Sist on its disagreement to that amendment 
| Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I submit a preferential mi i 
| that the House recede and concur in the Senate amendment 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho makes the pref 
; erential motion that the House recede and concut 
The question was taken nd the motion rejected 
| The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of th 
gentleman from Illinois that the House further insist on its dis 
ugreement 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 

There is hereby established in the Department of t) Inte 
bureau of reclamation, and there shall be a director ~§ sativd 
bureau, who shall be thoroughly equipped for the duties of said off 
by technical education and experience, and w shall be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and « nt of t enate, 
ind who shall receive a salary of $10,000 per an! ind there ill 

| also be in the said bureau such experts and other employees, to | } 

|} pointed subject to civil service laws and regulations, as m e required 

} to carry out the purposes of the reclamation act of June 17, 1002 (32 
Stat., p. JSS), and acts nendatory thereof or suppl ntary ret 

in accordance with the appropriations made from time to time | 

Congress for such purposes 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further 

| insist on its disagreement 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to 

Mr. MADDEN. The next amendments are Senate amend 
ments 58 and 59. They are long amendments covering several 
pages. I usk that they be considered together and voted on 
as one amendment, and without reading 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further 

| insist on its disagreement to Senate amendments 58 and 49. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I offer a preferential motion 
| that the House recede and concur in the Senate amendments 
58 and 59. 

Mr. MADDEN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Idaho [Mr. FRENCH.] 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, a minute will 
clear up this situation. So far as the several items of appro 
priation for the various projects are concerned that were put 
on by the Senate and to which the House has just agreed, 
they have been tied down so carefully by requiring that the 
projects, before the expenditure of any money, shall be ay- 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior, the Reclamation 
| Service, and the President of the United States, that creater 





Mr. MADDEN. Yes; for such action as the House may | 
think proper to take. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 
tion on the conference report. 


Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for one ques- 
tion before doing that? 
Mr. MADDEN. Yes 
: Mr. SNELL. Does not the gentleman think they have re- 
cedeil as far as you could expect them to under the circum- 
stances? 


| provides for relief to the settlers upon the ree 
| throughout the West. 


attached 
to any other 


project that has been authorized by Congress in 20 

years. 
More than that, if the House shall support my moiioh to 
| concur in the legislative amendment, there will be provided a 


more adequate means of determining the value and worth- 


while character of any project than has heretofore obtained 

But what is this legislative amendment? In substance. it i« 
the Smith reclamation relief bill that has been reported from 
the House Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands and 


which 
is now 


upon the House Calendar. 

It provides for a reorganization of the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion. It provides for a more adequate manner of ascertaining 
facts prior to the undertaking of future reclamation work. [ft 
lamation projects 
It provides that hereafter all construe- 
tion charges shall be based upon the productive power of the 


land. It provides that all delinquent construction and main- 
tenance charges, including interest and penalties, shall be 


covered into one amount, and that a moratorium or deferment 








aaa 





of payment for three years shall be granted. 


It provides that 


penalties for delinquent accounts shall be reduced from 1 per 
cent per month to one-half of 1 per cent. The amendment car- 
I appropriation but it carries an authorization for future 
i tion work that will rest in the hands of future 
( ‘ 

Wi hould this amendment be approved? 

P 1 reclamation was undertaken between 20 and 22 
ye co, and since that time more than 2,000,000 acres of land 
have | i reclaimer d homes provided for more than 32,000 
get row and cities within projects or near them fur- 
nish homes for thousands more. 

Until Jast March 51 the Government had expended more than 
$152,502,000 in reclamation work, and had received tn return 
fi Ulers nearly $18,000,000—most of the balances falling 
‘ nging up to £U years. ¢ 

rhe tlers are in arrears nearly $6,000,000 at this time, 

| ions upon the projects are such that unless relief 

ll be furnished thousands of settlers will be forced to lose 
their homes and to lose in addition to the lands themselves 

tien und accumulations that represent years of strug- 
gle id sacrifice 

When the reclamation law was passed 22 years ago it was 

rally ipposed that the cost of reclamation would be ap- 
proximately $25 to $60 per acre 

With tl understanding it was provided that payments 
f reclar n wot he made to the Government by the set- 


tle over a period of 10 vears 


of unforeseen conditions that entailed additional 


(on eount 
&X PeNse and on aceount of increased prices of materials and 
more extensive work than was planned in the beginning, the costs 
of reclamation per acre mounted to such an extent that within 10 
of the time the first law was passed it was found that the 
‘ : per acre had mounted to twiee the original estimates. 
it 3 apparent that if 10 years was a reasonable time 
within whieh the first estimated costs should be repaid, on the 
of the new the time of payment should be extended 
( or 30 vears, and in 1914 we extended the time of pay- 
4 ‘ ~. *t) eal ; 
World War came on, and one of the immediate results 
e World War was to double the prices of building mate- 
! labor, of cultural implements, of commodities gen- 
( quired by the settlers er by the Government in recla- 
ition work Freight rates were increased 60 to 70 per cent, 
id they are now between 50 and 6U per cent above what they 


were before the war. 


st of construction upon projects has increased still 


further, until to-day the estimate for reelamation work runs 
from $60 to $150 per acre. 
Prices of farm commodities have inereased but slightly be- 


yond what they were 10 years ago. 
I’rom the foregoing it must be apparent that if 10 years was 
a reasonable time within which the first payment should have 


been made and 20 years was a reasonable time within which, 


upon the basis of new conditions, payments were required fol- 
lowin i914, present conditions imperatively demand that a 
rntorium be granted and that the time of payment be spread 


over a longer period. 

If this shall not be done, thousands of settlers will lose their 
homes; their plaees will need to be taken by new settlers. In 
this process the Government will not gain. On the other hand, 
the Government will lose, and why? Reclamation projects will 
lose, and why? 

Both questions can be answered by the simple statement that 
the present upon the projeets better than any new 
settlers will know the problem with which they are face to 
and can come more nearly to making a success of it than 
new settlers who will be placed upon the lands. 

lire proposition of the pending bill is not only a relief propo- 
sition for settlers but it is a business proposition for the Gov- 
ernment and for the Reclamation Service. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 

Mr. SINNOTT. This has been worked out by the House 
committee and the faet finding committee. 

Mr. FRENCH. Ye it has been reported by the legislative 
committee and represents the work of the fact finding com- 
mittee appointed by the Seeretary of the Interior. In substanee 
it is backed by the Secretary of the Interior, the Reclamation 
Service, and the President of the United States. Hf you want 
to do the right thing by these settlers, the right thing by the 
Government, let me beg the Members of the House to agree to 
the Senate provision amending the bill. [{Applause.] 

Mr. MADDEN, I yield twe minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Craarron]. 


settiers 


face 


can any 
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Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill appropriates on: 
right $100,000 for certain investigations. In addition, it pre 
vides that all money for investigations will hereafter come out 
of the general funds in the Treasury instead of eut of tii 
reclamation fund as heretofere, chargeable to eaeh project 
benefited. That will mean several hundred thousand dollars a 
year. In addition, they have a provision that will permit the: 
to have the money for 35 to 50 years without interest, instead o! 
20 years, going much further than the House committee hans 
recommended. We have accepted the Senate provision begin- 
ning the projects. We have receded on that, and it ought to be up 
to the Senate to recede and strike out this matter of legislation 
that ought never to have been placed in this bill. [Applaus: 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Loneworrn]. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I make no pretensions to 
being an authority on matters of reclamation. I can see the 
justice of the position taken by the gentleman from Michigan 
and others that we ought not to act hastily on matters of 
such moment as these, but it is a very practical condition 
that confronts us. We must adjourn at 7 o’clock to-night. 
I am persuaded that if this matter was sent back to confer 


ence great delay might occur. The Senate has yielded on 
most of the propositions they have advanced. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Does not the gentleman know that the only 
yielding is in amount, but they get the beginning of their proj 
ects, which means that millions of dollars will be necessary 
to follow in each case? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, as I say, I do not pretend 
to be an expert, but I submit that the Senate has yielded in 
a very substantial degree on a preponderating proportion of the 
matters in disagreement. I think under all of the circum- 
stances that the wise thing for this House to do is to concur 
in this amendment so that we may adjourn. [Applause.] 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Idaho that the House recede from its disagreement 
to the Senate amendment and concur in the same. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
FRENCH) there were—ayes 122, noes 65, 

So the motion to recede and coneur was agreed to. 

Mr. MADDEN. That is all, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that there are two 
amendments still in disagreement. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes; Mr. Speaker. 
ask for a conference, if they want it. 


We will let the Senate 


COM MITTEE 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I present the following 
resolution, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


TO NOTIFY THE PRESIDENT 


Orr 
vd 


House Resolution 


Resolved, That a committee of two Members be appointed by the 
House, to join a similar committee appeinted by the Senate, to wait 
upon the President of the United States to inform him that the two 
Houses have completed the business of the present session and are 
ready to adjourn, unless the President has some other communication 
to make to them. 


The SPEAKER. 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. LoneawortH] and the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Garrerr}. 


The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


EXTENSION OF AIRPLANE MAIL SERVICE TO BOSTON, MASS. 


‘ The SPEAKER. When the business of the House was inter- 
rupted to take up the conference report, the matter before the 
House was the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. DALLINGER]} to suspend the rules and pass the bill S. 3319, 
authorizing the extension and operation of the transeontinental 
airplane mail service to Boston, Mass. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the 
House before we vote on the matter to the fact that I intro- 
duced the bill at the suggestion of the Second Assistant Post- 
master General, who is anxious to have authority, and I say that 
the business men of Boston do not expect to have this service 
unless the charge to them is sufficient to pay the expense. This 
simply authorizes them to do this. I hope the House will act 
favorably upon the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes te 


the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Trncursr], 


mma 
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Mr. TINCHBR. 
vith Massachusetts in their program for economy. 


Mr. Speaker, I am in thorough sympathy 
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| 


[Applause | 


and laughter.] This bill does net mean what the two last | 
speakers have said it means with reference to economy. The 
ywoviso in the bill reads as follows: 

t the appropriations heretofore or hereafter made for the opera 
t ind maintenance of the transcontinental airplane mail service 


That means that after we authorize the carrying of the mail 
off the line down to Boston, it will be an 
of the American Congress to appropriate for that purpose, and 
I say to you, Mr. Speaker, being in sympathy with the program 
for economy, that if Boston is entitled to this, then every 
important city off that line is entitled to it, and the 
description of the gentleman from Tllinois that this is a pork 
barrel, and a pork barrel pure and simple, is accurate to the 
minntest detail. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, 

Mr. TINCHER. No; 


will the gentleman yield? 
I think I can talk as well against this 


as the gentleman can, and he is surely against this. [Laughter.] 
I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I hope that the Sixty-eighth 
Congress in its first session will not pass a bill of this kind 
without any proposal for consideration. There is absolute 


misrepresentation as to the expense on the part of the Govern- 
ment before the House, and I hope that we can rouse up enough 
votes to defeat this bill. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Grrrrrs]. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of 
this bill is simply permissive. If the Postmaster 
eral can not furnish the mail service economically, he does not 
need to do it. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Trycuer] 
says that this measure smacks of the pork barrel. Let me tell 
him that the shoe is on the other foot. On the Consent 
Calendar of this House to-day there are two bills under which 
the post office is to be authorized to make contracts with 
private parties for the operation of the Air Mail Service. 
They are H. R. 6942 and H. R. 7064. Gentlemen, the same 
fight is being made against this new industry as was made by 
the stage coaches against the railroads when they were in 
their infancy. There are contractors who are now speculating 
on the juicy prospects of the air mail business. They are to 
a great extent the same men, or identified with the men, who 
have robbed this Government out of millions of dollars with their 
war-time air experimentation. Beware of cormorants flying low 
watching for the opportunity to grab this infant industry. 

Gentlemen, the Postal Service is administering the Air Mail 
Service honestly, economically, and satisfactorily. They should 
be encouraged to enlarge and develop it. As to the statement 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAppEeNn] that it costs $6 
to operate this air mail per mile, I have here the testimony of 
Colonel Shaughnessy, who admitted, on page 294 of the hearings, 
that it is only costing the Air Mail Service 75 cents per mile. 

What, then, will be the cost of carrying this mail 225 miles 
from New York to Boston or vice versa? It will cost $168.75 
to carry 800 pounds of mail, containing 3,200 letters, which 
will represent to the Government, at 20 cents a letter, $640. 
There is a profit to the Government, if you please, of $471.25— 
suflicient to tempt the avarice of these gentlemenly contractors, 
the friends of my friend from Kansas [Mr. 'lincHEg], who are 
waiting for an opportunity to inaugurate another star-route 
scandal in the mail service, and reap the profits that ought to go 
to the Government and people of the United States. [Applause.] 

I herewith append to my remarks the report of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads on H. R. 7064, and 
ask my good friends to note that my apprehensions are more 
than confirmed. 

First, it says that “the hearings were attended by representa- 
tives and individuals, firms and corporations interested in 
commercial aviation.” 

Why did they not invite some one to testify who was dis- 
interested and who had no ax to grind? 

Second, look at Postmaster New’s letter, quoted in the repert, 
in which he urges that the “contractor carrying mail should 
be paid a certain proportion of the postage.” 

Gentlemen, there is no more reason to employ contractors to 
carry the air mail than there is to give them the contract to 
run the motor trucks that carry the mail on the surface. 

Well, here is the report. Digest it and deliberate on it. The 
Air Mail Service is a success. It can not be stopped. It is 
going to develop and grow until it will carry more mail than 
the railroads. 


the House, | 
Gen- | 


obligation on the part | 
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Perhaps this is one of the reasons why the Government de- 
velopment of the Air Mail Service is opposed. I do not know, 
Judge for yourselves: 

{Sixty-eighth Cong $, 
N ‘ t mpany LU. R. 7 
» Committee on the Post Office and I I having had under 
nsideration the bill (H. R. 7064) to « aviation 
and to ithorize the Postmaster General to r 

e, reports 1¢ & 160 back to t HH e wi t t 

© t ASS 
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Che 1 r 
‘> ‘ 
’ n ¢C., { Vv } 
Lion. W. W. ¢ EST, 
Hiouse of ntatiwe 
My Dear Mak. Gihigpst: Replying to your letter of February 19, y ' 
which you inclosed a copy of a bill (H. R. 7064) to « i ner 
} cial aviation and to it ize the Posti ter Ger i ) fo 
| air mail service, which was referred for my « a j 
mendation. 
Your attent 1 to my letter of Fel ry 18 repl to your 
r imunication of the 14th relative to a similar bill, HL. R. 503. 

In at let I stated that in my opinion any ll naming a flat rate 
per ton-mile, per ship-mile, or per pound-mile t be a 
way to approach the problem. I believe that tra ss 
mail should be paid a certain proportion of the stage, and it appears 





that in H. R. 7064 the objectionable features have 
Very 


been eliminated. 


truly yours, 


HARry 8S. New, Postmaster Gencral. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks, including some suggestions as 
to this legislation, which I think would be effective now if the 
House cares to hear them, which I fear it does not. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILL of Maryland. Reserving the right to object, are 
they the gentleman's own remarks? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes; and I will give them now, if the House 
desires to hear them. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted me, I 
simply want to say that this proposal should be defeated as 
the entering wedge for a pork-barrel aviation mail service 

This year, when the post-office appropriation bill was pend- 
ing in the House, I made a point of order against the $1,500,000 
proposed for the Air Mail Service. I knew a radical increase 
was proposed in that item, and by the point of order stopped the 
matter at that time. I said then I was moved by a desire to 
forestall amy pork-barrel increases. The Senate restored and in- 
creased the item, and it became law at $2,750,000, a quarter ofa 
million less than was proposed by the advocates in the House. 
That sum fully provides for complete experimentation on a 
through route from coast to coast, from New York to San 
Francisco. It provides for night flying and a 80-hour schedule 
across our whole country. It provides for increase of the 
carrying capacity of the planes to a ton instead of 500 pounds, 
and the department is to charge a special rate for this service 
instead of the ordinary rates as heretofore. 

This route and program give full epportunity for mechanical 
testing and all aerial and service experimentation. 

The cost for carrying mail by train is about 11 cents per ton- 
mile. They have brought the cost down to $2.00 per ton-mile 
in the air, taking all matter offered without regard to special 
rates of postage. 

It is claimed if the planes carry the full capacity of 1 ton 
that will reduce the cost per ton-mile to a little over 60 cents, 
six times the rail rate. The increased rate for this special 
service to be put in effect, it is alleged, will make the service 
self-sustaining, but that will depend upon there being enough 
of the special-rate mail to fill the planes to capacity. 
| The proposed New York to San Francisco program gives 
ample opportunity fer this sort of experiment. 


{After a pause.] The 
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Any extensions now to Boston or elsewhere have no impor- 


tanee, except to gratify local pride. That pride runs about as 





strong in one place as another, and many other Members here | 


are as keen to please as is my very 


valued colleague from 
Mussachusetts | Mr. DALLINGER]. 


This extension to Boston I oppose as the entering wedge. If 
ullowed, next will come demand from Detroit, Washington, 
hiladelphia, New Orleans, Minneapolis, Denver, San Diego, 
Seattle, and many other cities for such service, and if enough 
join together, there being strength in union, you have a new 
and very medern pork barrel on tap, 

The Treasury will not afford such sops to local pride while 
the service is as big a loser financially as at present. 

Think of the inconsistency of our passing this bill to-day, 
the day the most distinguished son of Massachusetts vetoes 
the postal sulary raise bill, correcting so many serious in- 
equalities and inadequacies in pay, vetoed because of a need 
to avoid extravagance. Think of our passing a bill this same 
day to extend the air service to the metropolis of the Presi- 
dent’s home State. 

Whatever may be the financial aid to be expected in this 
service from the people of Boston, there is nothing in the bill 
to prevent using a portion of that $2,750,000 appropriation. 
It is extravagance, not great in the beginning, but the forerun- 
ner of millious of waste if not stopped. Stop these extensions 
before they begin. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to suspend the fates and pass the 
bill. 

The question was taken: and the Speaker announced, in the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds did not vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Division, Mr. Speaker 

The House divided; and there were noes 128. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was rejected, 


ayes 75, 


PERSONAL PRIVILEGE 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. YOUNG. I ask permission to address the House for 
seven minutes. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker and colleagues, this is my last 
day of service in the House of Representatives. I want to say 
that 1 am just as fond of the Members of this House and just 
as reluctant about severing my relations with them as gwas the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GraHamM] who spoke so beauti- 
fully this morning. I want to say frankly that I was not a 
candidate for reelection, and I am leaving this House because 
I cun not afford to serve here longer on the salary paid to a 
Congressman. [Applause.] Our family is small, and as you all 
know, we live modestly. Notwithstanding this our expendi- 
tures have gone decidedly over my salary. If we had not saved 
up some money while I was practicing law before coming here 
I would have quit Congress long ago. That is the experience 
of many others. 

There are some things that people throughout the United 
States either overlook or are not familiar with in connection 
with what a Congressman must pay to live and his necessary 
outlays. In the first place, some of them forget that he must 
maintain two homes, one in his district and one in the city of 
Washington. They perhaps do not know that the living costs 
at the Capital are very much higher than they are in practi- 
cally all the districts represented in the House. A Congressman 
must entertain more in Washington than in his home district. 
This is expected on account of the position he holds and it is 
really necessary. The daily sessions of the House are much 
longer than they are generally thought to be, averaging over 
five hours a day, and the departments of the Government are 
very much further separated from our offices than is generally 
thought. The nearest department is over a mile from my 
office, others are 2 and 3 miles away. Now those two 
things coupled together make it necessary either for a Con- 
gressman to keep an automobile and stand the expense of the 
upkeep of it or pay a very substantial amount for taxi hire. 
There are a number of small items I might give you that in 
themselves do not look large but taken together really run into 
quite a large amount. I only mention two or three of them. 
The subscriptions for church and charity and for other things 
of that kind that a man makes in his home district must be very 
largely duplicated when he comes to the city of Washington. It 
is necessary for one to subscribe for a large number of home 
papers if he wants to keep up with what is going on there and 
understand the conditions of his district. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


| New York.” 


He must also pay a very substantial income tax on a salary 
that is not big enough to pay his expenses here. I might give 
a number of other illustrations of that kind. 

I think it is very proper to put in election costs as a proper 
part of a Congressman’s’ expenses. If they are not. 1t meuns 
that a poor man can not aspire to serve in this House; only 
men of means can aspire to serve in this House if you say elec- 
tion expenses are not a proper part of a Congressman’s 
outlay. 

Again, a man without money saved up for a rainy day 
ought to carry a very substantial amount of life insurance. 
Congressmen who are either only breaking even or going 
behind are the very ones who ought to carry enough life insur- 
ance to protect their families, and that costs considerable 
money. A former Member from Georgia, William Schley 
Howard, said that the average Congressman was only three 
minutes ahead of the sheriff. [Laughter.] I think that is 
largely true. I venture this assertion, that a Congressman must 
either run behind or take the hazard of leaving his family pen- 
niless at the time of his death and also subject to other hard- 
ships not experienced before they came down to Washington. 

As a general prineiple of sound government the salary of a 
Congressman should be suflicient so that any man of character 
and ability, without regard to his means, can aspire to become 
a candidate for Congress or to remain in Congress. Of course, 
I feel quite sure that you are not likely to vote to raise your 
own Salaries, preferring to submit to hardships. Still, I 
believe that if you do not do this, you are going to do an 
injustice to your families and you are going to prevent many 
men of real worth from coming here who might otherwise 
aspire to come here for service n this House. [Applause.] 

Now, I want to make this suggestion to you: I do not want 
any of you gentlemen to pay any hotel bills in New York after 
this. [Laughter and applause.] For that purpose I want you 
to write down my address, which is “641 Washington Street, 
{ Applause. ] 

Mr. BARKLEY. What was it? 


I did not catch it. [Laugh- 


| ter. ] 


Mr. YOUNG. “641 Washington Street, New York.” 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Does that apply during the Democratic 
Convention? |Laughter.] 

Mr. YOUNG. It surely does. 

After having served in Congress for almost 12 years, I want 
to say that I have only two ambitions left. First, I want to 
make a good judge [applause], and second, I want to put all 
the big hotels in New York out of business. [Laughter and 
applause.] Gentlemen, I thank you very much for the many 
courtesies you have extended to me. I shall be your friend for 
all time. You will always have a warm place in my heart. 
God bless you all. [Applause, the Members rising. ] 

Mr. OLDFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for three minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. Mr. Speaker, after several years’ service 
on the Committee on Ways and Means with the distinguished 
gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Youne], I want to say that 
I bespeak the feeling of every member of that committee, and 
especially those on the Democratic side, when I say that we 
hate very much co lose him from that committee. [Applause.] 

Mr. Youne was a faithful member, one of the most hard- 
working men on the committee. He worked in season and out 
of season for the things he believed in. He was conscientious 
in that work, and I, for one, want to say that I shall miss him 
a very great deal indeed. I know that he has the good wishes 
of every member of the committee, and I feel sure he has the 
good wishes of every Member of this House. [Applause.] We 
shall always give him the glad hand when he sees fit to visit 
the House and to visit us personally. We regret that he is to 
go. [Applause.] 

EXPENSES OF A SELECT COMMITTEE 


Mr. MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York presents a 
privileged report from the Committee on Accounts, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution (H. Res. 336) authorizing the select committee ap- 
pointed under House Resolution 325 to employ stenographic and 
other assistance, and for other purposes 


Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee, authorized under the pro- 
visions of H. Res. 325, adopted May 23, 1924, to make inquiry into 
the official conduct of William E. Baker, United States district judge 
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‘ sis | 
for the northern distriet of West Virginia, is hereby authorized to | 
employ such stevographic, legal, and clerical assistance as it may | 


deem necessary 


Resolved further, That all expenses incurred by said committee un- 


der the provisions of H. Res. 325, including the expenses of such com- 
ttee or al subcommittee thereof when sitting outside of the Dis | 
trict of Columbia, shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
I of Representatives on youehers; ordered by said committee, | 
signed by the chairman of sald committee, and approved by the Com- | 
mittee on Accounts, evider 1 by the signature of the chairman 
thereof: P ided, however, That the total of expenditures authorized 


by this resolution shall not exceed the sum of $5,000. 


With committee amendments as follows: 


Amend the title by striking out the words “select committee ap 
pointed under HU. Res. 820" and insert the words “ Judiciary Commit 
? ¢ , | 
Page 1, e 2, strike out the figures “23” and insert the figures 
“99 
Page 1, line 6 rike out both the commas and the word “ legal.’ 


Page 1, line 13, strike out the first comma and the word “ ordered” 

nsert tl word “ submitted.’ 

Vage 2, line 5, strike out the figures “ $5,000” and insert “* $2,500 

Mr. MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
committee amenaments. 

The SPEAKDPR. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendments 

The committee amendments were agreed to 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu 
tion as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

ADDITIONAL CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON ALCOHOLIC LIQUOB TRAFFIC 

Mr. MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I present another privi- 
leged resolution from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York presenis a 
privileged resolution from the Committee on Accouuts, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 345 

Resotved, That the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic be au 
thorized to employ a clerk for this session of the Sixty-eighth Con 
gress, appointment to be made by the chairman of the committee 
Compensation is to be at the rate of $100 per month from date of 
employment, and is further authorized to have such printing done as 
it may require. | 


Resotved further, That the committee or such subcommittees it | 
may designate shall have leave to sit during sessions of the Llouse 


during the Sixty-eighth Congress and during the recess of that Con- 
gress, and may hold its sessions at such places as the committee may 
determine. 


With the following committee amendment: 


On page 1, line 1, strike out all of the resolution after the word 
“Resolved” and insert the follewing: 


“That the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic is hereby authorized | 
to employ clerical assistance at compensation not exceeding $100 per | 
month until January 1, 1925, to be paid ont of the contingent fund of 
the House. Said committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is hereby 
granted leave to sit during any recess of Congress and to hold its ses- 
sions outside of the Distriet of Columbia.” 


Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MacGREGOR. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. The House is going to adjourn in 45 min- 
utes. This is June 7, 1924, and the Congress will net meet | 
again until December, 1924. This committee during this en- | 
tire Congress has been without a clerk, it has been without an 
assistant clerk, and yet now, when we are adjourning and 
going home, the committee is trying to pass a resolution to | 
grant this committee during the recess both a clerk at $100 and 
an assistant clerk at $100. 

Mr. MacGRBEGOR. Oh, no; there is no clerk. 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, it says “clerical assistance” which 
weans a clerk and an assistant elerk. 

Mr. MacGREGOR. No; it does not. 

Mr. BLANTON. What does it say? 

Mr. MacGREGOR. A temporary clerk. 

Mr. BLANTON. What is the difference between a tem- 
porary clerk and a clerk? They are going to draw the money. 

If the gentleman will yield further, I do not see how in the 
world the gentleman can go to the country on economy when 
he is going to give two swivel-chair jobs bere until the Congress 
meets again. This temporary clerk and this temporary assistant 








clerk will have nothing in the world to ds nad I dare s , 
will not be a member of this eom tte "i ‘ ™ 
until December; and there is no ? » to me 

I want to sav this: 1 if he gentle : m ¢'} ru MM 
RATHBON! l, aided by his subecommitte a leur members, His 
held exhaustive hearings on this very s ject L ie : “uo 
m 4 9 for the |! >t . weeks 

Mr. CABLE. Will the Fenliemun Tronh LeXAS 

Mr. M AcGREGOR, I have the floor. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am speaking by sufferance nd I am 
Simply trying to take up some of the time of tl Liouse 

| cause otherwise it would eost the peopie of the co ry some 
money, as other bills would he passed. 

1 hope the House will not pass th ] lt hope I 
shall get a chance to meet some Republican gs] er ¢ ’ 
hustings this sum mer and call attention to a lot « e fool 

| propositions that this House has been voting on here Chisisa 
fool proposition, and I hope it will not ] 

Mr. HILL of Maryland Will the gentle n from Ne York 
vield? 

Mr. MacGREGOR ¢ 

Mr. HILL of Marvland Just how many times has th i- 
mittee met during this session of Congress? 

Mr. MacGREGOR. I bave no official i rmwation, and T with 
call on the chairman to answer that. 

Mr. CABLE Will the gentleman yield to me? 


Mr. MacGREGOR. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio iC'ries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!’’] 
Mr. CABLE. The Committee on Alcohotic Liquor Traiilic 
has come to life; and I am in favor of the passage of this 
resolution, and I hope you will put it through 


Mr. UILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CABLE. No; TI will not vield 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. How many mes has this com 


mittee met? It has not met once during the whole session, 
and it has not met once for five vears 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I was a member of that committee 
24 vears ago, and it has not met sinee 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The question was taken: and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Caste) there were—ayes 91, noes 96 

So the committee amendment was rejected 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for reeognition 
an amendment. . 

I offer an amendment, Mr. Speaker, to the resolution, on 
page 1, line 2, strike out all r the word “ traffic” and insert 
the amendment which I send to the desk 

Mr. SABATH. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. The resolu- 
tion was defeated, was it not 


to offer 


Mr. CABLE No: the vote was on the amendment 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan offers 


im 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Crawro Strike out, om page 1, line 2, 
all after the word “traflic” and insert the following Is hereby 
authorized to employ clerical assistance at ympensation not exceed- 
ing $100 per month until January 1, 1925, to be paid out of the con- 


tingent fund of the Leuwse. Said eemmittee or subcommittee 


thereof is hereby granted leave t t during a 


to ly recess of Congress 
and to hold its sessions eutside of the District of Columbia, 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
against the amendment that the amendment is just exactly the 
language that the House has just voted down. It provides 
for the same things, and the House has already passed on that 
by a decisive vote. 

Mr. CRAMTON. No; I left out several words that were in 
the other amendment. 

Mr. KVALE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I have not the floor 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair the point of order ts 
well taken. 

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the 
amendment, 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I still have the floor. I do 
not want to take time to argue the point of order. I offer a 
further amendment which I will not take the time of the House 
to write out, but | want to provide ir this amendment—— 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I have a preferential motion. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I have the floor. 

Mr. BLANTON. I have a preferential motion. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is out of order. 
The gentleman from Michigan offers an amendment, which the 
Clerk will report. 

fle Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. CraAmMTON: Page 1, line 1, strike out 
all the resolution after the word ‘“ Resolved” and insert the fol- 
low ne: 

Phat the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic is hereby author- 
isd to employ clerical assistance at compensation not exceeding 
$110 per month until February 1, 1925, to be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of the Llouse 
is hereby granted leave to sit during any recess 


Said committee or any subcommittee thereof 
of Congress and to 


hold its sessions outside of the District of Columbia.” 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order 
against the amendment that it in substance provides just 
exactly what the House has already voted down. 

The SVEAKER,. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, I offer a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman suid he had a preferential 
motion, 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, 1 have a preferential motion. Mr. 
Speaker, [ move to strike out the resolving clause of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. 
that purpose. 

Mr. BLANTON, This is a House resolution and has a resolv- 
ing clause, and I move to strike out the resolving clause. 

Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded the floor 
for that purpose. 

fhe SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is a_ preferential 
motion. 

Mr. CRAMTON. It would be preferential in consideration, 
but would not take me off the floor, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan wish 
to debate the amendment? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, this is a matter of 
some serious importance. The Committee on Alcoholie Liquor 


Speaker, I do not yield the floor for 


Traffic. whatever it may or may not bave done in the past, | 


has appointed a very capable subcommittee, which proposes 
between this and the reconvening of Congress to make a very 
careful survey of the effects of prohibition. The subcommittee 
has been appointed by the authority of the full committee. 
It is a capable committee, headed by my colleague from Michi- 
gan {Mr. Hupson], and associated with him are gentlemen of 
equal standing in the House 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman give us the names of the 
members of the committee? 

Mr. CABLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. UpsHaw, Mr. Kvate, Mr. Box, Mr. 
Appison Smiru, and Mr. Hupson, five Members. 

This committee has authorized a subcommittee, and the sub- 
committee has not asked a large amount of money. They are 
asking nothing for traveling expenses, nothing for any other 
purpose except the hiring of one clerk; and, whatever my word 
is good for, IT am glad to give it to the House that it is the in- 
tention that this committee will really work during these six 
months, and this clerk is all that the resolution asks for. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON, Yes. 

Mr. BEGG. Is it not a fact that the Senate has a committee 
which has been investigating this for a month, and if we pass 
this resolution it will be a duplication of work? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Not at all. The committee in the Senate 
is seeking to investigate the enforcement operations in the 
Treasury Department—some kind of personnel and efficiency 
service. This committee proposes to make a real survey of the 
result of the past four years of national prohibition. It is an 
important matter, and I hope every friend of prohibition will 
give his support to this resolution. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, this is nothing in the world 
but duplication. The Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic 
until recently has not held a meeting for five years. Just 
recently when it decided to look into this question, just when 
adjournment is in front of us, it comes in with a resolution 
wanting a clerk and an assistant clerk. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. RaruBone], aided by the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. Girson], and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Beers], and myself, have just held an exhaustive investiga- 
tion on this subject for the last six weeks. We made recom- 
mendations to Congress, and the work of this committee would 
be nothing: but duplication. I understand the same work is 
being done in the Senate. I do not think you can go to the 
country with any such proposition as this when the gentleman 


~ 





from Georgia [Mr. UpsHaw] will be in New York attending the 
convention, when the gentleman from Michigan will be in 
Michigan on the hustings, and when other members of the com- 
mittee will be scattered over the United States; you do not 
want them spending the money of the people on junketing 
trips with a clerk and an assistant clerk. 

Mr. MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 
tion on the resolution and all amendments thereto. 

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I want to offer an 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from New York has 
moved the previous question. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. BLAN'TON. Mr. Speaker, I made a motion to strike out 
the resolving clause. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas said he was go- 
ing to make the motion but he did not make it. The Chair re- 


fused him recognition. 


Mr. BLANTON. 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. 
Reporter's notes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Iam sure that the Speaker wants to be fair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair just said he would ascertain the 
fact from the Reporter’s notes. 

Mr. SNIQLL. The gentleman from Michigan had the floor and 
did not yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

The SVLAKER. As the Chair remembers it, the gentleman 
from Texas said he wished to make a preferential motion. He 
had ho right to be recognized at that moment. Later when the 
gentleman was recognized the Chair does not remember that he 
made the motion again. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
print in the Recorp a letter from the Department of Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to print in the Recorp a letter from the Department of 
Agriculture. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES. Reserving the right to object, who is the letter 
from? 

Mr. HAUGEN. 


The Chair recognized me and I made the 


The Chair will ascertain the fact from the 


Charles J. Brand, who served in the de- 


| partment. 





Mr. BANKHEAD. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the Reporter 
that the gentleman from Texas did make the motion to strike 
out the enacting clause. So the question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Texas to strike out the resolving clause. 

The question was taken: and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. CRAMTON) there were 153 ayes and 88 noes. 

Mr. CRAMTON,. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands the 
yeas and nays. As many as are in favor of taking the ques- 
tion by yeas and nays will rise. [After counting.] Nine 
Members have arisen, not a sufficient number, and the yeas and 
nays are refused. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO WAIT UPON THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the committee appointed 
on the part of the House to wait upon the President of the 
United States and inquire whether he has any further com- 
munication to make to Congress, have performed that duty, 
and have the honor to report that the President has informed 
us that he has no further communication to make. 

SOLDIERS’ BONUS 


Mr. CROSSER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks on the revenue question and adjusted 
compensation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CROSSER. Mr. Speaker, the nature and source of 
the opposition to the soldiers’ compensation bill, sometimes 
called the bonus bill, does not surprise me. When the young 
men of the country were being drafted to be sent across the 
sea to fight on the fields of France and Flanders there were 
none who talked so much about the reward these boys should 
have as the class of men who now oppose giving them a 
trifling sum as compensation for their loss of wages, for the 
discomforts they suffered, and for the danger they incurred. 
I remember well the report of speeches made by the repre- 
sentatives of great commercial and industrial institutions at 
the departure of the boys from almost every town in the land. 
I recall, too, that in Congress the Representatives of the great 
financial centers of the country waxed eloquent in a like man- 
ner. All these speeches, after eulogizing the soldiers who were 
going to fight on foreign fields for America, generally closed 
by saying, “Go; God bless you; and when you come back you 
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will receive your reward from a grateful people. The fat of 
the land will be yours. Your jobs will be waiting for you, 
aye, better jobs and better pay, for you go to fight for our 
cause.” But now what do we find? 
the ones who speak sneeringly of capitalizing patriotism. 
These men, most of whom never were in any danger them- 
selves, now tell the boys who risked their lives that they must 
be content with the reward of glory. I am not greatly sur- 


These same people are | 


prised, for I understand the mind of the patrioteer, who is | 


always willing to talk big when some one else does the 
fighting. 

What, I ask, is unfair in the proposal to pay the boys in 
part the loss they suffered in wages or their disturbed busi- 
ness career while they risked their lives, their health, and 
their comfort for the Nation as a whole? We are told that it 
is “elass legislation.” 
ment during the war guaranteed to the wheat producers of 
America $2.20 a bushel for wheat. Did we hear this same 
crowd prating about class legislation when the Government 
poured millions into the coffers of the railroads as an adjust- 
ment of their compensation? Did we hear these gentlemen 
yowl about class legislation when, several years ago, the Gov- 
ernment in effect guaranteed the railroads a fixed income on 
their stocks? No; we heard nothing of “class legislation” in 
those cases; but when we propose to pay the soldiers just 
a little toward making up the loss suffered on account of the 
war, then we hear the wail that it is “class legislation.” 

Hugh K. Martin, State adjutant of the American Legion of 
Ohio, stated the case well in the letter cominenting on the 
President’s veto when he said: 

Because the Government saw fit to draft a minority of the people it 
thereby created a class which served the whole people, and now be 
cause of the service that class, created by the Government itself, is to 
be penalized because it is not a majority of the whole people. 

Mr. Coolidge refers to the proposed bonus as a gratuity. This, of 
course, means that nothing was done by the ex-service men to merit 
this little insurance policy. How soon are services forgotten? The 
service men had nothing to do with fixing their compensation while in 
the service. But because a man renders a service which is needed in 
ah emergency at a wage far below that of the lowest-paid laborer is no 
reason for regarding a subsequent partial adjustment as a gratuity or 
gift which is doled out as charity. If this is a gratuity, then the 
service of these men was a gratuity exacted by the Government from a 
class rather than from the whole people. 


“Class legislation,” when the Govern- | 


| $300,000,000 per year for the next four or five years 
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of the efforts of this Congress to enact such legislation and so 
much prejudice created in the minds of the people against the 
hew law that it will be no easy task to present its merits. How- 
ever, I have confidence in the sober second thought of the 
American people and feel comident that hen the truth is 


| known they will find that this law will materially lighten the 


1 


heavy burden of Federal taxation of the 
is otherwise a good law. 


est number and 


mi eil 


It was found before the present Congress assembled that 
under the operations of the existing revenue laws there would 
be a surplus in the Treasury amounting to something over 


This made 
a reduction of Federal taxes necessary, as there should never 
be collected more money from the people than is necessary to 
pay the expenses of a government economically administered. 
Before going to the merits of the new tax law I desire to men- 
tion several preliminary matters which will pave the way to a 
clearer understanding of its provisions 

The money required for this purpose is derived from duties 
collected at the customhouses on goods brought into this coun- 
try. The revenue from that source for the fiscal year of 1923 
amounted to $562,000,000, in round numbers The other source 
is trom income and excise taxes. The largest item in this class 
is the tax collected from incomes. In 1922 the Government 
received over $2,000,000,000 from incomes and profits, but it fell 


to $1,691,000,000 for the year 1923, So it will be seen that prac- 


| meet the expenses of the war. 


tically two-thirds of the money required to support the General 
Government is derived from income and profit taxes 

The income and excise taxes were levied and increased to 
Some of them had been reduced 
in 1921 and 1928. The excise taxes are very simple, but the 


|} income tax is more complicated It covers the incomes of 


| 


The time was, in the Middle Ages, when a vassal owed his life to his | 
overlord and was to receive no compensation for it. This was not only | 


an injustice but it created many wars between barons, because fighting 
material was available and was so cheap. 


The President, in his message vetoing the measure, says: 
Patriotism which is bought and paid for is not patriotism. 


Was that the kind of argument, was that the kind of speech, 
which was delivered to the young men boarding the trains to 
leave for France and Flanders? We all know that it was not 
the kind of talk they heard. Apparently the President himself 
did not always think so, for on July 3, 1919, he sent a letter to a 
Mr. Macdonald, apparently believing at the time that he was 
greatly honoring Mr. Macdonald by giving him as a memento 
the instrument by which the then Goy. Calvin Coolidge, of 
Massachusetts, had signed a so-called Massachusetts bonus law. 
The following is a copy of that letter: 

THe COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSBTTS, 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, STATEHOUSB, 
Boston, July 3, 1919. 
Mr. KENNETH MACDONALD, Jr., 
17 Capen Street, Dorchester, Mass. 
Dear Mr. MACDONALD: I take great pleasure in handing you herewith 


a quill with which I have to-day signed an act “ to provide suitable 


recognition of those residents of Massachusetts who served in the | 


Army and Navy of the United States during the war with Germany.” 
Very truly yours, 
CALVIN COOLIDGE, 


Mr. Speaker, it is a real pleasure, a genuine satisfaction to 
mt, to support the bill giving to the young men who served their 


country something to make up for the loss they suffered during | 


the war, little as it is, compared with their total loss. 
FEDERAL TAX REDUCTION 


Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp on tax reduction. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to discuss the question of 
tax reduction. I realize that there has been so much criticism 





individuals, partnerships, and corporations. I shall refer to 


| some of the provisions as to individuals. 


There are two kinds of taxes on the income of the individual 
combined into one. The one is called a normal tax and the 
other a surtax. The normal tax is a certain rate levied on all 
of the income of an individual above his credits or exemption 
and deductions. The surtax is a tax in addition to the normal 
tax. In the present new law it does not begin until the income 
exceeds $10,000 and is graduated up step by step to 40 per cent 
on incomes in excess of $500,000. It is Important to keep the 
point in mind that there are no surtaxes on any sum under 
$10,000. It is also important to remember that the returns of 
1921 showed there were over 6,000,000 persons with incomes 
under $10,000 in the United States. In 1922 this number was 
3,417,626. 

Under the amendment of 1923 the normal tax was 4 per cent 
on the first $4,000 above the credits and 8 per cent on incomes 
in excess of that sum. Under the law of 1921 for the years 
1922 and thereafter the surtax started with 1 per cent at 
$6,000 and was graduated up to 50 per cent on incomes in excess 
of $200,000. 

For the purpose of making comparisons I shall take the pro- 
visions which relate to the head of a family or a married person 
living with husband or wife. Of course, there are many other 
payers. A married person under the new law is allowed an 
exemption of $2,500, and if the income is less than that no 
income taxes would have to be paid. In case there are children 
under 18 years of age there is also allowed an exemption of 
$400 for each child. 

In addition to this an individual is also allowed to deduct 
from his income expenses in carrying on any trade or business, 
including salaries and traveling expenses, rents paid, interest 
paid, ordinary State and local taxes, losses in trade or business 
not covered by insurance, worthless debts, reasonable allow- 
ance for wear and tear of property used in business, gifts for 
religious, charitable, literary, and educational purposes, and 
amounts paid to posts of war veterans, lodges, and so forth. 

The statement that it would be necessary to reduce Federal 
taxes to the approximate amount of $300,000,000 naturally 
excited a great deal of interest among the people who were 
groaning under the heavy load of local and State taxation. 
Everybody was in favor of reduction and many overlooked the 
point of how the reduction should be made. Besides this, many 
of the large income-tax payers who desired most of the recduc- 
tion to apply to the higher surtaxes took advantage of this 
general desire to reduce taxes and started a flood of propaganda 
in favor of their plan. When the true facts are learned us to the 
merits of the new law people will see what an attempt was 
made to mislead them by certain selfish interests of the country. 

It will be well for the people to remember what a long fight 
they had to make in order to bring about an income tax law, 
so that those having large incomes should pay their just share 
of the expense of the Government which protects them. The 
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first law was passed in 1894. It was held void by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

(he matter was agitated and strongly opposed until 1912, 
when an amendment was finally proposed to the legislatures of 


t several States. It was ratified and 
Constitution in February, 1913 


declared a part of the 
This gave Congress power to 


le a tux on incomes. Under the authority of the amendment 
Congress enneted an income tax law, which went into effect in | 
October, 1918. It has been changed at different times since 
then. The large financial interests did not like the law and 
that explains mus of their activity in the recent contest. 


They wanted to reduce their surtaxes 50 per cent and only re- 
duce those having im under ten theusand 25 per cent. 
Jt is my opinion that it is the ultimate purpose of these interests 
to finally overthrow the surtax tax and substitute a sales tax 
in its place. This would shift most of the burden of Federal 
taxation to the shoulders of the common people. For it would 
be a tax on what a person uses or consumes instead of on his 


ores 


income 
Che Constitution wisely provides that such bills as the one to 


reduce taxes must originate in the House of Representatives. 
That seemed to be overlooked in this instance. Our fathers 
no doubt thought that the Members of the House, being the 


most numerous body and elected every two years, could be bet- 


ter intrusted with the power of originating laws for reducing 
their taxes than any other department of the Government. 
Of course, the President, the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
every other person in the country has the right to make sug- 


gestions to Congress, but in the end its Members must use their 
own judgment. They are answerable to the people who sent 
them here, and to no one else, and they can not shift that 
responsibility to any department of the Government. 

I desire to refer to the facts in relation to the new tax law. 


‘which the net income exceeded $8,009. 


25 per cent, or one-fourth. It proposed to retain many of the 
nuisance taxes and failed to provide for a reduction on the 
taxes of 1923, payable in 1924. 

The advocates of the “ Mellon plan” while contending that it 
would release capital for investment in industries seemed to 
overlook the fact that a reduction on the millions hay- 
ing incomes under $10,000 would also release capital for the 
sume purpose and be a direct benefit to a greater number by 
a general diffusion of the benefits of reduction. The new law 
should release something like $183,200,000 of normal taxes on 
the taxpayers with incomes less than ten thousand for the first 
year. That ought to do some good. No good reason was given 
why Congress should ignore the large body of. taxpayers and 
make such a discrimination against them in the reduction. 

Soon after the Melion plan was reported to the House the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER] offered what was after- 
wards termed the “ Garner plan.” It cut the normal taxes on 
individuals as follows: Two per cent above the credits on the 
first $5,000; 4 per cent on the next $3,000; and 6 per‘cent by 
He proposed the sur- 
taxes should be as follows: One per cent from $12,000 to 
$14,000, and then the rate is graduated up until it reached 
44 per cent on net incomes exceeding $92,000. His plan raised 
the exemption of a single person from $1,000 to $2,000 and a 
murried person or head of a family from $2,500 to $3,000. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen] offered an amend- 
ment which was like the Mellon plan with the exception of 1 
per cent difference on incomes exceeding $100,000. This was 
rejected in the House in the Committee of the Whole by a vote 
of 152 for and 244 against. This was a test vote on the Mellon 


| plan in the Committee of the Whole, and was rejected by a ma- 


Tt is always well for the people to withhold final opinion on any | 


piven public question until both sides can be heard and until 
it can be considered what interest the proponents of any given 
pilin may have in it. Because certain leaders and great news- 
papers say a thing is so does not make it so if it is wrong. Mr. 
Lincoln illustrated this point by this homely illustration: He 
asked, “If you call a sheep’s tail a leg, how many legs will it 


have?” The listener answered, “Five.” “No,” sald he, “ it | 
has only four. Calling a sheep's tail a leg does not make it | 
so.’ The voter must get the facts and follow his own judg- 


ment and censcience on public questions. If be has all of the 
fucts he come to his own conclusion. I am sometimes 
amused at some public men in giving their conclusions instead 
of giving the public the facts. The writings of Jefferson and 
Lincoln demonstrate that they were very careful to give all 
of the facts before they asked the people to aceept their con 
clusions. They had confidence in the-people and believed if 
they were given the facts they would reach the right conelusion. 


can 


Before the Ways and Means Committee of the House had 
time to prepare a bill for tax reduction the Secretary of the 
Wreasury sent one to it. It embodied what was afterwards 
known as the “ Mellon plan.” The committee began to con- 
sider this plan, and finally reported a bill to the House con- 
taining substantially the same provisions as the “ Mellon plan.” 
The propaganda entirely overlooked the unfair provisions of this 
bill and the interests of the over 6,000,000 taxpayers who paid 
in 1921 on sums under $10,000. A majority of the Members of 
the House thought they should at least be allowed to examine 
the bill before acting on it. 

These Members recalled how a previous Congress had re- 
penied the excess-profits tax on corporations; that during the 
four years of the war these corporations so relieved made over 
$30,000,000,000 over and above the excess-profits taxes. About 
$19,000,000,000 of this was made by 1,000 corporations, among 
the largest being the Steel Trust, Powder Trust, Standard Oil 
Trust, and Bethlehem Steel Trust. These Members thought it 
was about time to reduce the taxes on the over 6,000,000 having 
incomes in 1921 of less than $10,000. This is why they have 
been criticized so severely. After all of the argument in the 
Hiouse the simple question which remained and which over- 
shadowed all others was whose taxes should be reduced. 

It seemed to me that a majority of the House was in favor of 
reducing taxes to the lowest possible limit consistent with the 
needs of the Treasury, but the reduction should not be limited 
to any class, but benefit the greatest number. 

The “ Mellon plan” as reported to the House contains some 
yery good provisions. The principal objection to it was that it 
proposed to reduce the surtaxes of the some 172,859 from 50 per 
cent to 25 per cent, er one-half, while it reduced the nor- 
mal tax of the class of over 6,000,000 taxpayers in 1921 only 


jority of 92 votes. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear} 
offered a substitute for the Garner plan, but it was rejected. 
It started the surtaxes at 1 per cent at over $6,000 and gradu- 
ated up to 50 per cent on exceeding $200,000. Finally the 
Garner plan was substituted for the Mellon rates in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole by a vote of 221 for and 196 against. When 
the bill was reported back to the full House the gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. Hawtey] offered the Mellon plan as an amendment 
to the “ Garner plan,” and it was rejected by a vote of 153 for 
to 261 against. This was a yea-and-nay or record vote. On 
this vote 66 Republicans when their names were called voted 
against the Mellon rates. 

Then the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LonewortrH] offered a 
substitute for the Garner plan. The rates for the normal tax 
were 2 per cent on the first $4,000, 5 per cent on the next 
$4,000, and 6 per cent above that. It previded a surtax of 
three-fourths of the following: Two per cent beginning at $10,000 
and graduated up to 374 per cent on incomes exceeding $200,000. 
This substitute carried on a record vote with 216 for and 199 
against. It will be noted that the highest rate in the “ Garner 
plan” was 44 per cent above $92,000 and the highest rate in 
the “ Longworth plan” was 37} per cent above $200,000. The 
Longworth rate at $92,000 was 33 per cent. ‘This shows that 
the highest Longworth surtax rate was 1] per cent below the 
Garner rate. The bill with the Longworth amendment finally 
passed in the House by a record vote of 408 for and only 8 
against. The bill was sent to the Senate, and after some 
changes was finally agreed to in conference, and finally the 
Senate passed it by a vote of 60 for to 6 against, and it passed 
in the House by a vote of 376 for to 9 against. The action 
of the Senate and conferees reduced the normal tax on the 
second $4,000 1 per cent to the benefit of the great number 
having incomes under $10,000 and otherwise improved the bill. 
It then went to the President, who signed it. 

What are some of the important provisions of this new law? 
It fixes the normal tax at 2 per cent on the first $4,000, 4 per 
eent on the next $4,000, and 6 per cent above that. It fixes the 
surtaxes as follows: One per cent beginning at $10,000 and 
graduated up to 40 per cent in excess of $500,000. These rates 
reduce the surtaxes on every taxpayer up to those having in- 
comes under $65,000 more than the Mellon plan. To ifustrate, 
the surtax under the Mellon rates on incomes of $64,000 is 
$6,340, and under the new law it will be the same, It is true 
that as to the some 6,100 persens having incomes above $65,000 
per year, they will have to pay more surtaxes under the new 
law than under the Mellon plan. The scale really turns be- 
tween incomes of $67,000 and $68,000. However, they will have 
to pay much less surtax than under the old law. To illustrate: 


A person having an income of $100,000 paid surtaxes under 
the old law in the sam of $22,460, but under the new law he will 
pay $17,020; and under the eld law his normal tax was $7,680, 
and under the new law he will pay $5,597.50. Suppese we com- 
bine the normal and surtax under the old law on small incomes 
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and compare them with the Mellon plan and the new law and adopted. To put it in another for If 
see the result to the taxpayer. On an income of $10,000 under | been adopted every taxpayer in | t 
the old law he would pay $480, under the Mellon plan $337.50, | come of any sum under $65,000 we 
and under the new law $207.50. On an income of $25,000, under | taxes than he will ler the 1 “ 
the old law he would pay $2,560, under the Mellon plan | fact there are those who are sti el 
$1,877.50, and under the new law $1,607.50. On an income of | and calling the Mellon plar ‘ 
850,000, under the old law he would pay $8,640, under the | table gives the normal and surt: un 
Meflon plan $6,657.50, and under the new law $6,137.50. Let me | “ Mellon plan and under the vy law 
repeat again that the total taxes on every taxpayer having an | tables have bes used in wu me 
income of any sum below $65,000 will be less under the new | and I have not heard anyone dispute 
law than it would have been if the Mellon rates had been °* in it: 
Comparison of the Mellon plan and new law (act of 1924) tar plans with the act of 1991 (married person without endent he first #5 
balance unearned 
. | Amount of 1 ax under— Ar 
Number of persons making returns in each class for 1921 | Income | Old act of A New act 
1921 Mellon 5 1924 
$1, 000. 00 
DED CE cccictiiatth cc ctaniniiineneiniseninipetansseitipninas 2° 000.00 |... . 
2, 000. 00 | $20.00; $1 cc 
| 4, 000. 00 | 60. 00 3. 7 
} , 000. 00 | 00. 00 } a 
a a a i ot A EP tS ach tale ait Ease | 6, 000. 00 0. 00 97. 0 7. 
| 7, 000. 00 10. 00 ¥ R7_ MD) ‘ ™ 
&, 000. 00 £20. OO 2 A) 12 ] 
9, GOD. 00 400. 00 2 0) lf 1). Of 
10, 000, 00 i500. OO ; 4 ‘Ay 40. (x 
| 11, 000. 00 60. OO 397. 50 ‘ 460. 00 
12, O00. 00 640. 00 457 ) 1 / ”) 
13, 000. 00 720. 00 oo 7 Loo 
14, 000. 00 800. 00 | 43 moO 
244 ee a a are 15, 000, 00 emi). Of) t 0) 40 ) 0 0 
, OO, OO YOO. UO t ( ) ) 
17, 000, 00 1, 040. 00 7 0 ‘ } ") 
18, 000. 00 1, 120. 00 ss ) 67 ) ”) 
¥, 000. 00 1, 200. 00 . ) a00 
0, 000, 00 1, 280. 00 | oe )} 44 mn) 
21, 000. 00 1. 340. 00 | Q9g i, | &! ) OO 
») O00. 00 1, 440. 00 10 50 | a} ) 600. Of 
, 000. 00 ] 20. 00 | 11 0 | 97 ) 40. O00 
24, OOO, 00 1, 600. OO 1.1 “0 | 1, & ) 780. 00 
25, 000, 00 1, 680. 00 1.2 nO | 1, OW } RAD OO 
is ca tides eect iti ath chase cg- ac enis hnig cn adi cee talaga } 2¢ 0. 00 |} 1, 760. 00 1. 20 0 | 1.1 ) Onn OO 
a ee eS eae ee eae oe Ce ye ee 27, WOU, 00 1, 840. 00 | 1. 0 1.2 0 1, O90, 
2s. (U0. OO 1, 920. 00 | 1,41 1,2 ) 1, 200, 00 | 
| 29, 000. 00 2 000.00 | 1, 477. 50 l { I , 00 
30, 000: 00 2, 080. 00 | 1. ) 1. 397.50 1, 440. 00 | 
| $1, 000, 00 2, 160. 00 | 1, 597. 50 1, 45 1. 570. 00 | 
2, 000. 00 2, 240. 00 1, 657 0 | l on 
| 3, O00, OO 2, 320. 00 l ) | 4) 1s ” 
} 34, 000. 00 2, 400. 00 | 1, 777 o | 1, f 0 | 2, 000. 00 
a ee 35, 000, 00 2, 480. UO 1,83 0} 1, 697. 50 2, 150. OO 
$6, VOD. OO | 2, 500. OO | 1, 8Y ) 1,7 Av} 2, 300. Of 
37, 000. 00 | 2 640. 00 | 1, 957. 50 1. 817.50 | 2 460. 00 
38. 000. 00 | 2, 720. 00 | 2, 017. 50 1, 877. 50 | 2 620, 00 
} 39, 000. 00 | 2, SOO. 00 2, OF {) 1, 93 {) j 2 0). OO 
40, 000, 00 2, 880. 00 2, 137. 53O 1, WU7. 5O | 2, G60), OO 
411, 000. 00 | 2, 960. 00 | 2. 197. 2, 057. 5O } 3, 140, 00 
42, 000. 00 | 3, 040. 00 2, 257. 50 2, 117. 50 | 120. 00 
| $3, 000. 00 3, 120. 00 | 2, 0 2, 177. 50 | 3, 510. 00 | 
44, 000. 00 3, 200. 00 | 2, 50 2. 0 | ’. 700. 00 
| 5, 000. 00 | 3, 280. 00 | 2, 0 2. in| 3, 900. 00 | 
6,051 .-.-.... eocrccwcwccnccnwcwerenencccocennncncencnncocsccncnssese= 46, 000. 00 3, 360. 00 2, 0 2, 357. 50 | 4, 100. 00 
47, 000. 00 3, 440. 00 2, 557. 50 2, 417. 50 | 4, 410. 00 | 
h 48, 000. 00 | 3, 520. 00 2, 617. 50 2, 477. 50 | 4, 520. 00 
49, 000. 00 | 3, 600. 00 2, § 2, 537. 530 4, 740. 00 
} 50, 000. 00 | 3, 680. 00 2. 2, nM 4, 960. 00 | 
if 51, 000. 00 3, 760. 00 - 2. ) | 5, 190. 00 | 
i} 52, 000. 00 3, 840. 00 2, 2, 0 | 5, 420. 00 | 
| 3, 000, 00 3, 920. 00 2 2, 50 | 5, 660. 00 | 
} 54, 000, 00 | 4, 000. 00 d 2, A) | 5, 00. 00 | 
; i} 53, 000. 00 | 4, 080. 00 2, 897. 50 | 6, 150. 00 
tS oe seeeese seeeereneseeeen n=: 1} 56, 000. 00 | 4, 160. 00 | 2, 957. 50 6, 400. 00 | 
57, 000. 00 | 4, 240. 00 | 3, 017. 50 6, 660. 00 | 
58, 000. 00 | 4, 320. 00 | 3, 977. 50 | 6, 920. 00 
|} 59, 000, 00 | 4, 400. 00 | 3, 137. 50 7, 190. 00 
60, 000. 00 | 4, 480. 00 | 3, 197. 50 | 7, 460. 00 | 
: 61, 000. 00 4 4, 560. 00 3. 257. 50 7,740. 00 | 
7 62, 000. 00 | 4, 640. 00 | 3, 317. 50 | &, 020. 00 | 
} 63, 000. 00 } 4, 720. 00 3, 377. 50 | 8, 310. 00 
: | 64, 000. 00 4, 800. 00 3, 437.50 &, 600. 00 | 
5 a< } 65, 000. 00 | 4, 880. 00 3, 497. 3 & G00. 00 | 
yy 2,240... --newennsecnes-------------- secceccce cecccece cvcccanoceescose | 66, 000. 00 4, 960. 00 3, 557. 50 9, 200. 00 
5 | 67, 000. 00 5, 040. 00 3, 617. 50 9, 510. 00 
: 68, 000. 00 5, 120. 00 | 3, 677. 50 | 9, 420. 00 
; } 69, 000. 00 5, 200. 00 3 | 10, 140. 00 
i 70, 000. 00 5, 280. 00 3, 797. 50 10, 460. 00 
4 | 71, 000. 00 5, 360. 00 3, 857. 50 | 10, 790. 00 | 
72, 000. 00 5, 440. 00 | 3, 917. 50 | 11, 120. 00 
- } 73, 000. 00 | 5, 520. 00 3, 97 ) 11, 460. 00 
i} 74,000. 00 | 5, 600. 00 4, 037. 50 11, 800. 00 
. 75, 000. 00 | 5, 680. 00 4, 12, 150. 00 | 
i 1,423. . -nccceeeeneeeerese--- Seecoesooorrcssoessss Sieeetoeastesesosorss | 76, 000. 00 5, 760. 00 4, 12, 500. 00 
77, 000. 00 | 5, 840. 00 4, 12, 860. 00 
78, 000. 00 | 5, 920. 00 4,‘ 13, 220. 00 | 
79, 000. 00 6, 000. 00 | 4, 13, 590. 00 | 
a0, 000. 00 | 6, 080.00 | 4, | 13, 960. 00 
81, 000. 00 6, 160. 00 | 4, 457. 50 | 14. 340. 00 | 
$2, 000. 00 6, 240. 00 | 4, 517. 53 | 14, 720. 00 | 
83, 000. 00 | 6, 320. 00 4, 577. 50 15, 110. 00 
$4, 000.00 | 6, 400. 00 | 4, 637. 50 15, 500. 00 
4 957 85, 000. 00 | 6, 480. 00 4, 697.50 } 15, 900. 00 
: conscssessoecooosese Sesccacesessosoosooocosesoocesosssscs seeeusees« 86, 000. 00 6, 560. 00 | 4, 757. 50 |} 16, 300. 00 
(| 87,000.00} — 6, 640. 00 | 4,817.50} 16,710.00 
| 8%, 000. 00 6, 720. 00 | 4, 877. 50 | 17, 120. 00 
89, 000. 00 | 6, 800. 00 | 4,937.50 } 17, 40. 00 
HL 90,000.00! — 6, 880. 00 | 4997.50! 17, 960.00 
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( Me ap 1 sct of 19 far plan th the act of 1921 (married person without dependents), the first $5,000 of all income to be deemed to be earned, 

balance unearned—Continued 
| | Amount of normal tax ler— Amount of surtax under— 
N r J 1 f 921 Income ee ini > a oe e: ae Pe | ie 
| Old act of ren tar, | New act of Old act of | Ne . New act of 
| 1021 | Metlon plan } 1924 | 1921 | Mieton pian 1924 
} ' | 
‘ ‘a a ecacatiiteiianinns SS onnniiaiamanil whine joo 
$91, 000. 00 $6, 960. 00 | | $18,300.00 | $11,050.00 $13. 870, 00 
i] 2, 000. 00 7, 040, 00 6,2 + >| 18, 820. 00 | 12, 130, 00 14, 200. 00 
43, 000, 00 7. 20. 00 | 5 7,5 E 50 19, 260. 00 | 12, 410, 00 14, 40. 00 
j 04, 000. 00 | 7, 200.09 | §, 377. 5 Ba 7. 50 | 19, 700. 00 | 12, 640. 00 14, 880. 00 
‘ } 95, 000. 00 | 7, 250. 00 5, 437. 5 5, 0 | 20, 150.00 | 12, 880. 00 15, 230. 00 
sagoegmescounanesenn qecnsee VeSSETesSeReSeasneseeraal® . Caan 7, 360. 00 wf a 50 | 20, 600. 00 13. 120. 00 15, 580. 00 
| 97, 000, 00 7, 440. 00 5, 557. 60 | 5, 417. 50 | 21. 060. 00 13. 360, 00 15, 940. 00 
| v&, 000. 00 | 7, 620.00 6 7. § 5, 477. | 21, 520. 00 | 13, 400, 00 16, 300. 00 
U4), GUO. 00 | 7, 600. 00 | 5, 677. 50 | é, 537. 50 ‘ moo oO 13, 84 00 16, 660, 00 
100, 000. 00 7, 0) 7 Yle 5,597.50 ©2, 460. 00 | 14, Of 17, 020. 00 
f 150, 000, 00 | 11, 680. 00 | x 0 | &, 507. 50 46, 460.00 | 26, ARO. 00 84, 520. 00 
eer aa t 200, 000, 00 15, 00 | 11, 737. 50 | 11, 597. 50 | 70. 960. 00 | 39. O80 54, 020. 00 
| eo, OUU, OO ly, WwW 14, 737. @ | 14, 597. 50 | , 960. 00 51, 580 om 73, 020, 00 
isis ceca iaueineibaeieaainieiendaiae ; O00, 00 23, 00 7 17, 59 | 120. 960. 00 64, 050 oo 92, 020. C0 
' 500, 660. 00 39, 680. 00 | 29, 597.50 | 220,960.00] 114, 080. 00 170, 020, 00 
isda eutbait icipechdeaasaiaainn 1, 000, GOV. 00 72, 680. 00 37 | 59, 597.50 | 470, 960. 00 | 239, 080. 00 370, 020. 00 
question but thet it will be fea that Geccwi~ = “" °° °#& & °» ~~ ~~”, sO 
lay better than the “ Mellon plan.” In short, th a bien nee | Total B Fos 
posed practically a 450 per cent cut for the large taxpayers, on | | number | Number | Number 
: “em ‘ “ie : ee | making | 1 benefited 
t ‘ \ e the millions having incomes under ten State | income- more by 
the | nile heen ven only 25 per cent reduction on | act of 
the of unearned incomes. The great injustice of the —— 
* Mell plan” can not be rightly understood without consid- | 
eri tl in 1921 there were over 6,000,000 having incomes | a ee . 
under ten thousand Inasmuch as the surtaxes begin at over a mot Setdeiieiiie tet one enencennee- 174] 249,973 
. -_ nneso 1 », » 
ten thousand, all of those under that would be vitally affected | } Fp Renee si ohare tonnnann na einenene manne | 5! 124 — 
and interested in the normal rates, If the Mellon rates had | Mis et coe jquastapcritedtade 106 | 172,413 
been adopted, this greut class would have only received a 25 | Montan OO ne enn e nn enn nen nnn ee | 4} 36, GOS 
seem eidieaiait tie cae sae ile ler the new | Nebraska tio lomi scan saiaiainaacijataatealiaee a 4} 71,839 
pel cent reduction on unearned incomes, while under the new Nevis a SS a 1 | 9.718 
law all incomes under the ten thousand are reduced more than | New Hampshire--..............22..2.-2....---2--- | 17} 32,393 
one-half as compared with the old rates. This point is made New BY <iips so vccnnkeiennesenenitetsnskakeaienl 274 | 268, 822 

: on = : | rae ae EE SS 1} 11,779 
plain by the following compurison: A A cl lata ee ei Pil piel | 2,050 | 1,084, 587 
a. ‘ es wnatenacdion ee devsnanicsieataietices UI I | 38 | 44,123 

Amou Ci ées TE MIs ie dnctaccinnacentchadignntencceueel | 1] 18, 439 

under— Oa a ee ere oa 270 | 366, 826 

N e ——! =i a a<k a Se i a ee ae 15 | 69, 366 

| Oregon : 18 | 62, 786 

' r ) & --—< eeeeeceree ee+ecccee is 

Act of 19 Act of 1924 | I Ia a a 833 620, 270 

10 5 eee ae meee ll Ee aan ees } 103 47, 954 

a rege, ht cee oe Oat 4s eee aetat a ee Te a a ek ead 6 25, 154 

$8000.” es ee ee ee ee ioe, 0 EE ON isicg cccnaeiniinstaddscawcnccdhianeuel 0| 21,681 

$4000 en. Of Sr ek, BD tinin ap stieknneinciantaviaawagumeniinca Cubana 19 | 60, 930 

$5,000 _ ie Ree os die aie Faia eas as 100 00 | 37. 50 | Eee ag onan nee nen nee n enn n nnn ~~ nen - oe - +2 eee eee oy 200, 122 

Pee ish ada en Meets te eee oe 160. 00 | 57. 50 | A ee lah ateheteateteteeieeteatetetetetette teeta 1 26,1 «é 

$7,000___.. See a aa eat Raa hae a Be ced 240. 00 87.50 | SOTTO. nn nen nnn enn nnn n nn - a= ee nnn een nnn ee 8 17, 733 

$8,000 390). OO 127. 50 | icicles wate toss esas akc canis ieon cada 21 76, 236 

ye eee ee ey eee ee ee ae mm | a W: ashington, includin NR aie eat 21 115, 667 
a0 000 d f 400. 00 | 167.50 

10.000 See ce ae ae ee a eee . 480. 00 | 207. 50 SN UI iv Sete niccnricoinendid bliin matcaeastnaaeaunatontaielical 38 75, 239 

ane See a ete eee ae ee Sek) LEE nied % tinsinn anion situs ceateiesicetaine aaueeaek te 7 148, 390 

ca aa POUND asthe ecatncncvelensatias tater een | 22, 409 

In Indiana there were 150,500 who made income-tax returns ~\— 

in 1921. All of this number will reeeive greater reductions PP npn civins cme cbbuniaidecikanniiniainine’ Te i ete ee 656, 067 

under the new law than under the “ Mellon plan,” except 52 of 


the largest taxpayers, 
“ Mellon plan.” 

The following table, which is correct, as it is compiled from 
the official figures of the Treasury Department and contained 
in statistics of income for the year 1921, shows the total num- 
ber of persons making income-tax returns in each State and 
how they are benefited more by the present law than they 
would have been by the Mellon plan: 


who would have profited more under the 















’ 
j 
‘ 
| Number | Number 
| mab benefited | benofite: i 
tate | income- | more by | | more “yg 
taxre- | Mellon act of 
|} turns, | pla nD 1924 
———— — — — ; —_—— | —— 
Alabama i i a ll aa a ie ele eae 43, 009 a | 25 42, 084 
Arizona lil ae tinianmieieeinendiiat die Siinaia lite tlaaat 1S 1 | 18, 476 
I: wines tien ti 50n$asesibeemnnnemtpaiine ae] § 33, 822 
California..._....-..- <: ciueanh lacaeadied enti tek eae ae es in 237 385, 845 
Colorado ih saints tines ini cieadicaet ssid inane 9, 6 25 69, 4 
Connecticut seis tienen tia esi x Tint n ialincaetitin ts <a ena 2 350 | 96 | 123, 17 
Delaware iniseacadiigaeetiaouhin secinasimaiiie . 15, S89 | 12 | 8 87 
OS eg Ee ee a 80, 966 | 6s 89, 898 
Florida Sainte ape innaappeiteneiendmaaemade 12, 249 14 | 42, 235 
Gooergia a rn ee 67,719 | a4 67, 695 
IIIT stun houdini lat cn lapel ctaadeadicase cnimieaiiaiel ina! | 11,481 2 | 11, 459 
UII |. ss asses Acoaaiees iun ehesialasinin alien waamsecdaaimenenaiainahial 22, 976 | 1 | 23, 975 
Iilinois nniciacnieaiaitilaniait ated sand uaaidvempenndmaaielnedlies 611, 558 | 537 | a 021 
Ind ise eosaphlnnne tina iebudaiisiamesiieeitan doen aicidgmmmieia eal i 0) §2 | 150, 248 
Iowa ani sanetnedalan : nihtetniindcctaginniall 111, 483 24 | 111, 459 
OE . .......nsuéijmiiamscauteubregnapnn sadedahaagiend | 88, 785 9 88, 776 
Kentuek y tintin aeplilatnhibtainincmandnmaniagil 69, 496 25 69, 471 
EE LE ae te a OLE 67, 960 4 67, 926 
Maine stadia ciacty io mneahy attatnediitian dialed amamnaneailids | 44,397 25 | 44, 372 
Maryland aa hn ie stntemeadbianenys 112, 963 109 112, 854 
DA RRSAIOAR co ciicd cavnnnictipadiemeineiondianalianso’ SSH, 442 505 387, 937 


! 


A glance at this table tells the whole story as to the relative 


| merits of the Mellon plan as compared with the new tax plan. 


| income. 





This is not all. Under the Mellon plan the personal exemp- 
tion of a married person or head of a family was $2,500 if the 
income did not exceed $5,000, but if it exceeded the latter the 
exemption was only $2,000. Under the new law an exemption 
of $2,500 is given in all eases regardless of the amount of the 
This will be a great benefit to the millions of tax- 
payers having incomes under $10,000. They constitute the 
great body of those making returns. Besides this, the original 
Mellon plan as submitted to the committee did not contain any 
provision for the relief to taxpayers for the year 1923, payable 
in 1924. The Ways and Means Committee in the House added 
such a provision allowing a horizontal reduction of 25 per 
eent on the returns for 1923 made in 1924. This provision is 
a part of the new law, and it reaches back and gives the tax- 
payer a reduction on his income of last year. The taxpayer 
who has been told that the new law was not a good law will 
not be much impressed with that statement when he gets this 


| reduction on paying his taxes this year. 


Another improvement of the new law is that the first $5,000 
of income is considered as “earned income,” and the taxpayer 
is given a 25 per cent reduction of the tax thereon. 

The new law is an improvement in making greater reduc- 
tions in certain excise or nuisance taxes. Here are some of 
the more important changes: The tax on telephone and tele- 
graph messages is repealed. The admission tax of 10 per cent 
will now apply only to admissions above 50 cents. On cereal 
beverages and soft drinks the tax was repealed. The tax on 
candy, hunting garments, and knives, and on yachts is re- 


meal 


> 


sates ony 


} 


Balai + corti 


tS 








4 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—ITOUSE 11259 






































ex la Ss s«° ¢ 'B | te S30 and vat es the Honse vy five m ha 
i ircise nd « name of any one | i ‘ ' 
e! ihe tax on ilies oO re t of the OOO 000 ' : t : 
‘ s in at cht emund, and on pron ry notes \ SNELI Mi Id 
= re ! The tax 1 b ers of produce or merchandise Mr. HOWARD of : e to 
: ealed. The rutomebiles, trucks, and 1 s with | be interrupted in ' 
ssis sel r $1,000 les r body selling for s than | 

| eu’ 158° Fel ed . oe cent tax on automobile t Mr. MacGR OR M . I é , 

1 l a ries is red “i one-half Mah : > 

ts are taxed 10 Div on bowls alleys “The Ch ead as 1 1s 

rl room I ’ ; @ > ma . ‘ 
) ( i ‘ ~ I l T ] cenit I 
‘ te of e at ‘ i“) ‘( per ‘ it on cift valu | ! . I : 
at rh 3 to p ent S| nz made to | to f ! 
e estate other taxe he taxes on estates of | Wil M ' 

} un ( Ll pei ent on ¢ es valued at S5v0.000 te } ‘ _ . o 

14) r cer on these « S$10.000.000 or 1 re The t ‘ f i ) e 
cards are increased from 8 to 10 cents per pack Chere ’ Lime nd n 1 William McGi eg 
other features of improvement over t l law, bu 
i l ndertake fo discuss h ] ere Mr ‘ GRI af e I 

It must not be overlooked that there were Members of the : 

| ‘ nd nate w f yred the ont of t Mello : s39% ‘ 
Live were a I ( 1 the minorit : ene oe os . : P ; ; 
nevitable t t Congress could not make this ‘ n . ' 4 
ction without some ippointments and without ct : 
nd efforts being made to intluence it ‘ nand n Cy URW : DIERS M 
reset ts purpose A proposition to reduce taxes appeals t Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, IT | ! 
f one The | e income taxpayers were sorely disap r ezed repert om the Committ m | lh | | 
pointed that the only ge i?! us n of about 2 ner Cel oft est nel ask ft } eT a 
I of 50 per I rhe ire a great por n this count A1le § I i V 
| eC] plex t overlook how this power can be qui tr The t | 
n ed id u I to control great ne ~ pers a 1 ther , ? ‘That ‘ ‘ ve . . 
mblie of Mr. Lincoln vy the dang f tl ‘ . 
er in day when it v comparatively wea ‘ é ' ; 
to-day when he | ¢ : 
I eC nh the r i Sa ge that unne I ‘ ] ‘ 
I 0 t! ble r th ‘ mtry As f t l ? 
“ s ive en i ed i ’ wrruption i ch p t ] ! ! 
1 the ) r of untry will lea to pro ! 
j lon n by ¢ tl i ‘of Dp L all | ¢t i f 9 ¢ ' 
realth # ted f nds and the Roy is dest Sy 

If + no wonder that those who were disappointed will not ‘ ; ‘ : 
admit that there is anything good in the new law. It is hard , ° Com 
for Some people to give up, even when everybody around them eal ae ini ' ‘ : i 
knows they are wrong. ‘That is why these selfish interests con cone eal and st 
tinue to misrepresent the new law and criticize Congress. The = of —_ a ¢} ae 
peop should not be deceived, these interests will never give UP | thereof and approved by the ¢ ’ on 
until they can elect a Congress which will enact t kind of ar 
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of such an argument I am inclined to believe that the average be rhe question is « pn - 
mun will conciude that it will do him much more good to ac- ee 
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a reach him Che The te j 3 
4 rt} progressive elements in this Congr have ven to the M1 a iry ( l House } rn 

country a law whi will reduce taxes on individual and cor au ‘ l Liou e a 

poration incomes in the sum of $232,000,000, and excise taxes | tion of certai. charges tou i e conduct of a jude th ba 
3 of $56,000,000 this vear The effort to make a political issu United Sta urt 1 V \ i id e to if 

against Congress 01 ount of this law is unfair and will react | the « te } is s] f 

on se whe attempt it, because the peo] vill resent such | The SPEAKER I ! I t i 

an effort when they learn the truth about its provisions - 

| 
WAR GRAFT PROSECUTIONS | Mr. CHINDBLOM Mr. Spea - J us ‘ 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I take it for | to proce for one n : 
granted that every Member of this House wants to make good The SPEAKER ls there objecti« 
the pledges of the House. In the Recoxp at page 8999 it will There was no objection 
be discovered that the House granted special permission for Mr. CHINDBLOM Mr . Ker ‘ nen « he 

the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to address | House, J have asked for | > to ] a 
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hort tribute to a gentleman who was a servant of this House 
fa many years, Iie came here in the year 1909 and was in- 
troduced ft ice here by the Hon. Joseph G. Cannon, one 
‘ t! I 4 «] ing hed Meml ; who ever served in this 
House During the last few years this gentleman was the 


enrolling clerk of the House I refer to Mr. William Hi. Over- 


hue, who p “l away on the 11th day of April last during 
the present session. I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp briefly by making a few observations 
upon his life and character 

fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanl- 
mou co el to extend his remarks in the manner indicated. 
Is there objection? 

There was no obje tion. 


Mr. CHINDDBLOM Mr 
moment of the time of the 


Speaker, I have asked for this 
Hiouse for the purpose of paying a 
brief tribute to a faithful servant of the House and a valued 
personal friend, whose memory, I know, is cherished by many 
other Members with myself. I refer to our late enrolling clerk, 
Mr. William IL. Overhue, who passed away at the National 
Capital on April 11 last. He first came here and entered the 

House 15 years ago through the intervention of 
one of the most distinguished Members who ever sat in this 
House, the Hon. Joseph G. Cannon, of Illinois. Mr. Overhue’s 
home was at Sheidon, IIL, but he was also well known in 
Chicago and many other places in our State. After serving in 
the House in various capacities from 1909 to 1911, he retired 
to private business, but with the return of Republican control 
he was appointed assistant enrolling clerk in 1919, and soon 
thereafter succeeded to the position of enrolling clerk, which 
he held at the time of his death. 


vservice of the 


Mr. Overhue was of an exceptionally genial and kindly nature 
and was notably high-minded and high-purposed in every con- 
tact with his fellow men. In his public service he stood out as 
eflicient and attentive to duty, always ready and anxious not 
only to perform the things actually required of him, but as well 
to be accommodating and helpful beyond the letter of his com- 
mission, The House, in his death, lost an exemplary employee 
and his friends a loyal and delightful companion We grieve 


at his passing and extend our sympathy to his sorrowing widow | 


and other members of his family. 
MUSCLE SHOALS 

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Spenker, friends, and colleagues, I have 
asked for this three minutes’ time just before the House ad- 
journs to extend to each and every one of you a most cordial 
invitation to visit Muscle Shoals during the vacation. [Ap- 
plause.] Come down and see the biggest dam and the largest 
munitions and fertilizer plant in the world. Come regardless 
of how you voted on the Ford offer. All that some of you know 
about southern hospitality and the beauty and charm of our 
southern women is what you have heard. Come down and get 
first-hand information; partake of our hospitality and see our 
beautiful women. Come and enjoy a real southern barbecue, 
watermelons, and such good things. [Applause. ] 

Some of you may be asked when you go back home about 
the Word offer. Tell them that all other offers have been re- 
jected. That two reports have been made by the Agricultural 
Committee of the Senate. One by Senator Norris, providing 
for Government operation of Muscle Shoals, and the other by 
Senator Lapp, favoring the acceptance of the Ford offer. A 
definite time, namely, December 3, has been set to take up, dis- 
cuss, and dispose of this question. A clean-cut issue has now 
been made. That is, whether we shall have Government opera- 
tion as provided by the Norris amendment, or private operation 
by the acceptance of the Ford offer as provided in the McKenzie 
bill which passed the House by an overwhelming majority on 
the 10th day of March. Get the reports and study them during 
vacation. 

I not only want you to come to Muscle Shoals, but I want 
you to be a guest in my home when you come. The latchstring 
of the Almon home hangs on the outside. I want you all to 
come, but not at the same time. [Applause and laughter.] 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to 
nddress the House for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks permis- 
sion to address the House for one minute. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.} The Chair hears none. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on Muscle Shoals 


er 


and to insert the minority report 
Committee relating thereto. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection. 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, under permission to 
extend my remarks on Muscle Shoals, I desire to present some 
record facts relating to the sale of the Gorgas steam plant 
which will, I fell certain, refute the vitrolic and unjustified 
attack made on the President in the majority report of the 
Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry in reporting 
out H. R. 518, which is now on the calendar of the Senate and 
to be taken up under unanimous-consent order on December 3 
1924, 

I am intimately acquainted with all of the facts relating to 
the sale of the Gorgas steam plant, and my purpose, Mr 
Speaker, in setting forth these facts is not so much to exon 
erate the President from the attacks made in the majority re 
port of the Senate Agricultural Committee as it is to point out 
to the Members of the House what sound business common 
sense and dependable good judgment was exhibited by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the House in 
proposing a substitute steam plant after the sale of Gorgas to 
the Alabama Power Co. by the Secretary of War without 
authorization by Congress. 


of the Senate Agricultural 


[After a pause.] Th 


ATTACK ON PRESIDENT CONDEMNED BY THE PRESS 
Touching the aspersions and unfair attack upon the Presi 
dent found in the majority report of the Senate Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry I freely concede that the President 
needs no defense by me. It is true that we find in the news 
paper press such statements as the following, quoted from the 
Boston Morning Globe of June 15: 


Then there is Senator Norris's report on Muscle Shoals made to ihe 
Senate within a few days of adjournment, in which he savagely assails 
the Ford offer and President Coolidge for advocating it and is warmly 
commended in La FoLirrre’s platform for doing so Mr. Norris 
thinks it suspicious that so harsh a critic of the administration as 
Mr. Ford was last fall, especially after the sale of the Gorgas power 
plant, should change to one of its warmest admirers after it had been 
intimated that another power plant might be built by the Government 
and that the administraticn approved Mr. Ford's offer. 


It is also true, Mr. Speaker, that we find that all editorial! 
comments in the daily papers of the country condemn the shock 
ingly unwarranted intimation that either the President sug 
gested the building of the steam plant as a substitute fo 
Gorgas or that Mr. Ford ever requested such a plant to be 
built. The decision that such a substitute steam plant should 
be built by the Government did not originate with the Presi- 
dent or with Henry Ford, but found its original conception in 
the mind of the able chairman of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee of this House, Mr. Mapven, of Illinois, 

FORD'S POSITION ON GORGAS 

In order to understand the effect of the sale of Gorgas on the 
Ford offer we must not forget Mr. Ford’s letter to Hon, Juttus 
KAHN, chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs of the 
House, written May 31, 1922, and as Mr. Ford in this letter 
definitely stated that he could not consent to eliminate the 
Gorgas steam plant from his offer, because he said “ it is neces 
sary to the economical operation of the Muscle Shoals proper 
ties,” I include the letter in full, as follows: 

May 31, 1922. 
Hon. Jutivs Kaun, 
Chairman Committce on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 

My Drarn CONGRESSMAN: I have carefully examined the amendments 
made by your committee to my proposal dated January 25, 1922, for 
the lease and purchase of the Government's Muscle Shoals properties, 
and observe with surprise and regret that you have rejected that part 
of the modified proposal relating to the Government's Gorgas steam 
plant. 

The greater portion of the other changes suggested by your com 
mittee have been approved and are incorporated in the accompanying 
corrected proposal. More than a month ago Mr. Mayo presented to 
me certain clarifications in the proposal of January 25 to which your 
committee desired my agreement, which was promptly given. Mr. 
Mayo explained that while some of your committee were unwilling 
to accept that part of my offer which included the Government steam 
power plant at Gorgas, certain other members of the committee had 
requested him to ascertain if I would agree to accept an assignment 
and transfer by the United States of everything now owned by the 
Government at Gorgas under its contract of December 1, 1917, with 
the Alabama Power Co., to which I assented, and Mr. Mayo was in- 
structed to advise your committee that the offer would be revised 
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of War this 


Weeks. That it 


factor sh 





I 
is no compliment to his 


The Washington dispatches err in saying that on the completion of 
the Wilson dam the Gorgas plant would be of no further use to Mr. 
Ford. On the contrary, the Gorgas plant would be of little use to 
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i fo put the plants into operating condition if oper- 


| 


e Government should be adopted, as well as the addi- 
noun to be es pended to complete Dam No. 2 and to 
am ) und so forth; in other words, whether it was 
! necessary. as he had stated in his speech to the 
‘bruary 8, 1923, “to sink another $109,000,000 into 
Shoals proj Fr 
l trace | facts relating to the sale of the 
‘ i inet 
v UNAUTHORIZED AND UNNI SSARY 
‘ (orga team plunt to the Alabama Power Co, 
ere l War was closed on S« I tember 24. 1923, for 
im Of S$3,472,457.25, t sule being without the approval of 
it nd net reg ired bs the Government’s contract with | 
\inbama Power Co., as is shown by statement attached 
narked “Exhibit A,” which I prepared and issued on | 
tober S, 125. L invite special attention to this statement, 
» in jay belief the unauthorized and unnecessary sale of 


team plant bears earmarks of having been intended 
ple and ree a withdrawal of the Ford offer in 
ford’s letter to Chairman Kaun of May 81, 1 


perhaps 1 


gue 


» quoted. The statement of October 8, 1923, issued 
sy ine, also expressly exonerates the President from all knowl- 
lye at the time he approved the sale of the fact that the sale 


irregular and not required by the Government’s contract 
Power Co. 

who understand and appreciate the orderly and 
proce of mind usually displayed by Mr. Map- 
‘re not surprised to find, as published in the Washington 
f November 5, 1925, that he had called on the President 
d outlined a plin for the Government to build a new steam 
if as a substitute for Gorgus, with a new power transmission 
from the proposed steam plant on the Warrior River to 
‘te Shoals 


Alabama 


e of us 


trnetive 1G 


ri ‘ 


Ltps« 


1m PRE DENT INDORSED THE PLAN PROPOSED BY MR. MADDEN 


nm November 24, 1925, 


it was published in Washington papers 
President was in accord with the plan of Mr. Mappren 


or replacing the Gorgas power unit at Muscle Shoals, and in 
» \’ 


Vashington Star of November 24 we find the following: 

hite House officials in presenting this statement of the Chief 
ive’s view asserted that the President and Representative Map 

vere working in barmony in the matter of this legislation. 

Now, bear in mind, Mr. Speaker—and T emphasize this upon 
| ittention of each Member of the House—that Mr. Ford | 
hicl t have his conference with the President until December 

md Mr. Ford’s announcement in of President 


support 
» did not occur until January 19, 1924, long after these 


{ wlidge 


t 


+ also to be noted that the only action taken by the President 
is in approving the proposal of Mr, Mappen, as chairman of 
the Appropriations Committee, for action to be taken by Con- 
if Trot ; BY 


SEPARATE VOTH 


ACCEPTED SUBSTITUTI 
‘VISION 


STEAM-PLANT 


Nobody acquainted with the constructive legislative methods 
7 Mr. Mappen will imagine for one moment that he wasted 
iny time in arriving at his conclusions, or that he hesitated in 
jeciding that he would propose to the House that a substitute 
stenm plant for Gorgas be authorized, with the Government's 
expenditure for same limited to the amount received from the 


\inbuma Power Co. for Gorgas, namely, $3,472,487.25. Mr. 
\Mivppen neither hesitated nor delayed, for on the opening day 


1928, he introduced a bill (H. R. 8) 
iutherizing the acceptance of Henry Ford's offer and providing 
wv the authorization of the construction by the Government of 
» steam plant to replace the sale of the Gorgas steam plant. 
As stated above, Chairman MAppen in his decision to include 
in his bill for the acceptance of the Ford offer the provision 
the substitute steam plant—which bill finally became the 
Melkkenzie bill (H. R. 518)—did not consult Mr. 
‘ord nor anybody representing Mr, Ford. He acted on his own 
fudement, and this House, casting a separate vote on the pro- 
vision in the MeKenzie bill providing for a substitute steam 
nlant, indorsed his action by adopting the provision on March 
10, 1924, by a vote of 229 to 138. 


IGNORED BY 


(‘ongress, December 5, 


as passed 


We WwOoOUSB VOTE MAJORITY REPORT OF SENATE COMMITTEB 

Mr. Speaker, it is significant that no reference in the majority 
report of the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry is 
made te the important fact that the House of Representatives 
a majority vote of 229 to 188 indorsed both the President's 


} 
oy 


and Chairman MaAppen’s position with respect to the substitu- 
t of a steam plant in the place of Gorgas, and it is not a 


th 


—— 


remote surmise that this omission may have been due to { 
fact that it was not suitable to the purposes and not helpful | 
the intentions of the drafter of the majority report. 'The m 
jority members of the Senate Committee on Agriculture a) 
lorestry in their report possibly overlooked the House vote 
pregnant with meaning, or at least they were strangely sile: 
on the subject, and it possibly escaped the attention of this san 
majority that the attack in the majority report on the Preside) 
shot over the President’s head and first hit the head of M, 
MAppEN, the chairman of the Appropriations Committee of th 
House, and the shot then ricocheted and hit the heads of 22 
Members of the House who indorsed the substitution of a ste: 
plant for Gorgas, as proposed by Mr. MabpEN and approved | 
the President. 

I know not, Mr. Speaker, what answer others will make 
the attack on the President found in the majority report of th 
Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, but I am wi 
ing that the country take the vote of 229 Members of this Hou 
as an answer to the majority report of the Senate committee. 

MINORITY 


REPORT BY SENATOR LADD IS CLEAR STATEMENT OF FACTS 


The action of the House in accepting the Ford offer, whi 
includes the substitution of a steam plant for Gorgas, is so we! 
stated by Senator Lapp, of North Dakota, in his minority re 
port for himself; Senator Smiru, of South Carolina; Senato 


| Hfakrison, of Mississippi; Senator Herrin, of Alabama; ani 
| Senator Caraway, of Arkansas, that under leave of the Hous 





: | McKenzie bill and its indorsement by the Ladd report 
isions by Chairman MApprEN as to the substitute steam plant. | 


I set out the minority report from the Senate Committee o 
Agriculture and Forestry in full as Exhibit B hereto, and I i 
vite its careful reading by every Member of the House. 

A careful reading of this minority report will show that to 
denounce the President of the United States and defame him 
will not be accepted by the people of the country as either a 
sound or sane way of dealing with the merits of the Ford offe: 
for Muscle Shoals, and that mere raillery against the For! 
offer can not be substituted for reason. 

So much erroneous propaganda and so many inaccurate ani 
misleading statements have been circulated through the public 
press about the Ford offer that it becomes the duty of ever) 
Member of the House who voted for the acceptance of the Ford 
offer to see that the facts so fully and accurately stated in th 
Ladd report are placed before the public. I have no misgiy 
ings whatever as to the verdict of a fair-minded public on the 
action of the House in accepting the Ford offer if this public 
will only inform themselves of the facts. 

CONCLUSION 


In conclusion I challenge anyone to successfully refute from 
a business standpoint the action of the House in passing the 
(Ex 
hibit B):; and I confidently assert that no one will even at 
tempt to deny the correctness of the record facts in my state 
ment issued October 8, 1923, as to the sale of the Gorgas plan 
(Exhibit A). I therefore urge the fair-minded public to rea‘ 
these two documents. 





EXHIBIT A 
Tue Facts As TO THE SALE OF THE GORGAS STEAM PLANT 
{Issued by Hon. WILLIAM B. OLiverR, October 8, 1923] 


Hon. WIiLttAM B. OLiver, Representative from Alabama, states thie 
following as to the facts and his findings in reference to the sale to 
the Alabama Power Co. by Secretary of War Weeks, on September 24, 
1923, of the Gorgas auxiliary steam plant on the Warrior River and 
the transmission line from Gorgas to Muscle Shoals, which constitutes 
a part of the property included in Mr. Ford’s offer for Muscle Shoals 
dated July 8, 1921. 

POWER TO DISPOSE OF THIS 


Secretary Weeks in transmitting the Ford offer to Congress on 
February 1, 1922, said that when a proposal was made which woul: 
assure the Government a reasonable return on at least the additiona! 
money required to complete the Muscle Shoals project and an effective 
use of the development for commercial purposes, “I would send ff to 
Congress, as the power to dispose of these plants is vested in that 
branch of the Government.” 

From the time the offer was submitted until Congress adjourned in 
March last no one questioned the correctness of Mr. Weeks’s statement 
that the power to dispose of this property was vested in Congress 
Mr. Weeks, the Judge Advocate General of the Army, and Members of 
Congress seemed to unite in recognizing that Congress alone had the 
right to dispose of this property. The Attorney General in a written 
opinion to the Secretary of War held that the contract between the 
Government and the Alabama Power Co. in reference to the Gorgas 
plant and transmission line created no valid obligation on the part of 
the Government to sell this property to the Alabama Power Co. 


PROPERTY WAS VESTED IN CONGRESS 











1924 





LAST 
The supporters 


CONGRESS STRONG 
the Ford offer in 
fined to any section or to any party, and had Congress been 
opportunity to on the offer, I think the offer would 
accepted by a safe majority ; fact, it this belief that 
kept “ the clothed with much authority under the 
the last House, from allowing the offer to be voted on. 

Since the adjournment of last Congress the Ford offer has con- 
tinued matter of large public interest, and it was generally 
understood that it would be the first matters taken up by the 
next not a partisan way but as an outstanding national 
question commanding strong support from the leaders of both parties. 


FOR FORD 
the last 


OFFER 
Congress were not 


¢ 
ol 


con- 
given an 
vote been 
doubtless 


rules of 


have 
in was 


few,” too 
the 


to be a 


among 


Congress, 


in 


rHE FACTS OF WHICH MK. FORD “ DID NOT KNOW "’—THE NOTICE SERVED 
BY THE ALABAMA POWEFK CO, ON THE GOVERNMENT TO REMOVE GORGAS 
PROPERTY 
Now we find that, almost on the eve of the assembling of the new 
Congress, the public, Mr. Ford, and Members of Congress have just 


learned for the first time of certain action taken by the Alabama Power 
Co. after the adjournment of in March last, to 
That on April 4, 1923, the Alabama Power Co. served a notice on an 
official of the War Department, demanding that the Government remove 
the Gorgas plant and line from the land of the power 
company within six months from that date, unless the Government sold 
the property to the power company within three months from the said 
date, the power company Claiming that it had the right to give this 
notice under a provision of the original contract entered into with the 
Government for the construction of this plant and transmission line, 
in which contract it was stipulated that this notice could be given if 
the Government after 24 months failed to current the Ala- 
bama Power Co. over the Government transmission line connecting the 
Gorgas plant with the Muscle Shoals properties of the Government. 
As evidence that this condition had been broken, the power company 
cited a notice given by the Secretary of War in 1919 discontinuing the 
taking of current after June 30, 1919, and the power company claimed 
that this default to take current continued for two next follow- 
ing June 30, 1919. (Ih order that the facts hereinafter recited may 
be understood, it is important *to bear in mind that the provision of the 
eontract authorizing the notice to be given by the power company is 
predicated on the failure of the Government to “ take any energy from 
the Warrior extension,” etc.) 

The date fixed for the removal of the Government property, if not 
sold to the power company, as stipulated in the April notice, seems to 
have been extended to September 24, 1923, which date the 


soon Congress wit: 


transmission 


take from 


years 


on Secre 


tary of War sold the property to the Alabama Power Co., pursuant to 
an evident previous understanding, since all papers necessary to the 


transaction had been prepared prior thereto. 

The only facts which the Attorney General, Mr. Ford, the public, 
and the President, it is believed, had knowledge of in reference to this 
transaction, prior to the sale of the property on September 24, 1923, 
were those now found to be set out within the four corners of three 
papers, all bearing date since the adjournment of the last Congress, 
namely, the notice of the Alabama Power Co. dated April 4, 1923, the 
letter from Secretary Weeks to the Attorney General dated July 21, 
1923, and the opinion of the Attorney General dated August 24, 1923, 
given in response to Secretary Weeks’s letter and predicated alone on 
the facts set out in the letter. 


THE OPINION OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
WERKS 

The power company, in its April notice, bases its right to give such 
notice on the Government's default to take current and which default 
it is claimed was complete on July 1, 1921. The letter from Secretary 
Weeks to the Attorney General, dated July 21, 1923, not only ac- 
quiesces in but affirms the existence of the default as set out in the 
power company’s notice, and further assumes that the Secretary of 
War had authority to sell the Gorgas steam plant and transmission 
line without further authorization by Congress, and on these assump- 
tions the Secretary of War merely requests of the Attorney General an 
opinion (quoting the last paragraph of his letter) the following 
question : 

“In view of the notice given I request your opinion whether 
the Government, having no title to the land upon which either the 
transmission line or the Warrior extension or the Warrior 
station is built, and the option provisions of the contract being 
invalid, as stated in the former opinion, in event the United States 
should not determine to sell the property to the Alabama Power 
Co. under the general authority vested in the Secretary of War 
within the time fixed by the notice as extended, it will be the 
duty of the United States to comply with the provision of the 
contract with reference to removal.” 


REQUESTED BY SECRETARY 


on 


The part of the Attorney General’s opinion answering the question | 


above quoted from the Secretary of War's letter is in the following 
terse and significant language, to wit: 


“Tf, therefore, you look to the contract alone, your question must 
be answered in the affirmative.” 


LXV-——710 


sub- | 
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THE SECRETARY OF WAR COULD HAVE CONDEMNEI HE LAND 

Immediately following the above striking] t and unique reply 
to the Secretary's question, the Attorney General goes out of his way 
to add a concluding paragraph to his opinion, in which he states that 
he deems it proper to say that this contract (referring to the Govern 
ment’s original contract with the Alabama Power Co.) does not con 
trol the relations of the United States to the Alabama Power Co. and 
the properties with which the contract deals, and he then eal Mr 
Weeks’s attention to the fact that as Secretary of War he is fully 
authorized by an act of April 18, 1918, amendatory f an ¢ lier act, 
to condenin the property of the Alabama Power Co. on which are | ted 
the Gorgas plant and transmission line, and that nothing i: n 
tract of the Alabama Power Co. with the Government precludes in the 
slightest the exercise of this right by the Secretary of W 

In this connection it is interesting to recall a heated Senate discus 
sion in January, 1921, between Senator UNpeRwoop and Senator LEN 
ROOT, in which, when Senator LeENRoor called attention to the fact that 
the Gorgas plant and transmission line were located on the lands of 
the Alabama Power Co., Senator UNprrw0op sharply replied in the 
following language: 

“TIT do not know about the title to the land, but the Government 
can condemn that land in an hour if it wants and operate its 
plant, which it should do I do not know whether the Govern 
ment acquired the title or not I have always assumed that it 
did. But if it did not, it can acquire that title by condemnation 
under existing law, and it ought to do it.” 

The Attorney General now goes out of his way to suggest to the 
Secretary of War in his recent written opinion that he has authority 
to do what Senator UNpEkwoop in January, 1921, said in the Senate 
should be done. 

The president of the Alabama Power Co., a few days after this dis 
cussion, sent a wire to Senator UNprerwoop thanking him for his 
speech—a speech, mark you, made in defense of Senator LENKOOT'S 
attack on the power company, in which Senator Lenroov had charged 
that the Alabama Power Co. would be the chief beneficiary of any fur- 
ther expenditures by the Government at Muscle Shoals, and to which 
Senator UNDERWOOD replied by assuring the Senate that the Alabama 


Power Co. was not and would not be interested in the power developed 
at Muscle Shoals. The Senate discussion in January, 1921, and the wire 
of the president of the Alabama Power Co. to Senator UNDERWOOD are 


very apropos and interesting in the light of subsequent activities of the 


power company as to the Muscle Shoals properties—the Gergas steam 


plant and transmission line. 


THE PRESIDENT AND THE ATTORNEY 


GENERAL WERE NOT GIVEN ALL THE 
FACTS 

Please pardon this digression as to the Senate discussion, if such 

it be, and now getting back to the Attorney General's answer to See 

retary Weeks’s question in the letter of July 21, 1923, it will be noted 


that the only facts made known to the Attorney General and on which 
my opinion was asked were those set out in the April notice of the 
Alabama Power and Weeks’s letter of July 21, 1925. 
Before the sale was consummated on September 24, it is believed that 
the President had no knowledge of any 


Co. Secretary 


facts further than such ag are 
set out in the April notice of the power company, in the July 21 letter 


from the Secretary of War, and in the August opinion of the Attorney 
General. 


Now, since the Secretary of War in his letter of July 21, 1923, 
clearly indicated that even though he had authority to sell this Govern- 
ment property located on the land of the power company, and in sub- 


sequent conversations with Representative OLiver and others stated 
that he would not think of the right to this property 
without the approval of Congress except for this notice given by the 
Alabama Power Co. in April, 1923, it now becomes very important to 
inquire whether the notice from the Alabama Power Co. and the 
from Secretary Weeks dated July 21, 1923, transmitting this notice 
to the Attorney General, set forth al! material facts that should have 
been made known to the Attorney General before calling for an answer 
to the question whether the notice given by the Alabama Power 
had any legal effect or imposed any obligation on the Government to 
take action as to property located on the land of the power company. 

Unquestionably there were facts on file in the War Department which 
were well known te the Secretary when he wrote the letter to the Attor- 
ney General on July 21, 1923, and later expressly called by Representa 
tive OLiver to the Secretary's attention on September 24, 1928, 
the sale of the Gorgas plant and transmission line was finally con- 
summated—this being Mr. OLiver’s first opportunity of communicating 
these facts to the Secretary after learning of them on Saturday even- 
ing, September 22. The Secretary of War on September 24, before the 
sale was concluded, was urged to refer these very material facts to the 
Attorney General, and was told that, if referred, there could be no 
question but that the Attorney General would hold that the Alabama 
Power Co. had no legal right to give the April notice and that the notice 
so given was without any legal effect whatever. 


exercising sell 


letter 


Co. 


before 
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f the is will convince not only any lawyer but 
nan that there were withheld from the Attorney 
( ] known to the War Department when Secretary 
+ d July 21, 1923, called for the opinion on which 
ind seel to justify this recent sale to the 
i i 
> } ro bY 
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‘ \ ] ated 
f t | Under t the 
i | r corny fc sor nm ths is been con 
K l¢ he ¢ ‘ ont is re red to tal I 1 amount 
‘ nt 1 ‘ r n 1 1 m ! whether any 
it ‘ d , 1 tl War Dep t ! t obliga 
1 ting, 1 dona lu cf ! iti le power 
' ! » use this yver! nt-own ] ited 
0 cemp s ] for he purpose ng current 
t (;overnment p to and luding June 30, 1924, this-contract 
i n ll foree prior t during, and since April 4, 1925, and the 
Government bas been regularity takin nd ying for current 
und contract with the power company since the contract was 
first m 
v, in refe e to tl claim the power mpany, as set out 
im tl April 2 notice that the Government had ken no eur 
ren em power company for the two ars next following July 
1 ) re ( War Department in tbe Ord e Office 
his statement Natly and show that the Government had 
I "ly tak rent from the power company to July, 
poet i i2 mont! next preceding July 1, 1921, had paid 
to ft wer mopar t! im of $75,461.72, repres ing an average 
" I n t of 1 e than $6,000 
A ‘ ‘ POW co 1iAD LEASE ON KAM PLANTS rE (NMENT, 
k SSiLATING USB OF GORGAS TRANSMIS LIN 
‘ g on the good faith of the power company in giving the 
Ap notice to the Government to remove the Government's property, 
1 tbh iid property was sold to the power company, it may be 
interesting to note two leases of Government steam plants made by the 
power company and which were in force before, on, and since Sep 
te { l 
j power company prior to April, 19253, leased from the Govern- 
ment it eam power plant at Muscle Shoals for the purpose of sup 
pl vlhu m iis application for the hase, were stated as urgent 
eI necds in Georgia, North Carolina, and South Carolina, and 
was uiven full richt te use the Gorgas transmission line and other 
ac series in connection with the power plant at Muscle Shoals to 
ear ) these purposes. [The power company agreed to pay the 
GoV\ ment $10,000 a month for the use of this property, and this 
lease does not expire before December, 19238 fhe Secretary of War 
recites in the lease that it was for the public good that the lease 
be executed in order that emergency business demands in the States 
ff Georgi North Carolina, and South Carolina uld be supplied 
with irrent. 
rhe power company had prior to September 24, 1923, and still has 
under lease, the transformer and Waco transmission line of the Gov- 
ernment, with the right toe use the Gorgas transmission line and 
accessories thereto in supplying current to its customers. This last 


lease was recently made the basis of an application for 

nience and necessity before the Alabama Public 

authority to expend approximately 
in preparing to supply current to the Sloss Iron & 

other patrons in northern Alabama. 

company, it will thus be seen, had this property of the 

Government under lease, with full right to use and operate the same, 


a permit of 
Service Commis- 
a million dollars by the 


cony 
Bion 
power 
Steel C 


ior 
company 


o. and 


1} 


he power 


and was under obligation to use and operate the same not only for 
the purpose of supplying current to the Government but also for 
the purpose of supplying current te fits general customers. If the 


Government, pursuant to the notice of the power company given in 


| 


| 


April, had removed the Gorgas plant and transmission line from the 
land of the power company, the power company thus would have be: 
violating a solemn obligation which it had with its to 
supply current by means of this very property. These two leases are 
referred to merely for the purpose of showing lack of good faith on 
the part of the power company in giving the notice in question. 

As aring on the question of this good faith in giving the notice 
it would be interesting to ascertain the amount that the power c 


n 
customers 


} 
ue 





pany has paid the Government for the use of the Government property, 
thus showing the profitable use that the power company has made 
ol same. 
GOVERNMENT WAS TAKING AND PAYING FOR POWER 

It is inconceivable for a moment that the Attorney General would 
have answered the Secretary’s question in the affirmative had he 
] n informed that the Alabama Power Co. subsequent to the alleged 
default on the part of the Government to take current after July, 
1919, made with the Government a further contract in writing whereby 
for a valuable consideration the power company agreed to supply 
current to the Government at Muscle Shoals by means of the use of 
Government property located on the power company’s land, and under 

‘h contract was in fact supplying current to the Government by 


means of this Government property prior to April, in April, and since 
and is and is still under obligation to continue supplying it 
by this means until June 80, 1924. 

It further inconccivable that the Attorney General would have 
answered the Secretary’s question in the affirmative had he been in 
that the Government prior to July, 1921, had been regularly 
taking and paying for current from the Alabama Power Co. and that 
for 12 months next preceding July, 1921, the Government had paid 
the power company on an average of more than $6,000 a month for 
current transmitted over the Gorgas transmission line. 


Neither the Atterney General nor the President were informed 


April, Ww 


formed 


of 


the above material and vital facts before the sale was consummated. 
CONCLUDING QUERY 
Do not the facts hereinabove recited well illustrate the devious 
ways and tricks not infrequently employed by selfish interests to 
defeat a fair consideration of wholesome legislation in the hope 
that valuable Government property may ultimately be exploited for 
Selfish gain? 
EXHIBIT B 
[Senate Report 678, part 2, Sixty-Eighth Congress, first session] 
Mcscis SHOALS 
Mr. FE. F. Lapp (for himself and Messrs. E, D. Smita, Par Har- 
RiSON. J. THOMAS Heriin, T. H. Caraway), from the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, submitted the following views to accom- 
pany H. R. 518: 
The undersigned members of the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry al long been convinced that the public interest will best be 


served by the acceptance of the offer of Henry Ford for Muscle Shoals. 
The extended hearings which have been held by our committee on the 
various offers have merely added strength to our conviction, 
mary of his offer is as follows: 


The sum- 


SUMMARY 


1. He completes Dam No. and builds Dam No. 8 as rapidly as 
possible at cost and without profit subject to the approval of the Chief 
of Engineers. 


OF FORD OFFER 


» 


2. He leases both dams and manufactures commercial fertilizers in 
accordance with the demand, but he must produce annually at least 


the equivalent of 250,000 tons of Chilean nitrate, either mixed with 
ether fertilizers (phesphoric acid or potash) or unmixed. This is 
enough for 2,000,000 tons ef 2-S—2 fertilizer. 

The present demand is fer about three and one-half times as much 
phosphorie acid as nitrogen, and his obligation requires at least 
257,000 hersepower continually throughout the year, or its equivalent, 
although the power dependable throughout the year at both dams is 
only 240,000 horsepower, including the steam plants. He must improve 
some of the irrecular and unreliable power that is available for only 
a part of the year in order to carry out his minimum obligations as 
to fertilizer. There would be only 326,000 dependable all-year horse- 
power after storage dams in the wpper tributaries of the Tennessco 
River have been built. 

Witnesses all agreed that the price of commercial fertilizers to the 
farmers can be reduced one-half at Muscle Shoals, so Mr. Ford prob- 
ably could not supply the entire demand, but he wonld have to do so 
at Muscle Shoals to the extent of his reasonable abflity. Possibly 


a ton of fertilizer may be produced with less power than is now 
required. Then Mr. Ford could supply a greater portion of the demand 
from Muscle Shoals than otherwise. 

3. He agrees to a policy of regulation by the consumer through a 
board of nine voting members, seven from the three leading national 
farm organizations, nominated by the President by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, who inspect his books, limit his profits to 
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not more than 8 per cent of the fair actual annual cost of production, | 


and regulate the price and distribution of the fertilizer Since it is 
left to these farmers to say what items are “ fair’ in the fertilizer 
operations the entire scheme of manufacture is virtually placed in the 
hands of the consumers. 

4. He maintains nitrate plant No. 2 or a better one ready for use 
by the Government in time of war for manufacture of explosives, 

5. He pays 4 per cent on the entire cost of completing Dam No, 2 
and on the entire cost of building Dam No. 3, including dams, power 
houses, equipment, and locks, except that during the preliminary 
period his payments are $200,000 per year for the first six years at 
Dam No. 2 and $160,000 per year for the first three years at Dam 
No. 3 


6. He provides for a sinking fund, which if invested in Federal 
farm-loan bonds 


will return the Government more than $100,000,000 
at the end of the 100-year lease. The Government in addition to its 
interest would receive far more than its entire capital investment in 
the dams, including $17,000,000 of war-time expenditure on Dam No 
2. Thereafter the water power will be free from interest charges 
and its cost greatly reduced. 

7. He pays $55,000 annually for maintenance and operation of thé 
locks and dams which the Chief of Engineers agrees is sufliciei for 
the purpose. The responsibility for the maintenance of the dams i 
left to the United States, but the Government is not required to rebuild 
the dams if they should be destroyed He furnishes free power to 
operate all locks. 

8. He researches improved methods of fertilizer manufacture at his 
own expense, employing such as are found successful, thus keeping 
the nitrate plant up to date 

9. As a cash payment in addition to the foregoing considerations he 


pays $5,000,000 for nitrate plants No, 1 and No 
Plant No. 1 is admittedly 
expenditure it 
2 is obsolete and must 

19. In lieu of the 


2 and their accessories 
unsuccessful and would require 
that 


a prohibitive 


make No 


to operative, and all agree 
be completely rebuilt. 
Government's interest 


only the amount 


nitrate plant 


in the Goreas steam plant 
(sold to the Alabama Power rece that 
plant shall be to similar plant so as the 
status of the Government properties existing when bids were 


Co.) ved from 


used construct a to retain 


asked 
OPPOSITION EXAGGERATES OBJECTIONS 
We not claim that the Ford proposal a perfect instrument 
We are quite aware that objections to certain of its provisions 


do 


is 


have 


been industriously spread throughout the country Rut we realize 
that no proposal made by any human being, however good or great 
or wise, can satisfy everybody. 

The Ford offer has been made the subject of the most savage attacks 
which we have ever seen in any legislation. These attacks have not 
been of a character calculated to lead to a calm and logical decision 
There have been exaggerated statements as to the amount of power 
involved, while the power necessary for the manufacture of fertilizer 
has been grossly underestimated. The value of the property which 
Mr. Ford would receive, the title under which he would receive it, the 
significance of the lease period, the effect of the Federal water power 
act—in all of these particulars statements which grotesquely distort 


the picture have been made without fear of contradiction because of 
the technical difficulties involved in stating the real facts These im 


passioned exaggerations have tended to lead us away from the actual 


facts and to appeal to our prejudices rather to suggest constructively 
as to how the great benefits admittedly possible at Musele Shoals can 
be best made available to this Nation. 
FERTILIZERS THE PRACE-TIME PURPOSE 

When Congress authorized the development of water power and the 
construction of nitrate plants in 1916 under section 124 of the national 
defense act, the legislation made it clear that the peace-time purpose 
of the enterprise was the production of fertilizers. It was due to the 
farmers that the original legislation was passed. It was a consid 


eration for their interests that caused this enterprise to be established 


at Muscle Shoals adjacent to a great water power and close to the 
Tennessee phosphate fields. 

The adoption of this legislation by Congress was a pledge to the 
farmers that Muscle Shoals should be operated primarily for the pro- 


duction of cheaper and better fertilizers. 


Have the farmers hoped in vain? The experts before our committee 


unanimously declare that they have not, for all agree that under a 
businesslike management, such as may be reasonably expected with 


competent private operation at Muscle Shoals such to be ex 
pected under the Ford plan, the cost of fertilizers to the farmers can 
be reduced one-half, 

The feasibility of such a reduction is evident, for all agree that the 
nitrogen, which is the most expensive part of the fertilizer that the 
farmer must buy, can be produced at Muscle Shoals the form of 
ammonia for 5 cents per pound as against 15 cents pound for am 
monia in the form of Chilean nitrate at our ports and 20 to 25 cents 


per pound in the form of mixed fertilizer delivered on the farm. 


as is 


in 
per 
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Among those who have made proposals for Muscle Shoals only one 
bidder from the beginning has undertaken to carry out the purposes 
of Congress at his own expenss It was his bid which originally 
redeemed Muscle Shoals from the program of dismantlement and de 
truction which had already begun when bids were requested the 
Government on April 2, 1921 It was his bid which gave h e to 
the representations of the group of power comp ‘ domit 1 by 
Wall Street who, when asked to bid, declared that the p ‘ 4 
without merit and should be abandoned by the Gover nt a hat 
the great Wilson Dam should be left unfinished; t t te 
nor Government capital should be invested in its completion 

It was his bid which carried consternation to the ed 
fertilizer companies, who. with ons ord, declined to make an off 
when earnestly besought by the former nitrate director, Dr. A. G. Glas 
gow, to undertake the operation of ft! nitrate plant rent fre« ntil 
they should earn per cent on whatever investment was necessa fo 
their operation, thereafter divid idditional p t evenly with th 
Government These are the interests which, like tl wer mpanies 
now heartily rse ft] mn'’s il} They e real dar r in 
Ford competition, but tl ch lain’s pover ricken CGovernment 
corporation they see nothing to fe: 

NO LIMIT TO FERTILIZER PRODUCTION IN FORD OFFER 

The fact is most enifi that while none deny that fertilizer an 
be ide ne helt ost in be reduced one-half at Muscle She vet 
only o1 ddet reed to produce f ilizers with the full capa of 
nitrate plant No. 2 ¢ » minimum, and, unlike all others, one bidder 
alone placed u i the amount of power to be devoted to 
fertilizer production Other bidders copied the provisions « that 
p-oposal as nearly as they dared, but they dared not copy the fer 

izer provisions of the offer of Henry Ford for Muscle Shoals So 

ded ar encouraged by the chairman of our immmittee, thes ught 
t belitt and discredit the only proposals that offers the farmer the 
full measure of the benfits possible for him at Muscle Shoals 

Mr. Ford’s minimum obligations to produce fertilizer are limited as 
to the kind to be produced and the maximum amount to be produced 
ouly by the demand. His fertilizer obligations will require more power 
than the entire supply of the dependable power available at Muscle 
SI Is with both steam power plants in operation, and they will require 
the improvement of some of the irregular and unreliable power in order 
to carry them out 

To produce 40,000 tons of fixed nitrogen by the most approved 
proccss (Ilaber-electrolytic), and to furnish with that the phosphoric 
acid that must be supplied to market these fertilizers according to de 
mand will require the continuous use of 257,000 horsepower or its 
equivalent, while the entire dependable supply of power available at 
M le Shoals is only 241.500 horsepower, including the steam-power 
plants The frequent statements of the newspapers that the useful 
power at Musele Shoals is 850,000 or 1,000,000 horsepower are simply 
idlx exaggerations We brand all such misleading declaration 
faise, and we base our statement on the testimony of the United State 
engincers, Instead of representing one-third or one-fourth the 
water-power resources of the Southeastern States, Muscle Shoals in 
reality constitutes only an insignificant part of the resources, al it 
entire possibilities amount to a very small fraction of the undeveloped 
water powers of the United States 

EFFECT OF IMPROVED PROCESSES 

It is to be expected that as the processes become improved the 
amount of power necessary for the manufacture of fertilizers will be 
reduced; i. e., a ton of high-grade fertilizer probably will be made tn 
the future with less power than is now possible We can not aeres 
however, that the time ever will come when no power at a! 1 ty 
required to manufacture fertilizers or anything e! A manufacturing 
operation of any kind, by its very nature, requires the expenditure of 
energy and always will 

Since it is agreed that at Muscle Shoals, under competent private 
management, the cost of fertilizers can be reduced one-half, it not 
reasonable to expect that Mr. Ford will be able to suppl the ntire 
fertilizer demand of the United States, for witnesses agree that as the 
cost is reduced the demand will be multiplied, but Mr. Ford will be 
obliged to meet the demand at Muscle Shoals to the extent of his reason 
able ability In fairness to Mr. Ford we must therefore conclude that 
as the power requirements diminish the tonnage of fertilizer will he 
increased and the effect of improved processes will be, not to place at 


Mr. Ford’s private disposal a la 


rge amount of power for private pur 
poses, as has been represented, but to enable him to supply a create 
part of the demand for these improved fertilizers than he could supply 


otherwise 


Mr. Ford under his offer agrees to research these improved pr: 


cesses 


and adopt such as are commercially successful His obligation to do 
this is not dependent upon whether or not he has been able te ortize 
his investment in any particular process or plant. Nitrate plant No. 2 
must be rebuilt not once but many times over, no matter whether it 


has been possible to write off the cost of the plant and pay for its 
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Ve rnetion ont of the earnings or not. To our minds this consti- 
valid an assurance as this Government could obtain from any 
inter that for 100 years this Nation will keep pace with 


the world in its means of obtaining the nitrogen that is 


ng 








j ble to our national life, whether in war or in peace. 

It een claimed that Mr. Ford desires Muscle Shoals chiefly to 
yr e aluminum, magnesium, and their alloys, and other metals, and 
it } n brought to the attention of our committee that on the 
nut y of the United States Fixed Nitrogen Research Laboratory 

do exist whereby aluminum can be produced as a by-product 
> em ale nination of the fairness of the items which constitute 
th ) of tl rtilizer under the Ford offer is placed in the hands 
of ul g publ themselves, it may safely be assumed that 
the alunblie the by-products which can be produced in connec 
ti t! fertilizer manufacture the cheaper the fertilizer itself 
will be f 1 we believe that the production of useful by-products 
i \ is suggested to our committee by Mr. Ford's chief engineer, 
A I. Ma should be encouraged. 
PUBLIC INTEREST PROTECTED THROUGH REGULATION BY CONSUMER 
Ford proj il a new policy in the utilization of a great 
resoul ould be adopted; a policy of regulation by the con 
‘ 1 and sale of fertilizers. This is a policy 
' é proposed only by Mr. Ford. It is a policy which the 
re are fighting with every resource t their command, 
ed int Ford offer by limiting the profit on fer 
{ ni im of 8 per cent upon the fair actual annual cost of 
| i 1 a yard of farmers’ representatives who 
i ‘ the ks and determine the price ud distribution of the 
j - is left to these farmers te y at items are fair in 
ratio the entir ieme of manufacture is placed in the hands 
‘ s 
| ion of fertilizers under the Ford offer is not made con 
‘ ails ea of Mr. Ford or his company to make a profit of 
cent or y other per cent, but his profit, if any, is limited to 
i il regulation by the consumer applies to the principal opera 
t Mu hoals, nar y, the manufacture of fertilizer, contrary 
t lt I ( esent 1 that have been broadcasted throughout the 
‘ ! ling pre 1 truth is that under the Ford offer the 
lu She power will be employed primarily in the public interest 
and i under public control. 
FAVORING POWPR COMPANIES AT FARMERS’ EXPENSE 

There is another policy, the adoption of which has been urged at 
M le Shoals, namely, that this power should be devoted primarily 
I to fertilizers but to public utilities and used for operating cotton 
m treet cars, small motors, and electric lights To adopt such a 
po and distribute this power instead of utilizing it first of all for 
the purpose for which the dam was built, namely, for the production of 
cheaper and better fertilizers, would be to violate our pledge to the 
farmers of the country and to decline to bring this effective aid to the 
farmer at the time of his greatest distress 

Public utilities already control 90 per cent of the water powers of 
the country, yet they have done nothing to help the farmer reduce his 
expenses a the sound and feasible method of increased production at 
les ost through the use of cheaper and better fertilizers. Since only 
16 per cent of the water powers of the country have yet been developed, 


and 8,000,000 horsepower are available in the section of the country in 
which Muscle Shoals is located, we believe that the least we can do for 
the farmer is to permit this one development to serve agriculture by the 
acceptance of the Ford offer. 
POWBR DISTRIBUTION UNDER FORD BID 

As for distribution of power under the Ford proposal, we are con- 
vineed that since the production of fertilizers is the purpose of the 
devel it is not a matter of importance whether 
power is distributed from this plant or not. It will be interconnected 


pment in peace time 


with other plants, of course, as a matter of common business sense, 
wl ver operates it. Mr. Ford has promised the public, in a statement 
published October 11, 1923, that he will build transmission lines 200 
miles each way from Muscle Shoals. ‘This is feasible, since undoubtedly 
there will be a period of years while the new fertilizers are being 
introdneed, during which time there will be power available for dis- 
tr ti When, later, the demands of fertilizer manufacture require 


th f this power it is reasonable to expect that it can be supplied 


to ymsumers from the storage dams to be built in the upper tribu- 
tari« if the Tennessee River, or from other sources. In any event, 
when Mr. Ford distributes power to the public his company becomes a 
public utility and, like any other public utility, including the chairman’s 
Government corporation, his company automatically becomes subject to 
regulation by the publie utility commission of the State in which he 
does business, 
EXAGGERATED VALUB OF PROPPRTY 

We repudiate the extravagant statements that have been made by 

the chairman of the committee and others to the effect that the Gov- 


ernment is selling $85,000,000 worth of property for $5,000,000. The 
property has no such yalue. Half-price fertilizers can not be fur 
nished to the farmer by utilizing cither of the present nitrate plants, 
Either plant would have to be completely rebuilt to accomplish such a 
purpose. 

Nitrate plant No. 1 is a small, unsuccessful experimental plant hav- 
ing a capacity of 80 tons of ammonia per day, and requires a pro 
hibitive expenditure from the standpoint of cheap fertilizer im order 
to make it operative at all. 

Nitrate plant No. 2 was built to use the cyanamid process, which 
is admittedly obsolete, and the plant must be rebuilt to use another 
process and must be supplemented by other plants before it can serve 
agriculture effectively. 

The salvage value of these two nitrate plants has been estimated by 
the Ordnance Department, first, as scrap only, $7,952,000, and second, 
as an operating concern for those portions which can 
cially operated and the remainder as scrap, $12,597,000. 
no value at all approximating their original costs. 

Neither of these unsuccessful and obsolete plants, however, is to be 


be commer- 
They have 


conveyed in fee simple to Mr. Ford. He does not get a clear title to 
amy real estate, improved or unimproved, for the provisions of his 
offer are written into his deeds and become a cloud on the title for 


100 years. 


PROVISIONS OF POWBR ACT DO NOT APPLY TO FERTILIZER MANUFACTURE 


To ask Mr. Ford to come under the Federal water power act woul! 
be unfair to him, for this is an entirely different form of enterprise 
from those which the Federal water power act is intended to cover. 
It would be equivalent to asking him to invest $50,000,000 or more in 
an enterprise to be controlled by three political appointees sitting 
in Washington. Furthermore, it is a matter of serious doubt, 
in view of the testimony as to the decisions of the Supreme Court, 
whether the “50-year” limit and other so-called regulations of the 
Federal water power act could be enforced against private operators 
who own their own dams in navigable streams, while there is 
that such provisions could be enforced against Mr. Ford 
conditions attaching to a lease of Government property. 

As Mr. McKENZ!g has declared in the House, the length of the lease 
of a water power has no more to do with the rate at which that power 

sold than the length of the lease of a railroad has to do with the 
price of a railroad ticket. We believe it is absolutely immaterial as 
to whether the lease is for 50 years or for a hundred years if the 
terms of the lease are in the interest of the public. 


GREATER REGULATION IN FORD OFFER THAN IN POWER ACT 


We that Mr. Ford and his company are regulated in the 
public interest under the terms of his proposal to a far greater degree 
than is any licensee under the Federal water power act. 

Under the power act a private operator who develops a water power 
can use that power for whatever purposes he pleases, and he can sell 
the products made by its use at whatever price the market will bear. 
No consumer is entitled to inspect his books. He fixes his prices ag 
he pleases and he distributes his product to suit himself. 

Under the Ford offer the chief product must be fertilizer, and in 
its manufacture the profits are limited to 8 per cent of the fair actual 
annual cost of production. Mr. Ford’s books are subject to inspection 
by a board of consumers, who determine what items in his costs are 
fair and what his actual cost has been, and who fix the price of the 
fertilizer and control its distribution. No more complete case of 
regulation of a great industry by consumers cver was proposed, and 
nothing in the history of this or any other country for the past hun- 
dred years that has come to our notice justifies the belief that by 
defeating the Ford proposal we will secure something better for tho 
farmers and other consumers. 


here 


no 
question as 


is 


contend 


FALLACY OF 50-YEAR LEASE 


A short lease accomplishes but one purpose—it provides an oppor- 
tunity whereby the Government can step in at the end of the lease 
period and demand a greater charge. No objection to this charge is 
made by the power companies who are licensed under the power act, 
for such a charge becomes at once a fair part of the cost of the power, 
which is not paid by the power companies but is merely added to thea 
consumer's bill and becomes in effect a tax, not a uniform tax upon the 
industry as a whole but a special kind of a tax upon the particular 
class of consumers who happen to be dependent upon this particular 
power. 

We agree with Mr. MCKenztm that electric power generated from 
coal is one of the very few commodities that is cheaper to-day than 
it was 20 years ago, and since it is well known that more than 80 
per cent of the energy in our coal is wasted in the best of our steam 
power plants, there is a vast room for improvement, and improvements, 
we believe, will continue to be made, As Mr. McKenzie states, the 


new mercury boilers are an excellent example of the progress that may 
be expected in this direction. 

A mere superficial examination of the case will convince anyone that 
if the Ford offer is rejected the texpayers will lose far more in 50 
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=e 
years of Government ownership and operation at Mus le Shoals than 


then can possibly gain by refusing to consent to the 


3 100-year lease 
period in Henry Ford's offer. 


NO REGULATION OF PROFITS OR RATES UNDER POWER ACT 

It has been claimed that under the Federal water power act the 
profits of a licensee would be limited and the public would secure 
all profits in excess of a fair return on the licensee’s actual net fn- 
vyestment. This is denied by the official statement of the executive 
secretary of the Federal Power Commission himself, who admits tn his 
last annual report that he does not expect to expropriate a dollar of 
excess profits, for this is a function of the States. The State of 
Alabama can regulate Mr. Ford's profits, but not the Federal Power 
Commission. 

Another State fonction in which the Federal Power Commission 
has little or no voice is the regulation of rates. The Federal Power 
Commission can not intervene except In the unlikely contingency in 
which two State utility commissions fail to agree on the rates. In 
all other cases the rates are in the hands of the State public utility 
commissions themselves, as are also the terms of service and amounts 
of security issues, 

Under section 8 of his bill the chairman attempts to put his Gov- 
ernment corporation into the public utillty power business on a differ- 
ent basis from any other power company operating in the State of 
Alabarra. He undertakes to give his board of directors the power 
to make rates. This provision of his bill is illegal, and the Senator's 
company will soon discover that they have no such power as Is here 
attempted to give them, either as to rates or service, including the 
construction of transmission lines, for like any other public utility 
they will be subject to the rulings of the State utility commission. 

The constitutionality of the entire Federal water power act, aside 
from its provisions for the control of navigation, has been called 
into question by the States of New York and New Jersey, and the 
attorney general of New York reports that an adjustment has been 
reached in their case under which the State is to 
and that a settlement of the case is in sight. 

In view of the benefits which have been claimed for the Federal 
water power act by the advocates of the chairman's bill and their 
loud protests against the Ford offer for not coming under it, it is 
surprising to see that no effort is made in this bill to extend the 
benefits of this act to the chairman’s corporation at Muscle Shoals. 

It, indeed, would be a flimsy pretext for ignoring the welfare of 
the farmer to deny to him the benefits of the Ford offer because that 
offer failed to conform to certain arbitrary conditions wholly inappli- 
cable in the Muscle Shoals case, conditions which even the advocates 
of the power act are unwilling to meet at Muscle Shoals and which 
conditions in all probability will be found to be illegal and 
forceable. 


retain its rights 


unen- 


NO GOVERNMENT INSURANCDT OF DAMS 


The fund of $55,000 per annum provided in the Ford offer for the 
maintenance of the dams and locks has been declared sufficient for 
all ordinary maistenance costs both by the Chief of Engineers, Gen, 
Lansing H. Beach, and the Assistant Chief of Engineers, Gen. Harry 
Taylor. 

So far as insuring the dams is concerned, while the United States 
is responsible for their maintenance, there is nothing in the Ford offer 
which compels the Government to guarantee their stability during the 
lease period. The Government is no more in the insurance business 
under the Ford offer than it is under Government operation itself. 
While Henry Ford does not agree to rebuild the dams in the very 
remote contingency of their failure, neither is the Government com- 
pelled to do so. 

THE FERTILIZER MONOPOLY 


Since the chairman’s report attempts by indirection to make ft ap- 
pear that the Fertilizer Trust is a mere fiction created in the farmers’ 
minds to deceive them, we offer the following editorial from a leading 
trade journal: 

“ CHILBAN NITRATE PRODUCERS TIGHTEN GRIP ON MONOPOLY 
“ News of exceptional interest in the nitrate industry is reported 
elsewhere In this issue regarding recent action of the Chilean 
Nitrate Producers’ Association. This body, which controls 98 
per cent of the production of Chilean nitrate, voted to continue 
its organization for the next six years, reduced the price of nitrate 
for the current year, and passed a resolution not to sell nitrate 
to purchasers who may also buy from nonmembers of the associa- 
tion. About the same time the Chilean Government published a 
decree permitting the sale of nitrate lands only to members of 
the association during the life of that body. 
. > oe . . 7 7 
“This decision to restrict sales of nitrate, if inclusive, means 
that American producers and dealers are either~blacklisted by the 
organized producers or limited in their activities by the American 
law which restrains them from entering price-fixing organizations. 
It is a clear declaration of war against American interests in the 
nitrate .business. The means to meet this hostile act are not 





| 


obvious nor will the contest be short or ens The ultin 
sult, however, is already clear. The United States take steps 
to imsure at the enriliest possible moment full independ n 
nitrogen supply. It is intolerable that an act of this rt should 
permanently place a limitation upon the lustrial and fertilizer 
use of nitrates.” (Chemical and Metallurgical | eering, May 
19, 1924.) 

If anyone doubts the reality or the effectiveness of this monopoly 


let him examine this country’s nitrate bill, whieh totaled $6 
for 1923, and since the beginning of importations has reached the sta 
gering total of $1,103,153,904.41, some 60 per cent of whict 
by the farmer. 

The statements about the existence of a fertilizer tr 


f il ust are unde- 


niable, and the farmers’ interests, will not be served by any attenrpt 
to ridicule the facts. 

Muscle Shoals under efficient private operation as would follow the 
acceptance of the Ford offer would have a radical effect upon the prices 
of the Nitrate Trust, for Mr. MAporn testified before the House Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee; 

“I was told by one of the men heavily interested in Chilean 
nitrates the other day—-I was talking to him about this plant and 
I told him I thought we would be able to produce nitrates and 
sell to the farmer much more economically than they have 
purchased them before. He said, ‘If that shall prove to be the 


case, we will cut the price of Chilean nitrates in two—in three, if 
necessary.."” °* © ® 


ever 


TWO COURSES OPEN 

We agree with the majority of the committee who hav« 
to the conclusion that we, like many others, reached 
namely, that there are but two courses open to the Government, and 
after hearing the additional testimony of the 
the more firmly convinced that Acting Chairman McKenzig, of the 
Honse Committee on Military Affatrs, correctly 
when he stated in his majority report: 


“Two 


» finally come 


two years ago, 
past six weeks we are 


appraised the situation 
. 
urses are open, one Government ownership and opera- 
tion, which In view of the character of the project would, in the 
judgment of the majority of the committee, nrean not only failure 
from the standpoint of income but disaster to the hopes of the 
farmers and other users of commercial fertilizer. To have the 
Government undertake to engage in the manufacture of fertilizer 
ingredients, with political superintendents, foremen, and straw 
bosses is unthinkable, and to undertake such a scheme would be 
unspeakable folly. 
“The alternative course is to sell the tangible 


property to 
private individuals or to a corporation on 


conditiong prescribed 
by Congress, lease the power at a fair rental, and permit individual 
American initiative and ingenuity to have an opportunity at this 
place, where the greatest water power in our country can be de 
veloped, requiring the preservation of the element of naiional 
defense, and at the same time giving an opportunity for relief, 
if such there can be, to not only the Sonthland but our entire 
country in the way of commercial fertilizer at reasonable pri 
“Is this possible? Does the Ford proposal promise such 


a 
consummation? We feel that it does * * %,’ 
We heartily concur in these views. 
THE FOLLY OF A GOVERNMENT FERTILIZER BUSINESS AT MUSCLE SHOALS 


We speak in the interest of those who favor Government operation 
as a principle when we declare that they do a grave injustice to the 
cause which they indorse when they urge that this course be followed 
at Muscle Shoals. If they were proposing that the Government 
should go into the shee manufacturing business, for example, even 
so radical a course would be open to less objection than that which 
the majority preposed. The shoemaking business is an old established 
industry. Its operations and methods are well known: 


they have been 
standardized for a generation or more. 


The electrochemical fertilizer industry, on the other hand, exicets 
in large commercial form only in Germany whiere, according to the 
testimony of Doctor Cottrell, it has been operated entirely by private 
enterprise. In the United States there is no such industry, and 
there are no precedents to follow. Mr. BE. H. Hooker, one of the 
most competent electrochemical engineers in the United States, well 
expressed the situation to our committee when be said, “This art 
is changing so fast that you can hardly follow it.’ 

The majority of the committee would have the Government engage 
in an undertaking in which any plant, however weil designed, ad- 
mittedly may become obsolete even before its construction is com- 
pleted. How can any reasonable man insist upon taking the tax- 
payer's money by the scores of millions of dollars and sinking it in 
great fertilizer plants under such conditions when, with the Ford 
offer accepted, private capital agrees to research these improved proe- 
esses on a commercial scale and to adopt such processes as 


prove 
their worth, insuring that the nitrate plant will 


be kept up to date 
without one cent of expense to the United States Government? 


SS ETT ARR REF MNF EB ET 
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PERIENCE 


© ' WITH GOVERNMENT OPERATION AT MUSCLE SHOALS 

7) wh experience in this nitrate business should be a warning 
to Nitrate plant No. 1, utilizing the so-called Haber-Boseh process, 
wat lt on the strength of a report which recommended the ex- 
pend re of $2,000,000 for this purpose, but actually cost $13,000,000, 
ind (hen was unsuccessful as a nitrogen plant. The cost of making 
th plant «a uceess has been estimated at $4,000,000 to $5,000,000, 
bu capacity is only 30 tons of nitrogen in the form of ammonia 
per a Such an investment for so small a production would be pro- 
hibitive from the standpoint of cheapening the cost of fertilizer. It 
wi ot until the pro was perfected by the Atmospheric Nitrogen 
Corp ition (nn eubsidiary of the Solvay Process Co., and of the 
General Chemical Co.) under private initiative at Syracuse, N. Y., 
tha it was made physically possible to operate thi process suc- 
‘ ly 

Whether this Ilaber-Bosch process is best for fertilizer is a dis 
p i question; the former advocates of the process now recommend 
tlie Ilaber- electrolytic process; but no manufacturer in the United 
Sta has undertaken to build a large-scale plant to utilize either 
of these processes for fertillzers or for any other purpose 

Nitrate plant No. 2, utilizing the cyanamid process, was authorized 
When it became apparent that we had to have a domestic supply of 
fixed nitrogen for explosives regardless of cost in order to win the 
war It was originally contended by the American Cyanamid Co., 
Who built the plant, that the cyanamid process was the only process 
suitable for the production of nitrogen fertilizers. The war-time esti- 
mate for its cost was $30,300,000, but it actually did cost, not includ 
ing the Gorgas steam plant and transmission line, $67,800,000, Yet 
all witnesses agree that for fertilizers, the cyanamid process is obso 
lete ind it ha been declared by Maj J. If. Burns that to change to 
the Haber-electrolytic process now In favor, would cost not less than 
$10,000,000 

Government operation in the construction of the nitrate plants has 
demonstrated; First, that where a process had not been commercially 
worked out under private Initiative 1t was not solved under Govern 
ment management: second, that the cost of construction greatly ex 


ceeded the war-time estimates; third, that the processes of both nitrate 
plants became obsolete before the plants were completed 


If we 


are to undertake public operation of industry in the United 
States, then let us give it a fair trial. Let us begin with some well- 
established industry in which the day of radical changes has long 
gone by. To begin with such an industry as commercial nitrogen 
fixation, with the chances all against us, with only one thing certain, 
and that is that the expenditure will be many times the original 
estimate, is a course which would do a grave injustice to the general 


policy of Government operation, 
no offer from With 
it is neither justifiable nor excusable 


satisfactory private sources the offer of 


Ford before us, 
° 

WHY GOVERNMENT OPERATION FAILS AT MUSCLE SHOALS 

At the of 

jeopardized of 


the 
three-way 


ouiset 
by a 


very success the Government enterprise 
division responsibility: The 
of War builds the power dams and the upper storage dams; the Govern- 
ment corporation builds an addition to the steam power plant at 
nitrate plant No. 2 and transmission lines and operates the dams and 
this steam power plant, selling power to the Secretary of Agriculture 
and to the public; the Secretary of Agriculture operates either or both 
of the nitrate plants (although his power supply is limited to barely 
half enough to operate nitrate plant No. 2 for nitrogen alone, 
nothing of phosphoric acid) and makes fertilizer and 
“ profit to the trade in general 


is 
Secretary 


to say 
sells it at any 
reasonable ” 


The opportunity for advancing a perfect alibi on the part of any 
or all concerned in case of misfortune is too evident to require com- 
ment No one is responsible for the conduct of the enterprise as a 
whole, and no one must take the sole and direct responsibility if it 
fails The very first axiom of successful industry is inexcusably 
violated 

Che suecess of a manufacturing enterprise is very largely depend- 
ent upon competent, experienced management, Executives capable 


of successfully operating an enterprise of such a magnitude are not 
io be had for $7,500 per year and are not likely to be found in a 
Government bureau. Such men would be hard to find, particularly in 
an undeveloped industry, for they are already employed at salaries 
many times this amount, 

The influence of politics presents another easy road to failure under 
Government operation. The chairman has endeavored to prevent 
political considerations from affecting the success of the enterprise, 
but so long as humana nature remains as it is the element of politics, 
directly or indirectly, must reckoned with in any Government 
undertaking. If Congress wishes to repeat the scandals of the Vet- 
erans’ Bureau, the Shipping Board, or the oil leases it needs only to 
turn this great plant over to a Government bureau to be operated as a 
commercial undertaking. 


be 


It could be justified only if we had | 
! 
Henry | 





GOVERNMENT OPERATION MEANS MANY MILLIONS MORS APPROPRIATIONS 

The overwhelming objection to the chairman’s bill, however, when 
Congress is endeavoring to reduce taxes, is the large and unwarranted 
additional expense, which the taxpayers must shoulder under the 
chairman's bill, with no assurances of any adequate return on the in 
vestment or of ever recovering any part of the principal, Chairman 
MADDEN, of the House Committee on Appropriations, forcibly brought 
this feature of the situation to the attention of the House on 
30, 1923, and again on March 6, 1924. 

Mr. MAppEN took the official estimates of the cost of remodeling 
the nitrate plants so as to utilize the process which at present is most 
in favor and the estimated cost of partially stabilizing the flow of 
the Tennessee River In a way similar to that proposed by the chair- 
man in his bill, and found that if the Government undertook to en 
gage in the fertilizer business there would be required the following 
additional appropriations: 


Jun 


1. Auxiliary or reserve water supply to stabilize the flow of 
the Tennessee River that a more uniform amount of 


power would be available the year round__....--- - $20, 900, 000 

2. For remodeling nitrate plant No, 1.......-...----. 4, 000, 000 

3. For remodeling nitrate plant No. 2........-.--..- - 10, 000, 000 
For a phosphoric-acid plant to meet the demand for 

ET Se INN sein enka dca chde cuecceinalannsceacese deerme 15, 900, 000 

et | ee ile Ni aia eS TF « 

a a ea aaa a a 659, 000, 000 


Since Mr. MADDEN prepared these figures, however, experts befor: 
our committee have indicated that they are too low. For example, 
the phosphoric-acid plant necessary to enable the Government to 
produce nitrogen and other commercial fertilizers according to de- 
mand has been estimated to cost $20,000,000 instead of $15,000,000 
It also appears that the $20,000,000 estimate for the cost of the upper 
river storage dams may be entirely inadequate, for the surveys of 
these dams have not yet been completed. 

The Secretary of War is directed in the Norris bill to build as 
many storage dams as he sees fit to regulate the flow of the Tennesses 
River. Without denying the desirability of regulating the flow of the 
river, this is an unlimited authorization to take funds from the Publi 
Treasury for the purpose of building dams when private power com 
are already competing for the privilege of constructing these 
very dams at their own expense, The Federal Power Commission 
already has conflicting applications for permits to build many 
these storage dams. 

The chairman's bill also provides for adding 50 per cent the 
capacity of the steam-power plant at nitrate plant No. This 
is an authorization to add 40,000 horsepower to the capacity of the 


plant, which at the reasonable figure of $100 per horsepower would 
$4,000,000, 


panies 


of 


to 


° 


as 


cost 


In section 3 of his bill Senator Norrts undertakes te compel present 
and future owners of dams on the Tennessee River which would benefit 
by these storage dams to pay for a share in the cost of these dams 
proportionate to their benefits, but this provision, however fair it 
may be, is clearly unconstitutional, for the Federal Government has 
no authority over navigable streams by virtue of which it can compel 
developments on one stream to pay for thelr share or proposed storage 
reservoirs while those on other streams do not. 

* NO CHEAPER FERTILIZER FOR FARMER UNDER NORRIS BILL 

The change in the title of the chairman’s Government corporation 
from the Federal chemical corporation to the Federal power cor 
poration is very appropriate. While it might conceivably have been 
agreed that the principal aim of the chairman's bill of last year was 
to preserve the purpose of Muscle Shoals as a source of better anid 
cheaper fertilizers for the farmers of the country, it can not be de 
nied that in this bill as now amended the fertilizer becomes 
minor and secondary consideration. 

Muscle Shoals under the chairman's bill is a public utility power 
proposition in which the interests of the farmers have been utterly 
lost in a giant superpower scheme in which Muscle Shoals would be 
but an insignificant part. The national value of Muscle Shoals disap- 
pears and the great dam that was built to serve the farmer becomes a 
mere cog in a machine for operating street cars, cotton mills, and 
electric lights in a limited section of the country. Let no farmer 
expect cheaper fertilizer under such a plan—his chance is gone 

It needs no argument to show that this is so, for the chairman's bill! 
provides that no more than 25,000 primary horsepower shall be used 
for the manufacture of fertilizer, together with 75,000 horsepower of 
the secondary or irregular power which would exist not more than four 
or five months of the year and perhaps less. 

Among the proposals made to the committee were several in which 
the bidders sought to throw a fertilizer sop to the farmers in order 
to secure control of the water power, but none of them offered to pro 
vide as little as °25,000 primary horsepower for fertilizer purposes. 
If we would protect the farmer’s interests, then any of the bids which 
were considered by our committee would be far superior to what the 


a very 
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chairman proposes The fer er monopely and the Alabama Power 
Cc ind thelr clat ould not have drawn a bill that would have 
more effectually freed them from any real competition at Muscl 
SI Is th this Gover ent corporation. 

WHY NOT AWARD If TO THE ALABAMA POWER CO.? 

I D Pe i see in this bill a wide-open gateway to the 
power that they long have coveted and which they could not get 
aire l by vi s of th ir wh 

It is a well-known fact that the Alabama Power Co. and its asso- 
ciates have been endeavoring to secure control of the Muscle Shoals 
power for years, and if under Government operation we are merely to 
operate the hydroelectric plants for the benefit of the power com 
panies, turning over the power to them to distribute and sell, then, 
in our judgment, vw would deal more honestly with the country if 
we accepted the offer l 


of the power companies directly We do not 
believe that this Government should try to de by indirection what it 
is unwilling to do frankly and openly, 


$130,000,000 MORE APPROPRIATIONS 

Since the chairman has proposed to take away this power from the 
farmers and to distribute it over independent lines to the principal 
cities within a radius of 400 miles, and since this ts the policy to be 
voted on under this bill we want the Senate to know what that mear 

The present estimate of $51,000,000 for the cost of Dam No. 2 com 
plete does not include the cost of the transformers, transmission lines 
and other equipment necessary for long-distance transmission. 

Considering only five main lines—Cincinnati via Nashville and Louis 
ville; Little Rock, Ark., via Memphis; New Orleans via Meridian; 
Atlanta via Birmingham; and Knoxville via Chattanooga—the tran 
mission distance would be at least 1,500 miles, and according to Gen- 
eral Taylor a single-tower line would cost on an average at least 
$20,000,000 per mile, not ineluding the right of way This would cost 
$30,000,000 for transmission lines alone, and the additional equipment, 
not including the local distribution fn the various towns and cities 
would require at least $5,000,000 more. 

If we confine our transmission system only to those cities within 
200 miles of Muscle Shoals, we would require at least 550 miles of 
main trunk lines. 

The cost would be: 

550 miles of high-tension transmission Mine, at aw average 

cost of $20,000 -per mile_- ‘ . 

Right of way, transformers, and other equipment (esti 

SI eceeciiactctaicnies shin iindacaaeiitetaiina ia iladlias sails aceite $+, 000, O00 


as Bi ie Sa ee a 15, 000, 000 

Correcting the estimate of prebable appropriations necessary on 

which no reasonable return can be assured, we must increase Mr. 
MApDDeN’S figures as follows: 


£11, 000, 000 


Estimated additional cost to Government if United States 





engages in fertilizer business (MADDEN esttlinate) £59, 000, 000 
For additional cost of phosphate plant _._-. $5, 000, 000 
For transmission system, to near-by cities 15, 000, 000 
Addition to steam-power plant...--~-.- ~~. 4, 000, 000 

—_——_——_——— 24, 000, 000 

Ca a a li el 83, 000, 000 


If, however, the power is to be distributed over a 400-mile radius 
by means of the five transmission lines referred to above, we must add 
$21,375,000 to this estimate, bringing the total new appropriations to 
$104,375,000. 

To this we must add $25,000,000 for building Dam No. 3, and our 


immediate future expenditure then becomes $129,375,000. 
When we have completed Dam No. 2 our expenditures at 


Muscle Shoals will total (exclusive of Dam No. 3). $107, 400, 000 
To carry out the chairman’s program we would have to 

a ee awa 125, 375, 000 

Bringing our total investment to....--.----~.-- 232, 775, 000 


without the slightest assurance that any part of this huge sum coukd 
ever be returned to the taxpayers. 

The capital of the corporation consists ef $3,472,487.25 received by 
the United States from the sale of the Gergas steam plant to the Ala- 
bama Power Co., together with such surplus materials as are avail 
able at Muscle Shoals, and the sum of $1,500,000 for the purpose of 
rebuilding nitrate plants and carrying on a great commercial fertilizer 
business. In other words, with less than $5,000,000 of actual cash 
this company is expected to obtain enough appropriations to do at 
least $119,000,000 worth of construction work and earry on a business 
which bas been estimated by Mr. Mappsn to require at least $10,000,000 
for operating capital alone. If, however, the expectations are to be 
carried out as recited in the chairman’s repert and this power ifs 
to be distributed over modern high-tension lines inte even a few prin- 
cipal points within the area from Louisiana to the Ohfo River, the 
immediate future appropriations for which this Government corpora- 
tion would call upon us will total practically $130,000,000. 


CHEMISTS AS MANAGERS 

Section 14 of the chairman’s bill providing for the turning over of 
nitrate plants Nos. 1 and 2 to the fixed-nitrogen-research laboratory 
for operation is an amazing proposal. With no reflection upon the 


eharacter or ability of the high-grade « sts of the nit n-re ’ 
] h ren s that they not tine ex itives I 
do not claim to be rhe problems of plant the pr 
of ti equivalent of 2,000,000 tons of commer ert ser ne ve 
(the capacity of nitrate plant No. 2 t ' ‘ h 
res h hemi can be expected to deal é I 
problems of money, men id management rt 
new industry and operate it from the begins | 
net mak ny stakes has never yet been found 
0 will r one must pay the ! \ ! 
] ‘ pa ( t Uni Stat I 
u 3 t! ll w I g | I j 
Ford will pa vheth it is I ] 
K I MANT A ( \ Mie 

There wnother ade » tl ‘ tion < thes 1 
to our minds presents an unansw le arg the f ‘ 
ur attempting to salvage a war-time expenditure and t utiliz n 
ybsolete nitrate plant and a few houses and town lots down i Al 
bama by going into the manufacture of fertilizer a Government 
enterprise We refer to the serious clement « pl I h 
accompanies the manufacture of new nitr 

On February 8, 192 = tor LApo called ten the l 
of disastrous explosions which | occurred at plants } 
Ii proce ‘ nit catior bie pa eularl I le refs ce 
to th ‘ esion ‘> iu, W h dest 1 1,500 ti sa ‘ 
than $50,000,000 worth of propert in a few moments It is now 
lainred 1 t this was ! explosion di o the | ces but 
it was an explosion ¢ t 1 supply of a new fertilizer cx l 
containing ammonium nitrate (the latter being the ame material 
which it has been proposed to produce under tGoverni it Operation 
it nitrate plant No. 2) which was responsible for t) ter 
calamity Assumil that t nits en-fixa i pre 2 wa in no 
way respemsible for the accident, the faet remains that thers 
serlous element of risk in the preparation and handling of new nitr i 
compounds 

Still more recent is the explosion on March 1, 1924, « 1 ba 
immonium nitrate at the plant of the Columbia Salwage Corpor i 


Nixon, N. J. Conrmenting on this explosion edito1 


he Oi) l'nint 


& Drug Reporter of March 10, 1024, says 


“As was the case with respect to the disaster at Oppan a «« 
of years ago, the recent explosion at Nixon, N. J., whieh uN 
rensonably be considered to have much in commen with the Ge 
man catastrophe has given rise to a great variety of opinion as to 
the elust ° ° ° 
There are so many factors of hazard connected with the har 

dling of such material as mmeniaum nitrate that it would be 
extremely difficult to determine whether t} favit was a mechanical 
one or one of contaminated material or Iny in human errer Ten 


porarily faulty control of evaporation nright result in overheath 

Mementary carelessness on the part of a workman might easily 
lead to disastrous results. It is, at best, doubtful whether th 
investigations that have been ordered will reach a solution of the 
mystery; although, for the sake of progress in the production of 
nitrogen compounds, it is to be hoped that they will uncover e 

denee that the explosion was not due te an irremediable hazard im 
such processes, it will be reealled that the owners of the Oppau 


plant decided after the disaster there to gi ip the mani tur 
of ammonium nitrate. ; 

“Whatever the cause, the explosion at Nixon points clearly t 
the fact that the production and handling of fixatio orp d 
of nitrogen are not the child’s play which some comment in Con 


gress and elsewhere on the disposition of the Muscle Shoals plant 
might be taken te assume. Even though amopronium nitrate ° 
¢eomewhat more hazardous than the other compownds more gen 
erally associated with the economic consideration of nitrogen fixa 
tien, the importance of efficient chemical control of fixation piants 


can not be gainsaid. Such establishment re not to he classed 
with cider mills among the enterprises ada) ta to agricultural 
cooperative movements.” 
As the Chemical and Metallurgical Engineer M of M 
17, 1924, remarks: 

‘It is to be hoped that the different est tions novw der 
way nray reveal something of t ‘ e oft explosior info 
tion that will help to fill the admitted veid t t exists 
knowledge of the behavior of ammonium nitrate, part l 
under conditions fn which it is associated with other mats 

When we realize that right teday we have accumulated in the 
precess of manufacture at nitrate plant Ne. 2 some 1,700 tens of 
ammonium nitrate, a nitregen compound which in tiself is suppesed te 


be harmless, but which has already cost the lives of theusands and 
untold millions of property dams 





by its explosion, end when we 


realize how little is really known of the behavior of this and other 
nitrogen compounds, we can not avoid the feeling that if we rejeet the 
offer of Ilenry Ford and undertak« Government operation we many 
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rorp OF FER—continued 
No 
amount 


8 maximum limit upon 
of power to be used for 
manufacture. Minimum 
requirements present 
257.000 continuous 
horsepower or its equivalent, 

9. Obligation is to produce in 
accordance with the demand. This 
applies both the kind of fer- 
iilizer produced and the amount. 
The less power required per ton of 
fertilizer threugh improved proc- 
the more fertilizer must 
produced, 

10. 


fertilizer 
powell 
methods 


by 
is 


to 


be 


PRSCS 


Mr. Ford 
electric 


to re- 
improved furnace 
industrial chentistry to 
deyelop mere economical processes, 
him to reasonably 
improved processes 
found to be successful, 


Obligates 
search 


methods, 


and 
employ 


requires 
such 


as are 


11. Maintains nitrate plant No, 
2 or a better one of equal capacity 
free of charge for 100 years, ready 
by the 
manufacture 


for Immediate use Govern- 


ment in the ot ex- 
plosives. 

12 guaranteed sink 
ing sufficient to return the 
following amounts within the lease 
period, according to the statement 
of the Seeretary of War. (CHL. Doc, 
No. 167, 67th Cong., 2d sess., p. 7.) 


Invested 


Provides a 


tuned 


ut— 


Amount returned, 
4 per cent $40, O71, O45 
43 per cent. o DR, STO, 0O8 
4 per cent ---- 70, 100, 049 
> per cent ised 100, 868, U42 
i per cent --..-. 21%, 134, 600 


13. Provides a fund of $55,000 


annually at the expense of the hy- 


droelectric power for maintenance 
and operation of locks and dams, 
exclusive of power house = and 
equipment The Chief of Engi 
neers has testified that this is 
tmiple for that purpose. 

14. While nothing in Mr. Ford's 
offer compels him te distribute 


for fertilizer 


manufacture, he has promised the 


power not needed 


public in a statement broadcast 
to the country on October 11, 
1y2: that he would extend his 
power lines 200 miles in each di- 
rection from Muscle Shoals. This 
is a promise to the public which 
he ean not violate with impunity, 
and it gives every reasonable as- 
surance that, so far as is reason- 


ably practicable, the Muscle Shoals 
power will distributed. The 
distribution will be brought about 
with no expense whatever to the 
United States and no appropria- 
from the Federal Treasury. 


be 


tions 





JUNE 








NORRIS BILL-—continued 


8. Power for fertilizer definitely 
limited to 25,000 horsepower of 
primary or continuous power and 
75,000 horsepower of secondary o: 
irregular power available only fou, 
or five months each year. 

9. No obligation to produce in 
accordance with the demand. Fer 
tilizer production can be reduced if 
power requirements are 
by improved processes, 


lessened 


10. Provides for experimenta- 
tion study and research for cheap 
ening the manufacture and sale of 
fertilizer or other products eithe: 
through the fixed-nitrogen-research 
laboratory (which that laboratory 
is now doing) or any other way 
deemed advisable by the Secretary 
ot Agriculture. 

11. Maintains nitrate plant No. 
nominally at the expense of the 
Government corporation but actu- 
ally at the expense of the United 


» 


States. 

12. No sinking fund provided for 
any return of the Government's 
investment, 

13. No provision requiring the 


power sold to pay cost of mainte- 
nance of locks, Locks continue to 
be maintained by Government ap- 
propriation. 


14. Under the Norris bill a con- 
servative estimate of the of 
distribution by only five lines, ay 
eraging 375 miles in length, would 


cost 


eall for an expenditure of more 
than $36,000,000, with no aesur- 
ance whatever of a wutarket at a 


price that would yield an adequate 
return on the investment. 


FAKM RELIEF} 


Mr. RANKLN., 


Mr. Speaker, this Congress is about to ad- 


journ; within a few hours this body, together with the one at 
the other end of the Capitol, will have disbanded and the vari- 
ous Members will have gone to their respective homes. 


have 
power, 


Three years 
came into 


passed 


awiy 
The agricultural elements of the country 


since this administration 


| have suffered more during that time than they ever had before. 


They 


’ , Nhe ne to i that our supposed economies have vanished | 
i - na eat calamity 
wore us a responsible offer to develop this industry 
ke with adequate capital, which is able to com 
i rechuical talent that the world affords, and since by 
fer we can assure ourselves that the United States will 
ud dp imong the natlous in this most important 
i lieve that we are indeed fortunate to have such an offer | 
' i ur juduement common prudence and a regard for the 
ined ft ‘ iccept it. 
{ tt I I ’ oO 5 
A he lrawn up a brief parallel state- | 
! , a0 rt ie wo bills is yllows 
Ort RK BILI 
verunrent out of 1. Sets up the Government in 
1 pow yuUSineSss the fertilizer and power business, | 
id mal expendi ~. The completion of Dam No. 3 
' ’ rive nm Of is only one of a number of large | 
viva new expenditures which may total 
$150,000,000, and which must be 
met by new appropriations, 
iva 4 per cent 3. No guaranteed return of any 
' ntuhe the lease pe kind on the Goverament’s invest 
, , il cost of com nent 
' dea N vl matruct 
an \ with their lock 
1 thom ' iti exeept 
ma l> » No 5 or th trst 
x ' ! tent 3 SV eb 
Dp ind Dam No ; for 
th rst thi ears the payment 
RDed CO crpeldy 
; ' Ford plan i runranteed 1 Tora t No bill an at 
ype aving paid-in tempt wonld be made to operate 
ip of S10.000.000 under a eon the nitrate plants and distribute 
. lit jointly and severally power by a corporation having the i 
Ml md heir epresenta absurdly inadequate capital of $4, 
t mel ossigns, and his com 72,487 Whatever ipital is pro 
ban . asors iil assigns vided mus lhe iT ie ‘XPense of 
Mr. terd’s chi ‘neineer has testi the Government Treasury The | 
ied wa Mr. Ford expeets to in corporation is tet required to make 
vest $50,000,000 in improvements guaranties of any kind for faith 
t Miiisel Shoals which Invest ful performan 
neu iep l por the water 
1OW en for its nsefulness, ani 
the ' m be canceled for non 
liillment rt ontract 
Insures that the Muscle 5. Ne assurance of any produc 
‘ project vill ” operated tion of fertilizer it ill. for the 
) veer nder publie control and operations wonld dependent 
i i j public interest, upon ippropriations hy 4 ongress, 
\ 1 minim nnual produc. and in all probability Congress 
tion juivalen » Voodoo tons would not long consent to the 
’ %-2 mmereial fertilizer as maintenance of au unprofitable en- 
th wineip rod with no fur- terprise such as may be expected 
wend »> the Government, when an undertaking of this ecbhar 
acter is attempted by the Govern- 
nent 
it ill prefit on manufac i. The corporation is authorized | 
{ lw fertilizers to not to sell fertilizer direct to farmers 
’ be S per ent of the fair or tarm organizations as well as to 
bea int st of production dealers, manufacturers, and to the 
anid : S itt a board of farmers fertilizer trade generally There 
MDP i y the President and is no limit as to the profit which 
mau i bv the Senate shall ex muy be charged so long as the fer- 
mite ' rok pass upon what is tilizer is sold at a reasonable 
Tr ” items, and fix the profit.’ A profit in excess of 8 per 
pri sued ntrol the distribution cent—say, 10 per cent—could not 
oO ertili Publix interest be held unreasonable 
1 re ted through regulation 
hiel product which requires 
i 1 tab powell viz, fer 
rtilizer ents rpri e 7 Not only is. th efx iency of 
: lus Shoals would oper- private management lacking, but it 
ried b ympecen xperienced ex- is actually proposed to commit 
! ~ under the efficient manu- this great manufacturing enter- 
facturing conditions to be had prise into the control and manage- 
il nder private management, ment of the chemists of the Gov- | 
Mr ord is not prevented from ernment’s nitrogen laboratory, The 
paying the salaries necessary to pay of any employee is limited to 
secure the highest grade of tech- $7,500 per year, 
pical 1 professional men to con- 
du the enterprise, 


granting 1 measure of relief it 
American farmers an 


have been crying out to Congress for help. 
this administration done to relieve their condition? 


additional 


What has 
Instead of 
has piled upon the backs of the 
burden in the form of the 


highest protective tariff ever passed in the history of the civi- 


lized world. 


When the farmer 


asked for bread you gave him a 


stone, which you tied about his ueck in the form of a tariff 
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for the benefit of his exploiters, and to-day he is paying more | 


for what he buys according to what he gets for the things he 
sells than he ever has in the history of this Republic. You 
have done nothing to advance the price of farm products, 
which have been gradually declining ever since you came into 
power; but you have levied a tariff on the necessities of life, 
collecting a toll on everything he buys “from the swaddling 
eloths of infancy to the lining of the coffin in which old age 
is laid away.” That toll does not go into the Federal Treasury 
to help reduce the burden of taxation, but it goes into the 
pockets of the manufacturers to increase their prosperity at 
the expense of the American people. Four billions of dollars 


are thus taken from the masses of the American people an- | 


nually, of which $3,600,000.000 goes into the pockets of the 
tariff barons, who have been the chief of this 


beneficiaries 
administration. [Applause. ] 


As a result the farmers are going bankrupt, their credit is 
being cut off, and their homes are being sold under the ham- 
mer. Never in the history of this country have the farmers, 


especially those in the Western States, suffered as they are 
suffering now, and everyone else whose prosperity depends on 
the success of agriculture is suffering in the same way. In 
addition to the great multitude of farmers who have had their 
homes swept away by 
dreds of banks have failed, thousands of merchants have been 


H. J. Res, 283 


Joint resolution to permit to remain within the 
United States certain aliens in excess of quotas fixed unde 
authority of the immigration act of May 19, 1921 
H. R. 4088. An act to establish the upper Mississippi Rive 
wild life and fish refuge; 
H. R. 7079. An act prohibiting the import moof erude opium 
for the purpose of manufacturing heroin 
H. KR. 7731, An act authorizing the Secretary of War to s i 
portion of the Carlisle Barracks Reservation 
H. R. 9434. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Stutes of Georgia and Florida, through their respective highwuy 
} departments, to construct a bridge across the St. Marys River; 
H. R. 1414. An act to authorize the payment of certain taxes to 
Stevens and Ferry Counties, in the State of Washington, and 


for other purposes ; 


HH. R. 6426. An act granting pensions and in pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy 


reuse ofl 


| amd certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civi 
War, and to widows of such soldiers and Sailors; 
H. R. 9612. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Georgia, through its highway department, tv constru 


this high tide of misgovernment, hun- | 


forced to close their doors, professional men have pulled up and | 


moved to the cities, and schools have closed, while fuminelike 
depression has spread over the land. 

What are you 
Are you going to 
relieve them, or 


going to tell these people when you go home? 
admit that this administration has not tried to 


do you expect to try to deceive them into in- | 


dorsing this administration and in their despair underwriting | 


their own destruction? 


Well, you can not fool hungry, home- | 


less, or bankrupt people into believing that they will ultimately | 


grow prosperous as it 
Wrought their ruin. 

You could relieve the American farmers in 10 days ff you 
really wanted to do so. IT have introduced a resolution to ex- 
empt from import or tariff duties all articles shipped in from 
foreign countries and exchanged for American farm products. 
If you will pass that resolution, you will see farm products 
begin to move as they have not moved the 
war. 
ean produce them at « profit. You will see trade and industry 
stimulated throughout the world. There will come to the 
American farmers, and incidentally to all the people in the agri- 
cultural States, the greatest measure of sound 
have ever enjoyed. 

Then you would not have to go down into the Treasury to 


result of the same influences 


since the close of 


prosperity they 


appropriate money to feed the hungry children of Europe. 
Large enterprises needing foreign goods would purchase the 


products of the American farms to exchange for them. Not 
only would our surplus farm products then be moving toward 
the hungry people of the Old World, but their industries would 
be stimulated so that they could have employment at which to 
earn a livelihood. 

We do not have to adjourn this Congress. It is much more 
important that we pass legislation for the relief of the agricul- 


You will see them advance in price to where the farmers | 


which | 


| Cordova, 


tural sections than it is for Members to get away from here in | 


time to attend political conventions. For my part, L opposed 
the adjournment resolution; I think we ought to stay here until 
we give the American people some relief from these unbearable 
conditions. 

But the trouble is that while a great many of you gentlemen 
on the Republican side of the aisle would be glad to support my 
resolution—you would be glad to help us relieve these hard con- 


ditions—the real powers that control this administration are | 


more in sympathy with the tariff magnates and the other inter- 
ests that are profiting as a result of these conditions than they 
are with the masses of the American people. 

I expect to renew this fight when we come back here in De- 
cember. Something must be done. Your three cheers for the 
farmers will not relieve their distressed conditions, [ Laughter. | 

We are going to carry this fight to the people this year, and 
if present indications mean anything the voters in the agricul- 
tural States are going to elect men to public office this fall who 
are in favor of saving the agricultural industry from the im- 
placable destruction which would be the inevitable result of the 
continuation of the present outrageous tariff policy. [Ap- 
plause, } 

ENROLLED BILLS STGNED 


Mr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same; 


a bridge across the Oconee River; 
H. R. 93814 


An act to amend Section O08 of the Judicial Code: 
H.R. 02. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Fullerton & Portsmouth Bridge Co, to construct a bridge across 


the Ohio River to connect the 
village of Fullerton, Ky. 
H.R. 9361 


city of Portsmouth, Ohio, and the 


An act granting the consent of ¢ 


ongress to the con 
struction of a bridge across the Rio Grande: 

H. R. 9610. An act granting the cousent of Congress te the 
Board of Supervisors of Lowndes County, Miss., to construct a 
bridge across Tombighee River ; 

H,. R, 1830. An act for the relief of Charles T. Norman 

H. R.9515. An act granting the consent of Congress to fhe 
Delaware State Highway Department to mstruct a bridge 
cross the cunal near Rehoboth: 

H. R. 1306. An act for the relief of Henry Metiuire;: 

H.R.9111. An act directing the remission of customs duties 
m certain property of the United States imported by the War 


Department ; 


H. R. 6652. Au act to authorize the city of Los Angeles, to 
the State of California, to construct and operate a line of 
railroad across the Fort MacArthur Military Reservation, in 
the State of California; 

H.R. 6950. An act to authorize the incorporated town of 


Alaska, to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding 
$100,000 for the purpose of constructing and equipping a public 
school building in said town of Alaska 
H. R.9457. An act granting the consent of ¢ 
States of Alabama and 
way departments, to 


Cordova 
ongress to the 
treorgia 
‘oustruect 


through their respective high 


ind maintain a bridge across 


the Chattahoochee River at or near Alaga, Ala., connecting 
Houston County, Ala., and Marly County, Ga 

H. R.9517. An act granting the consent of Congress to thie 
North Texas Co., of St. Jo, Tex., a corporation organized unde 


the laws of the State of Texas, to construct u toll 


bridge across 
the Red River in the vicinity of Ulinois Bend, Tex 

H. R. 6972. An act for the relief of William H. Nelson 

H. R. 4830. An act to provide for the grotection of forest 
lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas, for the exten 
sion of national forests, and for other purposes, in erder to 

|} promote the continuous production of timber on lands chieff 
suitable therefor : 

H. R. 6255. An act to amend an aet entitled “An aet to 
authorize the tneorporated town of Ketchikan, Alaska. to issue 
its bonds in any sum not to exeeed STOO000 for the purpose 
of constructing a schoolhouse in said town and equipping 


same,” approved February 7, 1920 


H. R. 8578. An act to amend the act entitled “An aet to pro 
mote the safety of employees amd travels ipon railroads b 
compelling common cariers engaged in interstate commerce fo 
equip their locomotives with safe and suitable beilers and 
appurtenances thereto ippreved Febroury 17, 1911 3 
amended ; 

H. R. 8839. An act making appropriations for the govern 
ment of the District of Columbia and other activities charge 
able in whole or in part against the revenues of such Distric 


for the fiscal vear ending June 30, 1925, 

H. R. 9345. An act granting the consent of (‘ougress for the 
construction of a bridge a the Ohio River 
derburgh County, Ind., and Henderson ('ount 


ind for other purposes 


TOSS 


H. R.9177. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
counties of Kittitas and Grant, in the State of Washington, to 
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S. 1785. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for thy» 
regulation of the practice of dentistry in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for the protection of the people from empiricism in 
relation thereto,” approved June G6, 1892, and acts amendator: 

8.1308. An act authorizing an appropriation to enable the 
Secretary of the Interior to purchase a tract of land, with sufti- 
cient water right attached, for the use and occupancy of tix 


; Temoak Band of homeless Indians, located at Ruby Valley, 


Nev.; 

S. 1203. An act to amend an act entitled “ An act authorizing 
an appropriation to meet proportionate expenses of providing a 
drainage system for Piute Indian lands in the State of Nevada 
within the Newlands reclamation project of the Reclamation 
Service,” approved February 14, 1923; 

8.1192. An act to confer jurisdiction upon the United State 
District Court, Northern District of California, to adjudicat 
the claims of American citizens; 


S. 699. An act authorizing the addition of certain lends 1 
| the Medicine Bow National Forest, Wyo., and for other pu 
POSES : 

S.697. An act providing for the disposal of certain lands 


} on Crooked and Pickerel Lakes, Mich., and for other purposes ; 


L1272 CONGRESSIONAL 
col i bridge across the Columbia River at or near Van- 
tine ry Wasi: 

li An act to authorize an exchange of lands with 
{ te of Washington; 

nM. it. (oe An act ing public lands to the city of Golden, 
Co to secure a supply of water for municipal and domestic | 
pury 

ii. Rk. 9429. An act making appropriations for the legislative | 
brat of t Government for the fiscal year ending June 3U, 
We. a j otive PUL pose ; 

H.R. 4835. An to pay tuition of Indian children in public 
schoo! 

H.R. 7096. An acteto regulate and fix rates of pay for em- 
plover oflicers of the Government Printing Office ; 

Hf. R. 4816. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to per- 
mit the city of Vicksburg, Miss., to construct and maintain 
water mains on and under the National Cemetery Road at 
Viel rg, Miss. ; 

H.R. 6049. An act for the relief of V. E. Schermerhorn, 
kk. ©. Caley, G. W. Campbell, and Philip Hudspet! 

H.R. 3477. An act for the relief of James B. Porter; 

H.R. 53 An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in 
al claims which the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians may 
have against the United States, and for other purposes; 

S.J. Res. 146. Joint resolution to amend section 13 of the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the classification of 
civilian positions within the District of Columbia and the field | 
service "; 

S.J. Re 3. Joint resolution in relation to monument to 
commemorate the services and sacrifices of the women of the 
United States of America, its insular possessions, and the Dis 
trict of Columbia in the World War; 

S. 2694. An act to enable the trustees of Hloward University 
to develop an athletic field and gymnasium project, and for 
other PUrpoOses ; 


§, BOAT An act to consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact the 
laws affecting the establishment of the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau and the administration of the war risk insurance act, 
amended, and the vocational rehabilitation act, as amended ; 
An act granting 


S. 5420. of Congress to the eon- 
struction, maintenance, and operation by the Denver & Rio 
Grande Western Railroad Co., its successors and assigns, of a 


line of railroad across the southwesterly portion of the Fort 


the consent 


Logan Military Reservation in the State of Colorado; 
S.33855. An act granting the consent of Congress to the coun 


ties of Marion and Flerence, in the State of South Carolina, to 


construct a bridge across the Peedee River at or near Savage 
Landing, S. C.; 

S. 5263. An act te provide for the inspection of the battle 
fields in and around Fredericksburg and Spotsylvania Court 
House, Va.; 


S. 3244. An act granting the consent of Congress to the Board 
Supervisors of Hinds County, Miss., to construct a bridge 
ucross the Pearl River in the State of Mississippi; 

S. 3188. An act for the abandonment of a portion of the pres- 
ent channel of the south branch of the Chicago River; 


ol 


S.3116. An act to authorize the Choctaw, Oklahoma & Gulf 
Railway Co. and the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
Co. to construct a bridge across the White River near the city 


De Valls Bluff, Ark. ; 
S.3111. An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
(laims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in any 
Which the Stockbridge Indians may have against the 
United States, and for other purposes ; 

S. 8024. An act providing for the acquirement by the United 
of privately owned lands within Rio Arriba and Taos 
Counties, N. Mex., known as the Las Trampas grant, by ex- 
changing therefor timber within the exterior boundaries of any 
national forest situated within the State of New Mexico; 

S. 53028. An act designating the State of New Mexico as a 
judicial district, fixing the time and place for holding terms of 


ot 


CLAS 


States 


court therein, and for other purpeses; 
S. 2884. An act relating to the American Academy in Rome; 
S. 2761. An act to authorize the withdrawal of lands for the 


protection of antelope and other game animals and birds; 


S. 2699. An act to amend an act creating the Custer State 
lark game sanctuary in the State of South Dakota; 
S. 2256. An act to designate the time and place of holding 


terms of the United States district court in the first division of 
the district at Kansas City; 

S.2159. An act authorizing annual appropriations for the 
maintenance of that portion of Gallup-Durango highway across 
the Navajo Indian Reservation and providing reimbursement 
therefor ; 


S. J. Res. 115. Joint resolution to provide for the free tran 
mission through the mails of certain publications for th 
blind; 

S.J. Nes. 114. Joint resolution authorizing an investiguti 
of the proposed Casper-Alcova irrigation project, Natro: 


County, Wyo.; 
and the 
Calif. ; 

§.115. An act changing the name of Keokuk Street, in th: 
county of Washington, D. C., to Military Road. 

S. J. Res. 106. Joint resolution authorizing the erection « 
public grounds in the city of Washington, D. C., of an equer 
trian siatue of General San Martin, which the people of Arge: 
tina have presented to the United States; 

S. J. Res. 103. Joint resolution authorizing expenditure of the 
Fort Peck 4 per cent fund now standing to the credit of the 
Fort Peck Indians of Montana in the Treasury of the United 
States ; 


the Deschutes project, in the State of Oregon: 
Southern Lassen irrigation project, in Lassen County, 


58. J. Res. 90. Joint resolution providing au extension of time 
for payment by entrymen of lands on the Fort Assinniboine 


abandoned military reservation in the State of Montana; 
S.J. Res. 73. Joint resolution providing for the appointment 


of a commission for the purpose of erecting in Potemaec Park, 


in the District of Columbia, a memorial to those members of 
the armed forces of the United States from the District of 


Columbia who served in the Great War; 
S. 3380. An act to grant the consent of Congress to the Cin- 
cinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific Railway Co. to construet, 


| maintain, and operate a bridge across the Cumberland River, 


ee 


—_——— 


in the county of Pulaski, State of Kentucky, near the town of 
LBurnside ; 

8. 3093. An act granting certain public lands to the city of 
Phoenix, Ariz., for municipal, park, and other purposes; 

S$. 1509. An act for the relief of settlers and town-site occu- 
pants of certain lands in the Pyramid Lake Indian Reserva- 
tion, Nev. ; 

8.2573. An act to amend and reenact sections 20, 22. and 
50 of the act of March 2, 1917, entitled “An act to provide a 
civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes ” 

S. 2704. An act to amend paragraph (3), section 16, of the 
interstate commerce act; 

S. 2982. An act to quiet the title to lands within the Pueblo 
Indian land, grants, and for other purposes; 

S. 2572. An act to purchase grounds, erect, and repair build- 
ings for customhouses, offices, and warehouses in Porto Rico; 

S. 588. An act for the relief of Daniel A. Spaight and others; 

S. J. Res. 137. Joint resolution in respect of salaries of orici- 
nal appointees to the Board of Tax Appeals; 

S. 3484. An act for the protection of the northern Pacific 
halibut fishery ; 

S. 1942. An act te protect navigation from obstruction and 
injury by preventing the discharge of oil into the 
navigable waters of the United States; 

S. 668. An act to establish the Utah National Park 
State of Utah; 


8.1576. An act to provide for the equitable distribution of 


coastal 


in the 


ot 


captured war devices and trophies to the States and Territerics 
of the United States and to the District of Columbia ; 

S. 1614. An act to repeal an act authorizing the construction 
of bridges across the Great Kanawha River; 
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S. 2324. An act to amend section 5 of the trade-mark act of 
1905, as amended, relative to the unauthorized use of por- | 


traits; 

8.3220. An act authorizing the health officer of the District 
of Columbia to issue a permit for the removal of the remains 
of the late George Mauger Burklin and the remains of the late 
Anton Lerch Burklin from Glenwood Cemetery, District of 
Columbia, to Fort Lincoln, Prince Georges County, Md.; 

S. 2790. An act to provide for quarters, fuel, and light for 
employees of the Indian Field Service; 

S. 3269. An act to amend an act regulating the height of 
Puildings in the District of Columbia, approved June 1, 1010; 

S. 790. An act for the establishment of a Federal industrial 
institution for women, and for other purposes; 

S.1987. An act accepting certain tracts of land in the city 
of Medford, Jackson County, Oreg.: and 

S. 2887. An act authorizing transfer of certain abandoned or 
unused lighthouse reservation lands by the United States to 
tie State of New York for park purposes, 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, one of his secretaries, announced that the President lad 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On June 6: 

H. R. 2607. An act for the relief of Jesse L. Meeks: 

Hi. R. 7122. An act for the relief of the Eagle Pass Lumber 
Co., of Eagle Pass, Tex.; 

Ht. RR. 8961. An act for the relief of Frank Sting heomb: and 

H. R. 905. An act for the relief of Gerard E. Bess 

On June 7: 

H. R. 7877. An act making appropriations for the military 


year ending June 80, 1925, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 8238. An act making appropriations for the Executive 
Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, com- 
missions, and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, 
and for other purposes ; 

I! RK. S104. An act granting 160 Acres of land to the Western 
State College of Colorado, at Gunnison, Colo., for the use of 
the Rocky Mountain biological station of said college ; 

H. R. 2126. An act for the relief of C. C. Curson ; 

H. 8.9429. An act making appropriations for the legislative 
branch of the Government for the fiseal vear ending June 30, 
1925, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 88389. An act making appropriations for the government 
of the District of Columbia and other activities chargeable in 
Whole or in part against the revenues of such District for the 
fixea! year ending June 30, 1925, and fer other purposes ; 

Hf. R. 7998S. An act granting public hinds to the city of Golden, 
Colo, to secure a supply of water for municipal and domestic 
Purposes ; 

H. R. 5318. An act to authorize an exchange of lands with the 
Srate of Washington ; 

Ti... 4816. An act authorizing the Seeretary of War to 
permit the city of Vicksburg, Miss., te construct and maintain 
Water mains on and under the National Cemetery Road at Vicks- 
burs, Miss. : 

H. R526. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to enter 
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Ii. R. 8$77. An act for the relief of James B. Porter: 

H. R. 4012. An act to reimburse William H. Flagg and others 
for property destroyed by mail airplane No. 73, operated by the 
Post Office Department; 

H.R. 4442. An act to extend the insurance and collect-on 
delivery service to third-class mail, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 5541. An act for the relief of Hubert Reynolds; 

II. R. 9177. An ect granting the consent of Congress to the 
counties of Kittitas and Grant, in the State of Washington, to 


|} construct a bridge across the Columbia River at or near Van 


tage Ferry, Wash.}3 
Ii. R. 9345. An act granting the consent of Congress for the 


| construction of a bridge across the Ohio River between Vander 
| burgh County, Ind., and Henderson County, Ky.; 


ind nonmilitary activities of the War Department for the fiscal | 


H.R. 6652. An act to authorize the city of Los Angeles, in 
the State of California, to construct and operate a line of rail 
road across the Fort MacArthur Military Reservation, in the 
State of California; 

H.R. 9111. An act directing the remission of customs duties 
on certain property of the United States imported by the War 
Department ; 

H. J. Res. 285. Joint resolution to permit to remain within 
the United States certain aliens in excess of quotas fixed under 
authority of the immigration act of May 19, 1921; 

H.R. 1414. An act to authorize the payment of certain taxes 
to Stevens and Ferry Counties, in the State of Washington, 
and for other purposes; 

H. 2. 1830. An act for the relief of Charles T. Norman: 

H.R. 4088. An act to establish the upper Mississippi River 
wild life and fish refuge; 

H.R. 4830. An act to provide for the protection of forest 
lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas, for the extension 


| of national forests, and for other purposes, in order to pro 


mote the continuous production of timber on lands chiefly suit 
able therefor; 

H.R. 6255. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to an 
theorize the incorporated town of Ketchikan, Alaska, to Issue 
its bonds in any sum not to exceed $100,000 for the purpose of 
constructing a schoolhouse in said town and equipping the 
same.” approved February 7, 1920; 

il. R.. G950. An act to authorize the incorporated town of 
Cordova, Alaska, to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding 
$100,000 for the purpose of constructing and equipping a publie- 
school building in said town of Cordova, Alaska: 

H.R. GO72. An act for the relief of William H. Nelson; 

H.R. FOTO. An act prohibiting the importation of crude 
opium for the purpose of manufacturing heroin; 

H.R. 7731. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to sell 
a portion of the Carlisle Barracks Reservation ; 

H.R. 7996. An act to regulate and fix rates of pay for em- 
ployees and officers of the Government Printing Office; 

H.R. S578. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to 


| promote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads 


into an arrangement on behalf of the United States with the | 


Alexandria Light & Power Co. whereby civilians may obtain 
électrie current from a Government-owned transmission line 
extending from Alexandria to Fort Humphreys, Va. ; 

H. R. 4526. An act toe incorporate the United States Blind 
Veterans of the World War; 

H. R. 4835. An act to pay tuition of Indian children in public 
Schools: 

H. 8.192. An act to provide for a girls’ dormitory at the Fort 
Lapwai Sanatorium, Lapwai, Idaho; 

H.R.5325. An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in any 
claims which the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians may have 
against the United States, and for other purposes ; 

Li. R. 2821. An act authorizing the erection of a sanitary, fire- 
proof hospital at the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers at Santa Monica, Calif. ; 

H. R. 2128. An act for the relief of the Thompsen-Vache Boat 
Co., of Bonnots Mill, Mo. ; 

H. R. 2647. An act for the relief of Lena Garagnon Owens; 

H. fh. 6049. An act for the relief of V. E. Schermerhorn, E, C. 
Caley, G. W. Campbell, and Philip Hudspeth ; 

H.R. 8237. An act for the relief of Bruusgaard Kiosteruds 


Dampskibs Aktieselskab, a Norwegian corporation of Drammen, | 


Norway; 
Li. R. 1488. An act for the relieZ of D. H. MacAdam; 


by compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce 
to equip their locomotives with safe and suitable boilers and 
appurtenances thereto,’ appreved February 17, 1911, as 
amended ; 

Hi. R. 8588. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to sell the United States Marine hospital reservation and im 
provements thereon at Detroit, Mich., and to acquire a suit- 
able site in the same locality and to erect thereon a modern 
hospital for the treatment of the beneficiaries of the United 
States Public Health Service, and for other purposes; 

H.R. 9814. An act to amend section 98 of the Judicial Code: 

H.R. 9861. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
construction of a bridge across the Rio Grande; 

H. R. 9402. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Fullerton & Portsmouth Bridge Co. to construct a_ bridge 
across the Ohio River to connect the city of Portsmouth, Ohio, 
and the village of Fullerton, Ky.; 

H. R. 434. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
States of Georgia and Florida, through their respective high 
way departments, to construct a bridge across the St. Marys 
River ; 

H. R. 9457. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
States of Alabama and Georgia, through thelr respective high 
way departments, to construct and maintain a bride across 
the Chattahootche River, at or near Alaga, Ala., connecting 
Houston County, Ala., and Early County, Ga.; 

H. R. 9515. An aet granting the consent of Congress to the 
Delaware State Highway Department to construct a bridge 
neross the canal near Rehoboth, Del.; 

H. R.9517. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
North Texas Co., of St. Jo, Tex., a corporation organized under 
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ere was no objection. 
ADJUSTED COMPENSATION 

Mr. Speaker, I ask 
extend my remarks in the Recorp on the 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objectior 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, the best commentary 
adjusted compensation measure, the storm center, or 
storm centers, of Congress for the last five years, is that this 
mensure now a law. I sincerely believe that, freed of the 
distractions of the bitter fight waged when the matter was in 
controversy, the rank and file of the people of the country will 


Mr. THOMPSON. nsent to 
resolution. 


request of the 


unanimous ec 
M Ginnis 
the 


to 


on the 
one of the 


Is 


decide that the right action was taken. When it is seen that 
this great country can justly recognize its veterans and at 
the same time do justice to its taxpayers by reducing taxes, 
a large measure of the carefully built resentment against 
adjusted compensation will melt away. 

It has been said that the theory of patriotism interferes 
with the practice of giving adjusted compensation, This was 
one of the principal arguments against the measure. It has 
also been said that the country could not afford it, could not 
pass such a measure and reduce taxes, and that therefore it 
was not fair to the large unorganized body of taxpayers. 

In auswer to the first objection, let me say the giving of ad- 
justed compensation has not been entertained in a spirit of 
reward for patriotic service, but as a simple matter of eco- 
nomie justice. This Government needed capital, labor, and 
soldiers to win the war. Capital was used and reaped enor- 
mous profits; the wages of labor doubled and trebled—it was 
necessary, and could ask without refusal; the soldiers, how- 
ever, were drafted at $1.25 a day, part of which was taken 
back for Liberty bonds, insurance, and allotments to depend- 
ents. ‘To adjust this economic condition, which was mani- 
festly unfair to the soldier, is the purpose of this bill. We 
have all heard of the growing opinion of the country as a 
whole, that in the next war labor, capital, and men for mili- 
tary service should all be drafted. This is but an admission 
of the justice of the adjusted compensation law. The fact 
that the soldier also performed a patriotic service should not 
be allowed to confuse the issue, that of economic justice. To 


guy that we are paying the soldier for patriotism is to Say, In 
effect, that capital and labor were not patriotic. If it is ad- 
mitted, as it must be, that capital and labor were patrioic, then 
we can not use the argument of “paying for patriotism” 
against the other class of men who helped win the war—the 


soldiers. The theory of a class of people fighting at great per- 
sonal sacrifice to preserve the rights and fortunes of an upper 
class without recognition should have expired with the middle 
ages. _ 

With reference to the objection that taxes ean 
duced if adjusted compensation is a law, I refer to the new 
revenue law just enacted and approved, which reduces taxes 
for the fiscal year ending Jume 30, 1925, by $361,000,000, and 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1926, by $400,000,000. It 
is admitted now that this reduction can be placed in effect 


not be re- 
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and still leave a substantial surplus in the Treasury ufter 
paying the current expenses of the bonus or adjusted com 


pensation. 

The Republican platform contains a plank favoring adjusted 
compensation. Many of the States have already taken similar 
action, including Ohio, and I believe the people of the United 
States will also approve this action when all the facts are ap- 
preciated and when the operation of the law shows that none 
of the evils so violently predicted as a result of it will come 
to pass. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL 


Mr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that this day they had presented to the President of 
the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

IT. 2.4526. An act to incorporate the United States Blind 
Veterans of the World War; 


Hi. R. 2126. An act for the relief of C. C. Carson; 


H.R. 5541. An act for the relief of Hubert Reynolds; 

If, R. 192. An act to provide for a girls’ dormitory at the Fort 
Lapwai Sanatorium, Lapwai, Idaho; 

H. R. 1488. An act for the relief of D. H. MacAdam; 

H. R. 2128. An act for the relief of the Thompson-Vache 
Boat Co., of Bonnots Mill, Mo. : 

H. 2. 2647. An act for the relief of Lena Garagnon Owens: 


H. R. 4442. An act to extend the insurance and collect-on- 
delivery service to third-class mail, and for other purposes: 

H. I. S237. An act for the relief of Bruusgaard Kiosteruds 
Dampskibs Aktieselskab, a Norwegian corporation, of Dram- 
— Norway; 

.-R. 2821, An act authorizing the erection 
sata hospital at the } 
Soldiers at Santa Monica, Calif. ; 

H. R. 4012, An act to reimburse William H. Flagg and others 
for property destroyed by mail airplane No. 73, eperated by the 
Post Office Department; 

H. R. 3104. An act granting 160 acres of land to the Western 
State College of Colorado, at Gunnison, Colo., for the use of 
the Rocky Mountain biological station of said college; and 

H. R. 8233. An act making appropriations for the Executive 
Office and Siaten independent executive bureaus, boards, com- 
missions, and oflices fer the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, 
and for other purposes. 

R. 7731. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to sell 
a portion of the Carlisle Barracks Reservation ; 

H. R. 7079. An act prohibiting the importation of crude opium 
for the purpose of manufacturing heroin; 

H. R. 5518. An act to authorize an exchange of lands with the 
State of Washington; 

H. R. 9177. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
counties of Kittitas and Grant, in the State of Washington, to 
construct a bridge across the Columbia River at or near Van- 
tage Ferry, Wash. ; 

H. R. 7998. An act granting public lands to the city of Golden, 


of a saniiary, 
eee Home for Disabled Volunteer 


| Colo., to secure a supply of water for municipal and domestic 


purposes ; 

IL. R. 9845. An act granting the consent of Congress for the 
construction of a bridge across the Ohio River between Vander- 
burgh Ccunty, Ind., and Henderson County, Ky. ; 

H. R. 9429, An act making appropriations for the legislative 
branch of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1925, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 8839. An act making appropriations for the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia and other activities charge- 
able in whole or in part against the revenues of such District 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other pur- 
poses ; 

H. R. 4835. 
schools; 

H. R. 6049. 
Caley, G. W. 

H. R, 8477 

H. R. 4816. 
mit the city 


An act to pay tuition of Indian children in public 


An act for the relief of V. E. Schemerhorn, E. 
Campbell, and Philip Hudspeth ; 

An act for the relief of James B. Porter; 
An act authorizing the Secretary of War to per- 
of Vicksburg, Miss., to construct and maintain 


C. 


water mains on and under the National Cemetery Road at 
Vicksburg, Miss. ; 
por, 


H. R. 5325. An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in 
any claims which the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians may 
have against the United States, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 7996. An act to regulate and fix rates of pay for em- 
ployees and officers of the Government Printing Office; 

EH. R. 4830. An act to provide for the. protection of forest 
lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas, for the extension 


of national forests, and for other purposes, in order to prumote 
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the continuous production of timber on lands chiefly suitable 
thx efor; 

if. R. 6950. An act to authorize the incorporated town of 
Cordova, Alaska, to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding 
$100,000 for the purpose of constructing and equipping a public- 
school building in said town of Cordova, Alaska; 


H. R. 9314. An act to amend section 98 of the Judicial Code; 
H.R. 6255. An cet to amend an act entitled “An act to 


authorize the incorporated town of Ketchikan, Alaska, to issue its 
bonds in any sum not to exceed $100,000 for the purpose of 
constructing a schoolhouse in said town and equipping the 


same,” approved 
H. R. 6972. An 


February 7, 1920; 
act for the relief of William H, Nelson; 


11. R. 9517. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
North Texas Co., of St, Jo, Tex., a corporation organized under 


the laws of the State of Texas, to construct a tol) bridge across 
the Red River in the vicinity of Illinois Bend, 'rex.; 

H. R. 9457. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
States of Alabama and Georgia, through their respective high- 
way departments, to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Chattahoochee River, at or near Alaga, Ala., 
jilvuston County, Ala., and Early County, Ga.; 

H. R. 6652. An act to authorize the city of Los Angeles, in 
the State of California, to construct and operate a line of rail- 
road across the Fort MacArthur Military Reservation, in the 
State of California; 


connecting 
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H.R.9111. An act directing the remission of customs duties | 


on certain property of the United States imported by the War 
Department ; 

H. R. 9612. An act 
State of Georgia, through its highway department, to construct 
a bridge across the Oconee River; 

Hi. R. 9402. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
rullerton & Portsmouth Bridge Co, to construct a bridge across 
the Ohio River to connect the city of Portsmouth, Ohio, and 
the village of Fullerton, Ky.; 

H. R. 9561. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
construction of a bridge across the Rio Grande; 

H. R. 1806. An act for the relief of Henry McGuire; 

H. R. 1830. An act for the relief of Charles T. Norman; 


H. R. 9610. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 


Board of Supervisors of Lowndes County, Miss., to construct | 


a bridge across Tombigbee River ; 

H. R. 9515. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Delaware State Highway Department to construct 
across the canal near Rehoboth, Del. ; 

H. R. 8578. An act to amend the act entitled 
promote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads 
by compelling common carriers engaged in interstate’ com- 
merece to equip their locomotives with safe and suitable boilers 
and appurtenances thereto,” approved February 17, 1911, as 
amended ; 

H. R. 1414. An act to authorize the payment of certain taxes 
to Stevens and Ferry Counties, in the State of Washington, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 4088. To establish the upper Mississippi River wild- 
life and fish refuge; and 

H. R. 9484. Granting the consent of Congress to the States 
of Georgia and Florida, through their respective highway 
departments, to construct a bridge across the Saint Marys 
River, 


a 


EMERGENCY DEFICIENCY 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the following House joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to 
suspend the rules and pass the following joint resolution, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, 
out 


of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
following sums, for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1925, namely: 
GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 
For personal services in the District of Columbia in accordance | 


with the classification act of 1923, fiscal year 1925, $75,240. 

UNITED STATES VETERANS’ BUREAU 

expenses, World War adjusted compensation act: 
For administrative expenses In carrying out the provisions of the 
World War adjusted compensation act of May 19, 1924, including 
salaries of personnel in the District of Columbia and elsewhere in 
accordance wtih the classification act of 1923; purchase, hire, ex- 
change, and repair of typewriters, adding machines, and other me- 


Administrative 


granting the consent of Congress to the | 


bridge | 


“An act to} 


telegrams, telephones, stationery, trav Ww CX) ‘Ss and per diem in 
lieu of subsistence at not exceeding $4 for officers, agents, and other 
employees, and for other necessary contl t and miscellaneous ex 
penses to enable the Director of the United States Veterans’ Bureau 
to perform such duties as are required by iid act, $1,188,500, to 
remain available until June $0, 1925: I I, That Secretary 
of the Treasury is authorized to issue to the D f the I 1 
States Veterans’ Bureau, without charge, for se, such 
surplus office pplfes and equipment as may ‘ I 
of the General Supply Committee 

Adjusted service and dependent pay: For pay nt of justed serv 
ice credits of not more than $50 each, as provided ions 401 
aud 601 of the World War adjusted compensation act of May 19, 
1924, and for I ment to depend ts of deceased veterans it rly 
installments due on adjusted rvice credits In ex s of $50 each, as 
provided in s« s 601 and 603 of said act, $26,629,398, to r in 
available until expended, 

Adjusted service certificate fund: For the am iuthorized in sec- 
tion 505 of the World War ad 1 c tion May 19, 1924, 
to p ovide fo the | vinent f the f e valu f h liusted r 9 
certit te in 20 years from its dat or on the p ith of the 
veteran, $100,000,000, to remain nilable until ex led 

NAVY DEIARIMI 


Administrative 


expenses, World War adjusted compensation act 
For temporary personal rvi in the Distri of Columbia in accerd 
ance with the classification act of 1923, purchase hire, exchange, and 
repair of typewriters, adding machines, and other mechanical devices 
printing and binding, stationery, office supplies and equipment, tran 
portation of things, and for other necessary contingent aud wiscella 
heous expenses, to enab the Secretary of the Navy to perform such 
duties as are required by the World War adjusted compensation act 
of May 19, 1924, $450,000, to remain available until June 30, 1925: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is authori to issue to 
the Secretary of the Navy, without charge, for temporary use, such 
surplus oilice supplies and equipment as may be under the itrol of 
the General Supply Couimittec 
WAR DEPARTMENT 

Administrative expenses, World War adjusted compensation act: 
For temporary personal services in the District of Columbia Im accord 
ance with the classication act of 1923, purchase, hire, exchange, and 


repair of typewriters, adding machines, 
printing and binding, 


and other mechanical devices, 
supplies and equipment, tel 
grams, telephones, maintenance and operation of motor trucks, trans 
portation things, other ssary contingent and miscellaneons ex 
penses, and rent of buildings and parts of buildings in the District of 
Columbia, if space is not provided by the Public Buildings Commission 
in Government-owned buildings, to enable the Secretary of War to per 
form such duties as are required of him by the World 
compensation act of May 1%, 1924, $5,600,000, to 
until June 30, 1925: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is 
authorized to issue to the Secretary of War, without charge, for tem 
porary use, such surplus office supplies and cquipment as may be under 
the control of the General Supply Committee. 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, there is likelihood of the de 
ficiency bill failing, in which event it would prevent the pay- 
ment of the bonus voted by the Congress as adjusted compen 
sation to the men who served in the World War. The reso- 
lution which has just been read, introduced by me, is to pro- 
vide for the payment of adjusted compensation to the World 
War veterans regardless of what may happen in the Senate 
with regard to the deficiency bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question Is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to suspend the rules and pass the resolu- 


stationery, office 


or nece 


War adjusted 


remain available 


| tion. 
The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the resolution was 


passed. 
THE FISCAL RECORD OF PARTY 
Mr. MADDEN. It will be my aim in this statement to pre- 


sent briefly and clearly not only a résumé of the appropriations 


THE REPURLICAN 


made during the session of Congress which has just closed, but 


alse to recount in an historical manner the record of the Re- 


| publican Party in connection with the finances of the Nation 


commencing with the convening of the Republican Congress in 


| the spring of 1919. 


| during the two years from 1919 to 1921, 


The Republican Party came into power in the Congress on 
March 4, 1919, as a result of the elections of the fall of 1918. 
The new Congress was summoned into extra session by Presi- 
dent Wilson on May 19, 1919. President Harding took office 
on March 4, 1921, as a result of the elections of the fall of 
1920. The financial record made by the Republican Congress 
while the administra- 


chanical devices, furniture, office equipment, printing and binding, | tion was Democratic, and by the Republican administration in 











full control of the executive and legislative branches of the 
Government since 1921 is not surpassed in any period of the 
history of the eountry. 

Upon assembling in extra session in 1919, the Republican Con- 
ress Was confronted with innumerable and difficult fiscal prob- 
lems. The country had just emerged from a devastating war, 
Government expenditures were on a scale which no nation 
could long endure, administrative officials were striving to hold 


at swollen strength of the enlarged activities of the Gov- 
ernment, the number of Federal employees was not diminishing 
vith the rapidity that cessation of war activities would permit, 
the public debt and the annual interest charge were a burden 
upon resumption of normal financing, taxation was crushing 
the individual and. stifling and the American people 
were demanding a speedy resumption of normal conditions in 
the finances of the Government as a much-needed relief to them 
individually and as an example and healthy impetus to industry. 
The new Congress dedicated itself to the task of initiating the 
forms Which would accomplish the relief the public was de- 
muanding. 

The reduction of taxes, the curtailment of the publie debt, the 
elimination of surplus employees, and the shrinkage of Federal 
activities could not be accomplished without a drastic 
of expenditures, and that could only be had by a decrease in 
“appropriations 

Upon assembling in extra session in May, 1919, the new Re- 
publican Congress was confronted with the duty of passing, be- 
fore the commencement of the fiscal vear on July 1, 1919, eight 
of the largest of the supply bills which the Democratic Congress 
had failed to enact into law before it went out of power. Those 
bills af the time of their failure were all pending in the Senate. 
The amounts carried in them at the time of their failure aggre- 
gated $3,768,000,000, The total of the same eight bills after their 
repassage was $2,828,000,000, The first legislative action of the 
new Congress resulted in the passage of these bills before the 
fiscal year began and in the decrease of the appro- 
priations proposed by the Democratic Congress for the 
fiscal year 1920 by $940,000,000. The estimates for the fiscal 
years ending June 30, 1921 and 1922, respectively, and defi- 
ciency estimates for prior years, were prepared by the Wilson 
administration and submitted to the Republican Congress. The 
reductions made by the Congress in these estimates aggregate 
slightly more than $2,959,000,000, The total reductions which the 
Republican Congress effected in the amounts proposed to it by 
the Democratic administration for the fiscal years 1920, 1921, 
and 1922, reach $3,890,000,000, a stim which is greater than the 
appropriations for the next fiscal year even if we include in them 
the figures on account of the World War adjusted compensation 
act. 

In addition to the reduction effected in the estimates of the 
Democratic administration and the bills of the Democratic Con- 
gress, the new Congress, in connection with the preparation of 
the appropriation bills for the three fiscal years to which I 
have just alluded also brought about the repeal of war-time 
appropriations, which were on the books and subject to expendi- 
ture, totaling $1,140,000,000. 

The new Congress at once realized that the conduct of the 
finanees of the Government according to safe principles could 
not be accomplished without the inauguration of a systematic 
procedure. It accordingly prepared and presented to President 
Wilson the Budget bill. His veto of that legislation postponed 
until the advent of the present administration the enactment of 
that important measure. The new law was signed by Presi- 
dent Harding on June 10, 1921. Its operation has covered the 
period of three full fiscal years of expenditure and the prepara- 
tion of the Budget for the next fiscal year. 

The accomplishments under the new system have exceeded 
the expectations of those who championed its installation. The 
outstanding principles are, namely: (1) The placing upon the 
President of the responsibility for the submission of coordi- 
nated expenditure and revenue proposals to Congress; (2) the 
business control required to be exercised by him over expendi- 
tures after the appropriations have been made; (3) the cen- 
tralization over the making of appropriations in a single com- 
mittee in each the Senate and House of Representatives: and 
(4) the creation of a centralized and independent audit of 
accounts. 

To the late President Harding and his first Director of the 
Budget, General Dawes, are due great credit for the success- 
ful inauguration of the executive phase of the system. To 
President Coolidge and the present director, General Lord, who 
have followed earnestly and courageously the standards set by 
their predecessors, merited praise should be accorded. The 
suecess of the Budget is in direct proportion to the interest 
taken by the President of the United States in shaping its 
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proposals and the Republican incumbents have begun and ear- 
ried on a procedure that has not only placed the finances of 
the country on a sound basis but has given to the Nation a 
permanent system that will inure to its benefit in the future. 
The change in the procedure in the Senate and House to 
accord with the changed methods in the executive branch has 
worked equally well. The wide margin between Executive 
estimates and congressional appropriations has narrowed. The 
past year and the year just closed find the appropriations made 
by Congress not more than $10,000,000, less than the proposals 
submitted by the President. The cooperation of the executive 
branch of the Government with the legislative branch under the 
Budget system has been the chief factor in the success in 
keeping down the appropriations and expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment and making possible the natural sequences of such 
efforts, namely, tax reduction and diminution of the public 


| debt. 


The total amount appropriated at this session of Congress for 
the fiscal year 1925 and for the discharge of obligations on ac- 
count of the fiscal year 1924 and prior years in all acts and 
under the permanent and indefinite appropriations is $3,784,- 

25,324.35. This sum is incomplete, due to the failure of the 

deficiency appropriation bill carrying $186,833,288.49 
and the bill to previde additional appropriations to enable the 
heads of departments to place employees in certain of the field 
services on a comparable basis with employees in the District 
of Columbia carrying $26,357,767.84. Including the amounts in 
these two bills the total for the session should be stated at 
$3,997,314,380.68. The corresponding amount appropriated 
during the last session of the Sixty-seventh Congress for the 
fiscal year 1924 and for the discharge of obligations on account 
of the fiscal year 1923 and prior years in all acts and under 
the permanent and indefinite appropriations is $4,097,499,197.04, 
The total for the present session is therefore $100,184,816.36 
less than the amount similarly appropriated at the last session 
of Congress. There is included in the second deficiency bill, 
which failed, the sum of approximately $132,000,000 on account 
of the first year’s expenses under the World War adjusted com- 
pensation act. The total reduction in the appropriations at 
this session under the appropriations of the previous session, 
if it had not been for the enactment of the adjusted compensa- 
tion act, would be in excess of $232,000,000. 

The total of the Budget estimates submitted at this session 
for the fiscal vear 1925 and for prior years, excluding the esti- 
mates transmitted in connection with the two bills which failed 
of enactment, aggregate $3,793,131,961.43. This sum, con- 
trasted with the total of appropriations made during the ses- 
sion, $3,784,123,324.35, shows a net reduction in all of the 
Budget estimates, regular annual and deficiency, of $9,008,- 
337.08. This is the narrowest margin between appropriations 
and estimates since the establishment of the Budget system 
and is gratifying evidence of the accord between the Executive 
and the Congress on the sums of money which are necessary for 
an economical and efficient functioning of the Government. 
There have been no substantial increases made by Congress in 
the Budget estimates nor have there been any marked decreases 
in such estimates. The difference is so small in percentage of 
the total that it amounts in practical effect to ratification of the 
Budget as submitted. 

The total of $3,784,123,324.35 is classified according to fiscal 
vears as follows: 


second 


er the - Getel wee? DG ce wcniteonstcnncetnanmaae $3, 622, 125, 959. 19 
For the fiscal year 1924_~- bs cial aieiasleit teva 149, 464, 629. 69 
For the fiscal year 1923 and prior years._-----~- 12, 532, 735. 47 

The total for the fiscal year 1925 is incomplete without the 
inclusion of the amounts for that fiscal year carried in the two 
bills whieh failed. The amount in the second deficiency bill 
for the fiscal year 1925 is approximately $175,000,000, and the 
amount in the field service classification bill of $26,357,767.84, 
make a total for 1925 in the two failed bills of $201,357,767.84. 
This sum added to the $3,622,125,959.19 above gives a grand 
total for the fiseal year 1925 of $3,823,483,727.03. 

The total of appropriations for the fiscal year 1924, including 
appropriations for that fiseal year carried in the regular annual 
bills and under permanent and indefinite appropriations and 
also including appropriations for that fiscal year carried in 
deficiency appropriation acts at this session, is $4,013,109,837.81. 
This sum, compared with the total for the fiscal year 1925, 
just stated, shows a decrease in favor of the fiscal year 1925 
of $189,626,110.78. 

The reductions which contribute largely to this difference 
between the two years are composed of the following amounts: 
The appropriations for the Shipping Board are decreased from 
$50,411,500 to $30,344,000, or by $20,067,500; the funds for sup- 
port of the Veterans’ Bureau, exclusive of the soldiers’ bonus, 








1924 


e declined from $438.161,399.16 to $349,065,000, a reduction 
of %.16; the appropriation fer the payment of con- 

t oblirations with the States for cooperative road construc- 
tiom are $15,300,000 less than for 1924; the appropriations for 
puyment 
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The foregoing tabulation ws a gratifying reduction in 
annual appropriations for support of the Government since the 
Republican Party began its program of retrenchment and finan 
cial reform. The reduction in the annual from 


Si) 


appropriations 


of pensions are reduced from $254,774,660 to $224,- | $7,046,000,000 to $3,823,000,000, fs $3,223,000,000. This has been 
6,000, or a decre of $30,158,660; the appropriations for the | accomplished notwithstanding the increase of approximately 
Navy are $19,915,223 less than for the current year; the appro- | $132,000,000 for the next fiscal year on account of ie soldiers’ 
utions for the Treasury Department proper are approxi- | bonus. 
ely $95,000,000 less than for 1924, in which year is included | Reductions in public expenditures are directly depend Ipon 
5,900,000 for refunding taxes erroneously collected in pre- | reductions in appropriations. The former can n e accom 
us years; the interest on the public debt is reduced from | plished without the latter. The decrease in appropriat s has 
$40,000,000 to SSD0.000,000 ; public-debt retirement funds show | made possible gratifying reductions in the annual expenditures 
decrease Of $29,690,150; and the civil activities of the War | of the Government. ‘The expenditures for the fiscal years 1920 
repartment are less by $15,627,561 than appropriations for | to 1925, inclusive, excluding the postal expenditures | ib} 
$124. from the postal revenues and including the postal deficit payable 
fhe inereases in the fiscal year 1925, in addition to the | from the Treasury, and including also public debt retirements 
$132,000,000 for the bonus, over the fiscal year 10924, including | paid from ordinary rec ipts are as follows: 
ollows: The Postal Service is increased from $597,000,879.56 | pxpenditures. fiscal year 1920_.--....----__- $6. 1.11. 000, AND 
un the former year the amounts in the bills which failed, are as | Expenditures, fiscal year 1921_....-..._-..-_._____ Ss B, 538, 000, COO 
to $613,645,195.25, an inerease of $16.644.315.69. due to the natu- Expr nditut s, fiscal year 1 Pn a . ---- com Se UU 00U, OVO 
ral growth of the service; the Department of Commerce is in- ee sees he roe be cao : 12 497" 000 ooo 
ereased in the sum of $4.398,28°.66, of which $3,500,000 is for | Exp nditures, fiscal year el ee eee 


the expense of taking the quinquennial census of agriculture; 


the classification of employees in the District of Columbia rep- | 






resents an increase of approximately $3,200,000 over the 
amounts for the current year, and the funds in the bill for fleld 
ilovees, Which failed, re an increase of approximately 
+.000,000 over the totals for the same purpose for 1924. 

‘the largest single item in the deficiency bill which failed is 
the aggregate of the amounts for the administration and pay- 
ment of expenses in connection with the World War adjusted 
compensation act. Tliese sums total nearly $132,000,000 and 
are an entirely new item of appropriation. The failure of the 
bill which earried this money will not materially delay the 
administration of the new law. Payments under the act and 
certificates of insurance to be issued in accordance with its 
provisions can not be accomplished under the law prior to 
January 1 next, before which time Congress will have as- 
semnbled and completed the enaetment of the appropriation bill 

Another large item in the same bill is the sum of $16,140,000 
for the refund of ftnternal-revenue taxes under the provisions 
of the new revenue act granting a 25 per cent reduction in 
taxes for the calendar year 1923. These refunds will be made 
from the amounts already appropriated for tax refunds, and no 
delay to the taxpayer should occur because of the failure of 
this bill. 

The failure of the bill providing appropriations to place the 
employees in certain of the field services on the same basis as 
employees in the District of Columbia under the classification 
act, while providing a hardship in a minority of cases, will not 
preclude the payment of salaries during the next fiscal year at 
the rates contemplated in the bill which failed. The appro- 


emily ‘presen 


priations regularty made for the services which participate in | 


the provisions of that bill will be used temporarily and later 
supplemented by the amounts in the bill when it is finally 
enacted in December. The bill has passed all stages of legis- 
lative completion with the exception of the signatures of the 
Speaker and the President of the Senate. 


The appropriations made during the session just closed, aside | 
from the adjusted compensation act, do not provide for any | 


unusual new activities ef Government. The sums granted | 
have been confined almost wholly to existing activities and 


within limits of amounts which do not permit any marked ex- 
pansion, with the exception of the provision for a large num- 


ber of additional vessels and the necessary personnel in the | 


Coast Guard to enable that service to cope with the “rum- 
running” fleets operating in violation of the prohibition laws. 
The record of the session follows that of the preceding ses- 
sions under the control of the Republican Party and shows, as 
have several of the previous sessions, a marked deciine in the 
appropriations. 


The record of the Republican Party in reducing appropriations | 


commenced with the reductions made in the spring of 1919 by 
the Republican House in the esfimates and appropriations of the 
Democratie administration. The following table shows the ap- 
propriations for each fiscal year commencing with fhe fiscal 
year 1920 and ending with the fiscal year 1925. In these 
amounts the appropriations are segregated by fiscal years ir- 
respective of the session of Congress in which they may have 
occurred, and are exclusive of audited claims and judgments: 


Appropriations, $7, 046, 000,000 


Appropriations, fiscal yeér | 303k... nonce oo nccouncs 4, 049, 000,000 | 
Appropriations, fiscal year 1922 Citiiinsiitaaiae:  ane 

Appropriations, fiscal year 1923 ‘ scoonesstsnnd ~ & 9 Ga eee 

Ap»repriations, fiscal year 1924 7 4, 013, 000, 000 

Appropriations, fiscal year 1925 (this sum inciudes 


amounts for 1925 in the two bills which failed)... 3, 823, 000, 000 


The reductions in annual 
1920—86,141.000,000—to the 


from the fiseal 


amount of $3,554,000,000 


expenditures 
estimated 
for the fiscal year 1925 is $2,587.000,000, 


venr 


This is an achieve- 
ment worthy of the hearty commendation of every citizen. 
Coming during a period when States a municipalities have 
been increasing their expenditures, the decrease made by the 
| Federal Government has been a distinct relief 

The reduction in expenditures above outlined bas been 

companied by a very favorable condition of the Treasury. 
| Commencing with the fiscal year 1921 and including the est! 
mated condition for the current fiscal vear and the fiscal year 
1925, the excess of ordinary receipts over ordinary expendi- 






tures is as follows: 

Piseal year 1621._................ Sf ee $26, 892, 000 
OS BO aaa eS ll 
Qo. PE EEE eee Sa a 209, 657, 000 
I I er eeu » 498, 000, 000 
de "ie Saeed ® Gu, 000, 000 


These surpluses occur nofwithstanding two reductions in taxa 
tion. They have made possible an unusual reduction in the 
public debt in addition to the retirements made from the funds 
especially set apart for that purpose. 

The aim of the Republican Party from its partial assumption 
of control of the Government in 1919 and throughout its full 
control has been to grant relief from taxation. As expenditures 
have been reduced the public has been given the direct benefit. 
The first tax reduction was made in the revenue act of 1921, 
| which reduced the tax levy by approximately $S00,000,000 a 
| year. The second reduction was made in the revenue act of 
1924. The annual decrense effected by that aet is in excess of 
£450,000,000. The total reduction effected by these two revenue 


measures is in excess of $1,.250,000,000. The rates established 
i by the new revenue law are the lowest they have been since 
1917. While the reductions effected in the latter law will not 


be reflected until the payment of taxes for the calendar year 
1924, the act contains a provision for a 25 per cent reduction In 
many taxes for the calendar year 1923 and under which the 
taxpayers will receive direct and immediate benefit. The total 
at approximately $230,000,000. 
| The excess of receipts over expenditures has contributed to a 
' 
| 








very Substantial decrease in the principal of the public debt 
1919, amounted to 
The amounts of the outstanding gross deb 


The gross public debt at its peak m August 
$26,596,000, 000, 


oll 


June 30 of each year since 1919 are as follows: 

ee i, I csininincsiiriies taeceinitarin linia lisaiinaneesiatislinsisiniigameey SE a ae 

CS SEE i ee ial 7 23, 076, 000, 000 
| SURO GR Ss becca easmsasceon 964. 000, 000 
i SO = 149, 000, 000 





21, 


May 31, 1924 
The total 
than the total of the debt at 


544, 000, 000 


" 
o 


debt last was $5,052,000,000 less 


its peak. [t 


less than the total of the debt on June 30, 1920. 


| 
gross on May 
is also $2,753,000,000 
} The annual 
interest charge on the public debt reached its high point in the 
fiseal year 1920 when there was paid out $1,024,000,000. The 
| estimated interest charge for the next fiscal year is $890,000,000. 
| This shows a reduction in the annual fixed charge for interest 
from the fiscal year 1920 to the fiscal year 1925 of $14,000,000 
The total number of Government employees in the classified 
eivil service, both in and outside of the District of Columbia, 


aggregated 691,000 on July 1920, the beginning of the first 
| fiseal year for which the Republican Congress made the appro- 


| ‘Estimated. The amount for 1925 includes the 
| tures for the soldiers’ bonus, 
* Estimated, 


first year’s expendi- 
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priations That number was reduced to 597,000 on July 31, | 
W221, to S6S,000 on December 31, 1921, and to 544,000 on Decem- 
ber 31 last The total reduction in the number from July 31, 
1920, to December 31, 1923, is 147,000. This is the net reduc- | 
tion and has taken place notwithstanding the large number 
vhich it has been necessary to add to the rolls on account of | 


the normal growth of the Postal Service, the administration of | 


the United States Veterans’ 
the national prohibition act. 

The financial outlook for the fiscal years 1924 and 1925, which 
on June 380 next and on June 30, 1925, respectively, 
very hopeful At the time of the assembling of 
December last it was estimated that receipts for the fiscal year 
1924 would exceed expenditures by $3829,639,000, and that the 


Lureau, and the 


} 
close 


is 
Congress 


enforcement of | 


in | 


receipts for the fiscal vear 1925 would exceed the expenditures | 
for that fiscal year by $395,681,000. Since these estimates were 
prepared the Congress has passed the tax reduction bill, and 
has also enacted the seldiers’ bonus bill. In the face of the 


Shrinkage in revenue and the added expenditures for next year 
it appears that 1925 will close with a surplus. The best obtain- 
uble figures at the present time, based on somewhat incomplete 
ealculations the effect of the tax reduction bill on pro- 
spective tax income during this and the ensuing fiscal year show 
the following relationship between receipts and expenditures, 
excluding postal revenues and postal expenditures payable from 
postal revenues, 
Fiscal year 1024 
Estimated receipts 
I imated 


“us to 


expenditures 3, 497, 000, 000 


498, 000, 000 


== —— = 


ONE I arte ites ei eee 


Fiscal vear 192% 
Estimated receipts 


3, 614, 000, 000 
Estimated expenditures - 


Excess 60, 000, 000 


of receipts a aaa = Saale 


These figures are very naturally estimates and are subject to 
change from day to day as better data become available. It is 
safe, however, to-predict that if each of these years is concluded 
Without any unusual and unforeseen circumstances intervening, 
the condition of the Treasury will not be very remote from the 
estimates herein presented. 

An unusually historic and notable achievement of the admin- 
istration of President Harding was the Conference on the Limi- 
tation of Naval Armament. The results of this conference 
have had a far-reaching effect in the effort tc keep down public 
expenditures. The agreements reached in that conference re- 


sulted in the scrapping by the United States of 11 capital ships, | 


the total cost of construction of which was estimated at $436,- 
800,000, There had been expended on the construction of those 
vessels before the conclusions of the conference became effective 
the sum of $ 33,800,000, to which should be added the expenses 
of scrapping so far made and estimated to be made aggregating 
$28,450,000, a total of $182,250,000, This sum deducted from 
the estimated amount required to complete the vessels if their 
construction had been proceeded with leaves a difference of 
$254,550,000. This latter sum, except for the intervention of 
the arms conference, would have been appropriated and ex- 
pended on the construction of these ships. If these vessels had 
been completed and placed in commission, their maintenance 
and operation and that of the auxiliaries necessary to make 
them effective units of the Navy would have added an annual 
charge to the Navy of approximately $200,000,000. 


$3, 995, 000, 000 | 


8,554, 000, 000 | 








brought together the naval powers of the world in an effort to 
relieve their people from the most oppressive of all expendi- 
tures—those of armament and preparation for war. 

The Republican Party has kept faith in its promises for re- 
trenchment in Government expenditures and financial reform 
Its record is complete and unanswerable. From the assem)ly 
of the Congress in May, 1919, to the present date, every effort 
has been made to manage the affairs of the Nation accordine 


to efficient, economical, and sound business principles. The 
results speak for themselves. Appropriations have been 
reduced, expenditures have correspondingly decreased, taxe 


have been reduced, the public debt and the interest charge have 
been lowered, the Budget has beén balanced each year and has 
shown a comfortable margin on the surplus side, the number 
of employees has been cut, and the country has been given a 
Budget system. There is ample cause for approval of these 
accomplishments. The past few years have been critical in the 
affairs of the nations of the world. The present favorable 
situation of the United States is due in no small measure to 
the sound financial policy which has governed the management 
of its affairs. While other nations are struggling with over- 
whelming public debts that in some cases are as great or 
greater than their national wealth and are crying for relief 


| from the taxes caused by deficits in their budgets, the people of 


| groups, 
} year 





the United States are enjoying the economic benefits which 
arise from sound financing on the part of the Federal Goy- 
ernment. 

For the information of those who desire to visualize, by large 
the principal objects of appropriation for the fiscal 
1925, including for that year the amounts in the bills 
which failed, I shall insert the following tabulation: 


GENERAL CLASSIFICATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1925, 
ARRANGED TO SHOW THE PRINCIPAL OBJECTS OF APPROPRIATION 


| Interest om. the. public Geto cnnditcsestiteeenee $890, 000, 000, 00 
Sinking fund and other public debt retirement 

CIID caccce bie mcfinea Oe to Ss ences dims Noeapcdlntinile teeta barca ircnsetiecae 482, 277, 975. 00 
Veterans’ Bureau, including compensation, insur- 

ance, hospitalization, and vocational training ~~ 352, 915, 000. 00 
World War adjusted compensation act (soldiers’ 

INT sakeatht nciietin accents aerate Re intel a aac acta 131, 943, 138. 00 
Pensions, all wars prior to the World War__ _--~-- 222, 500, 000, 00 
Post Office Department, payable from the postal 

ON cit astansnicic--- seanamantaibiteaacier a lia ci 613, 645, 195. 25 
SI sinies eo tedsseiieen aden ccm ips eitiloctpines gd eat ella nediiiet maaan 279, 773, 827. 00 
Military activities of the War Department (Army) -- 256, 515, 279. 13 
Rivers and harbors, maintenance and improvement, 

flood-control work on the Mississippi and Sacra- 

mento Rivers, and work on the dam at Muscle 

OUR BR cde ered tiichidcatintaannttabities 45, 100, 000. 00 
GIRS TROBE icine sscennimneinimnmn 80, 344, 000, 00 
Classification of employees in certain of the field 

OIE, ga. cout oe oa on ci ee ee eS 26, 302, 767. 84 
Cooperative construction of roads and for roads in na- 

a a: Se ee ee 19, 060, 000. 00 
Refund of taxes under the 25 per cent provision of 

Che SOURS GCS Of Fe Gacleten owtieccepte en ndine 16, 140, 000.00 
All other activities, including the Executive office, 

the Congress, the judiciary, the executive depart- 

ments, and independent establishments__-------- 457, 027, 044.81 

Guand (etd Re TOW a dc .tinwikstirctiéandiiiiios 3, 823, 483, 727.03 


I shall also append as a part of my remarks three tabular 
statements. In each of these the appropriations and estimates 
are given without the figures for the second deficiency bill 
and the Field Service classification bill which failed of enact- 
ment. The amounts to be added to the grand totals in each of 
these tabulations on account of the failed bills are shown in 
footnotes, and taken together with the grand totals as shown 


Aside from | in the tables will produce the figures which I have heretofore 


its financial benefits, the conference was epochal in that it | used in the text of my remarks. 


Recapitulation of appropriations by acts and irrespective of fiscal years, Sirty-eighth Congress, first session (Dec. 3, 





Title of act 


REGULAR ANNUAL ACTS, 
Agriculture 


District of Columbia 











1928, 
to June 7, 1924) 
Amount 

FISCAL YEAR 1925 | 
$58, 575, 274. 00 
iin chase t0xb nceustanttcd sential te A en ae ee act 26, 455, 105. 00 
. wkiiiclbons Disha alta cheats dasokticdn ae een a a ae Lee 398, 776, 740. 16 
an kh eicaieeda cies geaae RCE rian ene 263, 250, 455. 00 


Interioi : 
Legislative establishment 
Navy 


mtate, 


| 
nish wth dam «4 Suintindnwencilayleliiabiisieees amen Micesaiine 21, 371, 430. 00 
| 


| 14, 229, 016. 00 
275, 105, 067. 00 


$23, 939, 905. 00 
7, 956, 516. 51 
15, 001, 646. 29 





68, 269, 497. 80 
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Recapitulation of Appropriations by Acts and Irrespective of Fiseal Ye 


Ss NSirty-etrohth ¢ jress, First Session (j) 
1923, to June 7, 1924 (Continued 
Pith act Am t 
Treasury and Post Office: 
Post Office a ae baad ‘ . Sas oe es S613, 645, 195, 25 
SOONERS. onc ccc 120. 768. 405. 00 
$734, 413, 600, 25 
War: 
Military activities : __ 255. 615. 279. 13 
Nonmilitary activities 72, 355, 186. 00 
327, O70, At 13 


Total, regular annual acts 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION ACTS, FISCAL YEAR 1924 AND PRIOR YEARS 


First deficiency act, fiscal year 1924 


s ] ; 2 ia 156, 671. 655. 28 
Urgent deficiency act, fiscal year 1924 aaa ‘ 2, 333, 000. OO 


Total, deficiency acts__ 159, O04, 655. 28 


MISCELLANEOUS ACTS CARRYING APPROPRIATIONS 


Contingent expenses, United States Senate, fiscal vear 1924 125. 000. 00 
Prosecution of suits to cancel oil leases, fiscal vears 1924 and 1925 100, 000. 00 
Relief of drought-stricken farm areas of New Mexico, fiseal years 1924 and 1925 a 1. OOO. 000. 00 
Eradication of foot-and-mouth disease, fiscal year 1924_ _- ‘ 1. 500. 000. 00 
Miscellaneous relief and other acts_____-_-- : ; eo 267. 709. 88 


Total, miscellaneous acts 2.992. 709. 88 


Total, regular, deficiency, and miscellaneous acts a dike ; : 2, 329, 042. 585. 50 


PERMANENTS AND INDEFINITES, FISCAL YEAR 1925 


Agriculture _ - - -- 7 . i lenin a na chubecsabcaridad ieaitehekeeiaaia ws 12, 360, 750. 00 
Commerce ae eae ‘ ‘ ‘ 3, 000. 00 
Ir jependent offices _-.........---- ki beeen aa whence 6, 457, 301. 79 
an‘erior. — - -- ae aka i Wa aticaiid wath 27, 243, 269. 06 
Labor = edie cab ahs Lod whee ee te a . ian be ; 25, 000. 00 
Legislative.......---- a Ratha ree pita me oa tae ceeded 800. 00 
ONT ciiinkes wienss ee een alata ate - 2. 103, 260. 00 
ERE peebhents Ci ii tee ae Dada ok ha oie ig cea aieaaca sas ; : 26, 000. 00 
Treasury: 
Interest on public debt ; ; wei cual agent aa Send $890, 000, 000 
Sinking fund and other public debt retirement funds ieeaeteecden a 482, 277, 975 
Ordinary permanents and indefinites__ -___ dmdbhudhenaaea <a Paial ake 26, 773, 100 | 
_ 1, 399, 051, 075. 00 
War: 
Military activities_ io ae Ra Sa pinithes Srcneraraieeaceee a 900, 000 
Nonmilitary activities___._. ~~~ St atthe tat bias ‘ — ee 5, 683, 321 | 
—— 6, 583, 321. 00 
District of Gotumbis....... 6c .a~..cuec. wate ieee x 1 Cad s a ate 1, 226, 962. 00 
Tota], permanents and indefinites_ _ - __- =% ean gor sy Ee ae oa 1, 455, O80. 738. 85 
Ce OOS. Stiles cds titan ce euiha tea akin Site ilercade ‘ " 3, 784, 123, 324. 35 
Classification of foregoing appropriations by fiscal years 
I eat ca: ssccy sx:So aca ens: ah a ape aE segue Darnie acted anced aera mia ; ao $3, 622, 125, 959. 19 
1924 ____ 7 i Aen aren wes a 2 149. 464. 629. 69 
pe Re eee vient timermnibnndba inated 12, 532, 735. 47 
ss axnciniesleticieeaetee nl tn Datei Sst och qr tiieuney anaes a sah ok naka . . — 3, 784, 123, 324. 35 \ 


Note.—In addition to the foregoing sum the following bills failed of passage: Second deficiency, $186,833,288.49; Field 
Service classification $26,357,767.84. These sums added to the foregoing amount would make the total $3,997,314,339.63 
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Appropriations, 


fiscal 


year 1925 


016. 00 


SOD. OO 


$14, 229 
14, 229 


30, 344, 
349, 065, 
19, 367, 


398, 776, 
6, 457, 


405, 234, 


, S816. 00 


000. 00 | 
000. 00 
74U. 16 

_| —4, 916, 192. 


BUL. 79 | 


041. 95 | 


19, 000, 
12, 360, 


70, 936, 024 


23, 939, 


3. BOO. 00 | 


224, 616, 
38, 634 


21, 371 
| , a 956, 
25 


| 


277, 208, 327. 


( Annror uf / Departments and Establishments. FP 
ul ropriation act leficiency 
{ I van 1 ind i pT ) 
' 
| 
Ap] 1a 
| fiscal year 1924 
Legisla 
Regular annual.._......._._-- ~~~ : Baa $13. 110, O81. 60 
| ‘ ion ta ohn he ae eee 1, 705, 140. 00 
. RG RIOTS sce cca creme asnme ey eee Nae 800. 00 
NN a acc in sete eon Sad sai dln as el 14, 816, 021. 60 
] Q) { flies | 
he Mi i i | 
Ship} a ee + 2 50, 411, 500. 00 
Vetera 3 : cnuomauwsl £00 161. 300: 3163 
Exec i i rs lt pende a I aT ee 18, 446, 279. 92 
luecres 1 Reet nn a a ag 1, 916, 192. 00 
i . gh Dah hate eal ae 506, 935, 371. 08 
Por und indefinite........... ss ——— 6, 508, 926. 74 
I tne ntie Baie’ ied 513, 444, 297. 82 
Apri tural Depa | 
it fil alil 
Vepal I al 40, 925, 603. 00 
lacrease Co mn - oe 3, 304. 800, OVO 
hioads, ¢ t f 7 ee ae dhe 32, 800, BOO, OO 
Permuane snd u _ | 12, 220. 0OV. OU 
l i a te hn 88, 750, 403. 00 
& yer ]) 
Regular gecae ears ey 19, 541, 621. 34 
Inerea ‘ ; 1. 958, 956. 00 
Perm ‘ DR nn er Eu Nee Sie ee 3, GUO, OO 
‘I nice ae be 91, 503, 577. 34 
Tr { Dd { ‘ i 
' +7 ' j 
TRING hs scape Meas Meee cate ae a 254, 774, 660. 00 
interior Department proper ne aah 41, 624, 402. 37 
ly ed con OE A MI HANGAR oe ee 2. 845, 309. 00 
Pp ’ ; finite.__. oe Mi oe a 28, 352, 069. 00 
Dota : bs wabeatebine Sats 327, 596, 440. 37 
Ju > Departim t i id idiciary: 
Regular ai Bot. cpu cane eduneee ian peas eae eee 21, 122, 556. 00 
Increased compensation... ...-- Jat ie a 875, 800. 80 
Total srutestgpican ct rete ee ee. 21, 997, 556. 00 
I A ro De ) I 
Bogwar annual... .- 2. nnn SSCS ae ae Ore 7, 246, 411. 00 
Increast } a 25 ce eee 566, 640. 00 | 
Per und : 5 ast cafe ia 25, 000. 00 
Total E ic atacaeeat nee 7, 838, 051. 00 
Navy, Department of: 
Regular annual ce eae a cea 294, 480, 828. 00 | 
Increased compensation Mee eee eee. pa ae Se Te ee 510, 672. 00 
Pen her nee. cnet a oe eee eee 2, 130, 050. 00 
ie ii et re A ee oe ei ee ee 297, 121, 550. 00 
> } + 
Po \) . Ds i t | 
he S auiade tats acaiciek eae eae 596, 652, 111. 56 
inere ce ea. cs prep cation overdo ae es coh 337, 248. 00 
j t| i il revenues 
( 1 Se ee 11, 520. 00 
i “ ee ee 597, 000, 879. 456 


613, 645, 195. 


Ve 
} 


75, 274. 00 


O00. OO 
750. 00 


905. 00 


905. 00 


000. 00 
455. 00 


5, 269. OG 


724. 06 
, 430. 00 


430. 00 


000. 00 | 
516. 51 

, 067. 00 
- 2 103, 260. 00 | 


00 


25 





Decre: se | 
a 


} or 

increase (+) 

1925 compare d 
with 1924 


’ 


+$1, 118, 934. 40 
—1, 705, 140. 00 


— 586, 205. 60 


a = = 


-- 20, 067, 500. 
—84, 096, 399, 
+921, 460. 


00 
16 
24 
00 


— 108, 158, 630. 92 
— 51, 624. 95 
— 108, 210, 


Onn 


255. 87 


—1, 350, 329. 00 
—3, 304, 800. OO 
—13, 300, OU0. 00 
+140, 750. 00 

, 814, 379. 00 


, 398, 283. 66 
, 958, 956. OO 


+-2, 439, 327. 66 


—30, 158, 660. 00 
989, 947. 37 
—2, 845, 309. 00 


—1, 108, 799. 94 


- 


—37, ‘102, 716. 31 


— = = 2 


4-248 874. 00 
—875, 000. 00 
—626, 126. 00 


= 


— 566, 640. 00 


+710, 105. 51 


+143, 465. 51 
rr = 
| 


—19, 375, 761. 
—510, 672. 
—26, 790. 
—19, 913, 223. 


00 
00 
00 


00 


+16, 993, 083. 


— 337, 248. 


69 
00 


—11, 520. 00 


+-16, 644, 315. 








1924 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 








Comparison of Appropriations by Departments and Fstablishments, Fiscal Years 1924 d ed 
1) 
Appropriat Ap ; Y ’ ; 
fiscal ear 1924 { ul ( mo 10 i ured 
t L924 
State Department: 
I NI aol ow ica i i ee i $15, 262, 975. 79 $15, 001. 646. 29 1 AD 
Increased compensation — ——- Pee ee ee 134, 000. 00 | Ooo. OO 
SS ae ae epee ee 106, 000. 00 26. 000. 00 80. 000. 00 
NN a i a ed sda i 15, 502, 975. 79 15, 027. 646. 2° 175. 329. 50 
Treasury Department: 
Regular annual oie Sos wd ce _ c 236, 934, 694. 04 120. 768. 405. 00 116. 166. 289. 04 
Increased compensation ei 10, 749, 292. 00 10, 749 » OO 
Permanent and indefinite 
Interest on publie debt _ “ 940, 000, OOO. OO S90, 000, O00. 00 10, COO, OOO. OO 
Publie debt red mption funds. _. 511, 968, 125. 00 tN2 64 7 M) Q Hor P50. OO 
All other ss 2 31, 055. 093. 41 2 i212. LOO. OO 281. 993. 41 
Total ; id , - 730, 707, 204. 45 | 1, 519, 819, 480. 00 210, S87 4. 45 
War Department: 
Military 
Regular annual — a ae 3 ee ar ce 3 251, 544, 581. 00 255, 615, 279. 13 1 O70. G98. 13 
Permanent and indefinite : S ‘ 900, 000. 00 | 900. 000. 00 
Total, military ee ae ce Ran ta i ee cas ak td 252, 444, 581. 00 256, 515, 279. 13 1, O70, GOS. 13 
Nonmilitary 
Regular annual — : 85, 822, 747. 00 72 », 186. OO 13, 467 1. OO 
Permanent and indefinite Peo — a 5, 843, 321. 00 s, 321. 00 160 OO 
Total nonmilitary + a as rg ere 91, 666, 068. 00 78, 038, 507. OO 13, 627. 561. 00 
Total, War Department 
Regular annual ied Ss a ee 337, 367, 328. 00 $27, 970, 465. 13 9, 396, S62. 87 
Increased compen ation : ae . , di 6, 102, 057. 00 6, 102. 057. 00 
Permanent and indefinite___._______ ephcecekie tt 6, 743, 321. 00 6, 583, 321. 00 160, 000. 00 
TU ee 2 eee ee ee 350, 212, 706. 00 334, 553, 786. 13 15, 658, 919, 87 
District of Columbia: 
OU a a a a 23, 047, 555. 00 26, 455, 105. 00 +3. 407, 550. 00 
Increased compensation _____-..--- taeda entation 1, 795, 067. 00 1, 795, 067. 00 
Permanent and indefinite_................-. __- oc 7 1, 512, 843. 00 1, 226, 962. 00 -285, 881. 00 
Ws bsaccdbucdncddecenbtatebutadsaseusnwdbas ake 26, 355, 465. 00 27, 682, 067. 00 +1, 326, 602. 00 
Grand total— 
IT IES. x7 cb it ce eile Sptadnibciisieahdnk @ eee hak eas | 2 436, 410, 006. 78 | 2, 167, 045, 220. 34 269, 364, 786. 44 
ee BI 8 on iecwintanasenawedwice 35, 811, 893. 00 35, 811, 893. 00 
Private relief acts unclassified. _.._.....___.________- 262, 709. 88 262, 709. 88 
OS He Ds ooo no kc meemdaidinscimtaidades , 540, 625, 228. 15 | 1, 455, O80, 738. 85 8&5, 544, 489. 30 
Grand total _ ee Ce UL ae ee 390, 983, 878. 62 
Less sum payable from postal revenues___..........-..-.-- 596, 989, 359. 56 613, 645, 195. 25 + 16, 655, 835. 69 
Total, exclusive of sum payable from postal revenues__.__| 3, 416, 120, 478. 25 | 3, 008, 480, 763. 94 407, 639, 714. 31 


1 This sum includes $105,467,000 for refunding internal revenue taxes erroneously collected. 


Nore.—Appropriations herein stated do not include the amounts pertaining to the second deficiency bill and the field service 
classification bill, both of which failed of enactment. The amount for the fiscal year 1925 in the latter bill was $26,357,767.84 


and the amount for the same year in the former bill is approximately $175,000,000. 25 


$189,626,110.78. 


Including these amounts in the 1925 totals, 
the aggregate for 1925 becomes $3,823,483,727.03 and the reduction of 1925 under 1924 would decline from $390,983,878.62 to 
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Compa 1 of B t stimates and Appropriations, Fiscal Year 1925 
(I 5 il ir 1925 in rt nual ap at ! ts : 
t and c pro] { 
1 ail Appropriations, Increase (4 r 
( 3 : ss ‘1 { B L 1925, 1 gyuiar aecreast 
Dec. 3 est s fi | annual d per- appropriat 3 
. i ) J awe tt ‘ al id compared with 
19°24 indefinit } estimates 
I 
13, 733 > 25. 40 $14, 771, 661. 65 $14, 229, 016. 00 —$542, 645. 65 
! 10, OO S00 G0 to 
lb, 7 8 ) 625. 40 14, 772 1. 65 14, 229, 816. 00 —~542. GAS. | 
hx 
ul | 
t ») t, OOF ) aene ba ) 14. 000. 00 30, 344. 000. 00 |._.-~.... ae 
Vet ti) ) UI cies tieriatciaik i ioe 349, 065, OOV. OO 349, 065, 000. OO |...-~-_-..... 
| ‘ r te 
! 14, 500. 00 19 9, 631. 16 19, 367, 740. 16 +38, 109. 00 
7 131. 16 14, 500. 00 398, 738, 631. 16 398, 776, 740. 16 +38, 109. 00 
6, 457. 301. 79 . 6, 457, 301. 79 5 ee, eee 
» IS], 4 ( 14. 500. 00 105, 195, 932. 95 105, 234, 041. 95 38. 109. 00 
i j | 
Dy pl 8, 729, 825. 00 inhi craiheats 38, 729, 825. 00 | 39, 575, 274. 00 +845, 449. 00 
, truce LS. 5 O00 18. 500. 000. 00 | 19, 000. 000. 00 | +500, 000. 00 
P La ince 12, 360, 750. OO ‘ ‘ 12, 360, 750. 00 | LZ, co, 400. OO 15..-5.. 
{ 1 69 rT r 69, 590, 575. 00 | 70, 936, 024. 00 +1, 345, 449. 00 
Commerce, De ( } 
i rs a ‘ 24 O45 G2. OU hoo cciccwnwwcce »4. 045, 025. 00 | 23, 939, 905. 00 — 105, 120. 00 
| ne i indefinite 3, VOO. OO as 3, 000. 00 3, 000. 00 |__ iM 
SS ee ‘ 24, OAS 5. J0 ee 24, 048, 025. 00 23, 942, 905. 00 | —105, 120. 00 
Interior, Departn t of: | 
Regular annual | 
Pensi neta scale 20%; 120). 6S; OO |. .........- 232, 120, 680. 00 | 224, 616, 000. 00 | —7, 504, 680. 00 
Interior Department proper 39, 948, 65L OO et 39, 948, 651. 00 38, 634, 455. 00 | —1, 314, 196. 00 
Permanent and indefinite. — ~~. 24 eee weet OO bce cnwewacecce 27, 243, 269. O06 Bt, ay wom OB 1 kw _ 
ota 22 ; _ 299, 312, 600. 06 ted 299, 312, 600. 06 | 290, 493, 724. 06 | —8, 818, 876. 00 
Justice, Department of, and judi- | | | 
CIATY. | 
Regular annual__.__-.----- St. 278.458. O04. «2... | 21, 378,456.00) 21, 371, 430. 00 | —7, 026. 00 
Labor, Departn ent of: | | 
Regular annual. =... - aons now GO Obs, Be OSes cmdsewcaccn 6, 677, 576. 51 7, 956, 516. 51 | +1, 278, 940. 00 
Permanent and indefinite__-—- Se. tee  eeeccwue Z 25, 000. 00 BO; COG OE Ciccccuw cen _ 
Total 6, 702, 576. 51 aa | 6, 702, 576. 51 7, 981, 516. 51 | +1, 278, 940. 00 
Navy, Department of: | 
Regular annual _- a laa tall ie I | I i 276, 395, 794. 00 275, 105, 067. 00 —1, 290, 727. 00 
Permanent and indefinite. ———— i i I 2, 103 260. 00 | 2, 108, 260. 00 eT ee re 
' | 
Wal? o SEF sii. wee Meoeeaeh ean saat amet 0 sath Sea eae 
i a Bl, C0, AOD. TNE) bined cecceineiecbitacs mee 278, 499, 054. 00 | 277, 208, 327. 00 —1, 290, 727. 00 
Post Office Department: 
Pavable from postal revenues— | 
R | i Be cca eae ih aL Sg o> | ae | 613, 093, 183. 50 | 613, 645, 195. 25 | +552, 011. 75 
State Depart ;: 
Regular annual_.-_..._.---- . (2 Bie £08 SP hk oceans | 14, 962, 446. 29 | 15, 001, 646. 29 | +39, 200. 00 
Permanent and indefinite. — — - 26: G00: DO ieee 26, 000. 00 26, 600: 00 |. .cenecc Pare 
DE is chine dt menn eee 14, 988, 446. 29 14, 988, 446. 29 7, 646. 29 +39, 200. 00 


15, 02 
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Comparison of Budget Estimates and Appropriations, Fiscal Year 192 Co 
— 7 ; er ee en -——s —— = i 
j ' 
| Supplemental |} 
; Budget esti- Appropriations Increase (+) 
| Budget estimates ie . a Total Budget 1925, regula lecrea 
Department or establishment submitted Dec. can ee | stimates fiscal annual and ropriat ; 
C} i nen e a 1923 C mitted Dec. 3, e ane ra ‘ ANI a om a PPro I , a 
| oe, vav 1923, to June year cv ia l _ i npared with 
| 7 1924 j indehnite estimates 
Treasury Department: 
tegular annual_- sa le $122, 212, 965. 00 |_- _........| $122, 212, 965. 00 | $120, 768, 405. 00 $1, 444, 560. 00 
Permanent and indefinite— 
Interest on publie debt__...) 890, 000, 000. 00 eg he _| 890. 000. 000.00 | 890. 000. 000. 00 : 
Public debt redemption 
eee ae 482, 277, 975. 00 ee 482, 277, 975. 00 482, 277, 975. 00 “ 
Nii att iets 26, 773, 100. BO ae - : 26, 773, 100. OO 26, 773. 100. 00 
Total.... e __..__.!], 521, 264, 040. 00 . 1, 521, 264, 040. 00 /1, 519, 819, 480. 00 1. 444. 560, 00 
War Department: 
Military 
Regular annual____-_- at 258, 124. 006. 00 | dir aa es Si Sandee 258, 124, 006. 00 255, 615, 279. 13 2 OS, 726. 87 
Permanent and indefinite... 900, DOO. OO aoe 900, VOD. OO 900, COO. OU 
Total, military - palace es 259, 024, 006. 00 ne cs a 259, 024, 006. 00 256, 515, 279. 13 2. 508. 726. 87 
Nonmilitary— 
Regular annual ae rity yy, | | ae a 71, 733, 765. 00 72, 355, 186. 00 91.4 OO 
Permanent and indefinite : & Ge, Gees GP Liason ann asses etihol &, 653, 3621. VO 5, OS6, 321. VU 
Total, nonmilitary___- yo cm | gy ee 77, 417, O86. 00 78, 038, 507. 00 +621, 421. 00 
Total, War Depart- 
ment | 
Regular annual 7 329, 857, 771. 00 se 3029, 857, 771. OO 327, 970, 465. 13 1, 887 » 87 
Permanent and in- 
nie 6, 583, 321. 00 |__..._-- 6, 583, 321. 00 6, 583, 321. 00 
,, | 336, 441, 092. 00 i ' 336, 441, 022. 00 334, 553, 786. 13 1, 887, 305. 87 
District of Columbi: 
Reg liar annual 2 Be eras 25. 652. S50. 0O $6, SOO. OO 25. ( 59, 650. 00 26. 455. 105. 00 + 7O5. 455. Of 
Permanent and indefinite__-__-_- 1, 226, 962. 00 titeiaahamiaaia 1, 226, 962. 00 1, 226, 962. 00 
ES or ee } 26, 879, 812. 00 6, 800. 00 26, 886. 612. 00 27. 682. 067. 00 L795, 455. 00 
Grand total: ! 
tegular annual. _..../2, 176, 082, 390. 71 | 1, 009, 925. 40 |2, 177, 092, 316. 18 (2, 167, 045, 220. 3 ~10, 047, 095. 77 
Permanent and indefinite_|1, 455, 080, 7358. 85 |_..-- 1, 455, OSO, 738. 85 |1, 455, O80, 738. 85 
Grand total_._...._..../3, 631, 163, 129. 56 1, 009, 925. 40 (3, 632, 173, 054. 96 (3, 622, 125, 959. 19 10, 047, 095. 77 
Less Post Office (payable from postal 
revenues) __ eee eee cet Sree, toe. oe Ln. ’ ; 613, 093, 183. 50 613, 645, 195. 25 +552. OLL. Zé 
Total, exclusive of Post 
Office_.__._._._.____.____-_-_'/3, 018, 069, 946. 06 1, 009, 925 {0 |3, 019, 079, 871. 46 (3. OO, 480, 763. 94 10, 599, 107. 52 


Norre.—The estimates and appropriations herein stated do not include the amounts pertaining to the Seeond Deficiency Bill 


! ing to th 
and the Field Service Classification Bill, both of which failed of enactment. The amount for the fiscal year 1925 in the latter bil 
is $26,357,767.84 and the amount for the fiseal year 1925 in the former bill is approximately $175,000,000. The Budget tj 
mates for the fiscal near 1924 and prior years were exceeded in the appropriations by $1,038,458.69. This sum deduct ' 
the decrease shown in this table leaves a total net decrease in all estimates of $9,008,637.08. 
APPROPRIATIONS AND EXPENDITURES FISCAL YEAB 1925 AND PRIOR | sideration, the present expenditures of the National Govern 
YEARS ment, with the added expenditures made ne essary by the 
| action of Congress at its first session, which el sed on June 7 \ 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. he peak¢ r, under om form of shows a reckless extravagance which no Republican platform 
government party control necessarily carries with it party re- | 


su ens ry : — pronouncements or administration propaganda of alleged eco- 
sponsibility. The Republican Party has had control of Con- 


gress since March 4, 1919, and of the executive branch since 


, 


nomics can possibly explain or overcome. 





March 4, 1921. Congress alone has the power to levy taxes oaaed ook te ne ye = aa son! ay a 
and appropriate money to be expended by the executive depart- titer the close of the war, wer $3, 208, 080, 444. 00 
ments. The Republican Party must be held responsible for the | T'S ,Jws, pot Jnclude estimated expenditures of 
reckless use of public money and the utter disregard of the tax- | Sapable out ef postal seat. “ie: euinied ae 
payers’ interest during this period. nual appropriation for all purposes, exclusive of 

A considerable increase in Government expenditures was to | ao 1 : aa ae i —_ a seal _—— 
be expected. Greater attention to education, good roads, and | tion was- ee ee — se £01. 126. 037. 09 
other activities which make for the enlightenment and progress Since the estimates for expenditure for 1925 re ; 
of a people have necessarily increased our national expendi- ee Congrese Bae passed laws incren 0. 000. 000. ¢ 
tures. The war also increased these expenditures. But taking | s¢ has increased Sin aie ow he cal tines Ghaarenenn ; — 
these desirable activities and necessary expenditures into con-| covering a period of years at least , 500, 000, 000. 00 








I to ft there are bil on the calendars 
enate tiie blouse wi 1 hay 

mmended by the proper committee and 
psideration wl if enacted into 

{ l ‘ t itions of the 

fiovel in a mount exceedit _ - 

lhe amount of new obligations created by 


first SeeSS1On) ilmost equals the entire amount 
During 
$23 933,000,000 


paid on the publie debt sinee the war 

20 to 1924, iInelusive more than 
bieergy puld into the bres rv bv the people 
and miscellaneous taxe Notwithstanding this 
present total obligations of the Government 
one-half of a billion dollars less than they wer 
pri ou the public debt were mace 


\ Republican Member recently declared 


majorit collengues that extravagance runs 


adopted by the Republican National 


roe recentl 
declared that during the past session 


main, confined its work to tax reduction.” 


indicate that Congress and some of its committees 
voted the imajor portion of their time to authorizi 
priation of public money and creating heavier 
Federal, 
municipal, at the beginning of the session amounted 
expenditures 


the taxpayer The entire public debt, 


than S$282.000.000.000, and with the added 
rapidiv inereasing obligations if 1s apparent 


is n cheek upon increasing public expenditures 


son hecome contiseators 


ANALY OF PRPROPRIATIONS 


\ malvsis of the figures will show whether 
Republican administration and Congress are 


lnims of economy 


rhe appropriations carried in the regular annual 
ppropriation bills for 1925 amount to_- 
to this sum must be added the sum of 
Curried in the second deficieney bill for 1925, which 
‘ Dp ed by both Llouss« but failed of imme 
‘ enactment on account of a filibuster in the 
Senate during the last hour of the session, but 
which will be passed and approved by the Presi 
dent in December in order to meet the require 
nent of law recently passed by Congress, there 
1 t also be added the wh rf 
Carvied in a special appropriation which passed 
was enrolled too late to be signed at thi 


li 


ion This provides for the increased compen 
ition for field employees under an act recently 
passed by Congress hus the regular annual 


appropriations for 1925 will be 

Similar appropriations for 1924 were 

Thi hows an increase for 1925 over 1924 of 

lo these sums must be added the permanent and 
ndefinite appropriation for interest on the public 
debt, publie-debt retirements, wud other items, 
for 192% these sums amount to 

For 1024 these sums amounted to 

his makes the total appropriations for 1925 

And for 1924 


It will be noted that this decrease in total appro 
priations for 1925 may be entirely accounted for 
hy the reduction in interest on the public debt, 
vhich in itself amounts to 

Chis is not due to a reduction of expenses 
yf the business operations of the Government 
which have actually been increased as is 
shown above 

Che reduetion in public debt retirements, accord 
ne to estimates, 1s 

hve eduction in the appropriations for executive 
ind independent offices for the Veterans’ Bureau 
\ was made possible by the fact that vocational 

habilitation is being concluded: that compen 
sation will grow less as the disabled ex-service 
men become physically rehabilitated: and that 
hospitalization will inevitably become less the 
farther we get from the war. The reduction in 
the same appropriation bill for the Shipping 
Board is ee 

This is due to the fact that certain claims for 
which appropriations were made during the 
urrent year have been settled. Civil War pen 
sions have been reduced in the appropriation 

r the Department of the Interior to the 
imount ol 

This results from the fact that the pension roll is 
being steadily reduced by death There is a 
reduction in the appropriation for the War 
Department for rivers and harbors of ; 

This appropriation is really based upon the needs 
of the service for the first nine months of the 


iseal vear. The next annual appropriation bill 
wlll take care of any additional amounts needed 
ifter Mar. 4, 1925, the beginning of the next 
Congress The same explanation may be made 


‘ the reduction in the appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for special road items 


we tine te 


the 


* Congress 


taxation 


000, 


this Congress 
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It is evident that the administration can claim no credit 


these reductions as economies effected. The appropriatior 
1925 would have been less than the appropriations for 1924 } 
at least this amount if appropriations for other object- 


been increased. 
The following table shows the increase of 1925 appropriation 
over those of 1916, excluding from 1925 the appropriatic 


growing out of the war and which, therefore, should not 
taken into consideration in making the comparison: 
Total appropriations for 1925 Hnenotoadantan BO), ONG, 122, 619 
otal appropriations for 1916_- aaa ai -- 1,114, 490, 704. « 
Increase of 1925 over 1916 teantinieiinnitiy ty tt tan ane: ? 
Deduct war expenses, which were 
Interest on public debt $899, G00, 600 
Public debt retirements, includ 
_ing sinking fund . 482, 277, 975 
Veterans’ Bureau ee 340, 065, 000 
Shipping Board. —__- c 80, 844, 000 
——- - —- 1, T51. O86, OF ) 
Grand total increase of 1925 over 1916__- Od. 540, 140. oF 
The following table shows appropriations for 1924 and 1925 
1924 192 
ANNUAL APPROPRIATIONS 
Department of State $15, 200, 665. 50 $15. OOL. 646. 29 
Department of Justice ; 


oO 21, 371. 430. 00 
57. 00 3, 939, OS, 00 
00 7, 956 


Department of Commerce 
Department of Labor 








r if. 
lreasury Department a7 20, 768, 405, 00 
Post Office Department i * OD , 645, 195. 0 
Department of Agriculture 00 8, 575, 274. 0 
Department of the Interior ’ . 00 243, 250, 455. 00 
Navy Department 75, 105, 067. 00 
RNIN sid 5:0. Saietddastipsolreiie usta 00 275, 105, 067. 00 
War Department OO 7, 970, 465 
Executive and independent offices , 00 | 1%, 776, 740. 16 
Legislative 60 229 O16. 00 
District of Columbia oe 2. 00 26, 455, 105. 0 
Increased compensation, field emp! ryees 26, 302, 767. 84 
second deficiency 72, 289, 092, 9 
Potal annual appropriations weccccncce| 2 32d, 019, 979. 97 2, 365, 637, O81. 14 
PERMANENT AND INDEFINITE APPROPRIATIONS 
Interest on public debt a ep Bd 940. 000, 000. 00 840, 000, 000.00 
Public-debt retirements iad atk ear bees) | 11, 968, 125. 00 482, 277. 975. OO 
Other oe A) 88, 657, 103. 15 82, S02, 763. 8 
Total permanent and indefinite appro- 
pPriations ‘ 1, 540, 625, 228. 15 1, 455, O80, 745. 8 
‘Total of annual appropriation acts, in- 
cluding permanent and indefinite ap- 
j 
propriations " . 3, 863, 645, 208, 12 3, $20, 717, 819.49 


Deficiencies for 1924 are not ineluded in the above table 
These will be balanced off by the deficiencies which will un 
doubtedly oceur in 1925. 

COOPERATIVE ROAD CONSTRUCTION 


In connection with the above statement, it might bé wel! 


| to call attention to the appropriations for cooperative road 
| construction 


Good roads are one of the greatest of assets to 
the agricultural interests of the country, yet for the fiscal year 
1925, $75,000,000 was authorized to be appropriated, and the 


Republican Congress appropriated but $13,000,000, leaving 


| $62,000,000 to be obligated by the Secretary of Agriculture in 
|} approved road-building projects. If the entire authorization 


had been appropriated, the total of all the moneys appropri 


og | tted for the year 1925 would be $62,000,000 in excess of the 


total given in the statement above, or $3.882,717,819.99. 

A similar practice of appropriating but a portion of the 
authorization, having the remainder made available as a con 
tractual obligation on the part of the Government, has pre 
vailed for the two preceding years, so that, although a Repub 
lican Congress passed an act authorizing appropriations of 
$19,000,000 for the cooperative construction of roads. there 
has actually been appropriated during the last three fiscal 
years but $67,300,000. Unexpended balances of appropriations, 
the greater portion of which were made by a Democratic Con 
gress, have enabled the Bureau of Public Roads to continue 
the road-building program without curtailment, but before the 
end of the fiscal year 1925 these balances and the meager ap 
propriations provided by the Republican Congress will have 


| been exhausted, and unless deficiency appropriations are made 


the work on road construction will be gréatly delayed if not 
altogether suspended in some States. 

Attention should also be called at this point to the law 
passed at this session of Congress liberalizing the benefits ex- 
tended to World War veterans by the United States Veterans’ 
sureau. The added cost on account of this legislation is ap 
proximately $35,000,000 annually, and an additional amount 
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pu ’ and ’ it 
‘ eipler } +} y rl ne? au 
Lhoria ons W i require ppropriations 
of at least ‘eee 052. 66 
i ( \LARIES 
Congress has pi “| la ner innual salaries of 
Government employees, in addition to the bonus which has been 


paid for several years and which ameoupted to $35,893,110 an- 





nually, beginning July 1, 1924, as follows: 
District and field employees, exclusive of Postal Service. $9. 271. 000. 00 
Consular officials. < i atih 195. 000. 00 
my f Government Printing Office... aco now, 000. 00 
Sena a [ ‘ nplovee 2 2 799. 2 
Teachers, firemen, d police of District of Columbia 2, 500, 000. 00 
The pay of officers and enlisted men in the Army and 

Navy has been increased in the last two years, ap 

nroximately each venar ar Aon on On 

Many new positions have been created with salaries ranging 
as high as $10,000 and $12,000 per year. 

Congress passed a bill increasing the annual pay of postal 
employees, estimated by the department to cost $80,000,000 
This bill was vetoed by the President on the last day of the 


session, too late to be acted and will be 


December. 


upon, taken up in 
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conference failed to d The naval bill t 
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no steps to do so. 
As a result of the conference ft became ne fur he 
United States to scrap seven large battleships and four battle 
cruisers under.construction, and which, if completed, would 
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another conference is called md is attended with 


success the construction of airplane carriers and other 
sbtipp osting miminy millions of dollars must follow if the 
United Stetes is to maintain its ratio with the Navy of Great 
srifain 
Kkepublican control has signally failed to meet the hopes and 
‘Apectutions of the people for retrenchment of public expendi- 
tures It hus failed to give relief to the farmers, hundreds of 
thousands of whom have become bankrupt in the last few years 
mouse Of Republican policies, foreign and domestic. Com- 
i to sell their products at less than cost, because of the 
tin ible condition of the world’s market, the ’ ure forced by the 
tigh protective tariff, whieh was levied tor the benefit of a few, 
» pay exorbitunt prices for everything which it is necessary 
to “mm to buy Under its control fraud and corruption have 
tou their way into the high places of ernment, vast pub- 
I wureces have been exploited lor private cain, and those 
ho are guilty have not been brought te aceount for the be- 
traval of their public trust 
rtunately the people will have an opportur to pass upon 
‘ecord at the eleetion which will be held in November, 
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ment stalking abroad. Liberty bonds down $15 on the hundred 
nd our scale of public expenditures tuned up to war days. 

No administration at any time since the Civil War faced 
such « mass of confusion. And no administration since the 
framing of the Constitution has worked more. steadily i: 
judiciously clearing away the débris and reconstructing s 
vorking, peace-time Government. 


We had promised the people we 
We passed a resolution declaring a state of peace, which was 
duly signed by President Harding. Our Democratic friends 
said Germany would never agree to it, and if she did we would 
lose valuable rights which we might have had under the Ve 
sailles treaty. jsut Secretary Hughes negotiated a treaty with 
Germany Which expressly ratified the peace resolution and which 
in terms gave to America every right granted by the old treaty 
and released us from the covenant of the League of Nations. 

We repassed the Budget law which the Democratic President 


would bring about peace 


i} had vetoed and, after it was signed by the President, General 


' SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, under the policies 
f tl Republican Party for a half century we have bullded 
» mighty Nation, whose magnificent history for those years 
i. record of Republican accomplishment 
fhe Republican administration took over the affairs of 
the ¢tovernment three veors ago. During that time we have | 
1 record of undertaking huge tasks, of facing great difliculties, 


or forging straight ahead to bring order out of chaos, a 


record | 


YY pregress made and of gratifying results achieved in keeping 
the traditions and history of the party 
Vien Warren Harding was sworn in as Chief Executive we | 
it low ebb in the aftermath of the greatest war the 
world has ever known. After the armistice, when everyone 
kt our happiness and prosperity demanded the prompt nego- 


tinfion of terms of peace, countless months were wasted weav- 


Dawes, a business man of wide experience, was made director 
general, and under the leadership of a Republican President 
and under the direction of General Dawes, and later Generil 
Lord, the present Director of the Budget, the business affairs of 
the Government were so administered as to save literally 
hundreds of millions of dollars. 

Let me explain the nature of that law and just how it effects 
economies. Prior to the adoption of the Budget law each of 
the 11 departments made its itemized estimate of needed ex- 
penditures to the Secretary of the Treasury. The Secretary 
had no authority to change these estimates, but merely trans- 
mitted them to Congress in a book of estimates. 

The Budget law provides for a director general, who has 
general charge of estimates and who makes a comprehensive 
study of proposed expenditures. Each department submits the 
estimates to the Budget Bureau and the director general has 
authority to cut down estimates. So that for the first time 
in the country’s history the responsibility for expenditures is 
located in one man. The head of each department and bureau 
has a more or less exaggerated idea of the needs of the depart- 
ment and wants to expand bureaus out of proportion to their 
governmental value and out of keeping with Uncle Sam's 
pocketbook. But now one disinterested head of the Budget 
Bureau, whose very function is to economize, pares the esti- 
mates down according to his complete knowledge of the Gov- 
ernment needs. 


The Budget system established a principle of exchange of 
equipment which has meant a saving of immense sums of 


money. The Lighthouse Service of the Department of Com- 
merce was in need of certain boats, which it was planned to 
build at a cost of some $1,500,000, 

The War Department had on hand boats which it did not need 


and which could have brought only a small amount if sold. 
These were ordered transferred to the Lighthouse Service. 


| This was the result of the Budget system. 


} Arms 


ing a League of Nations covenant into the treaty of peace, and 
a still greater time was spent in trying te foist such an un- | 
American War pact upon the country During the last two 
vears of the Democratic régime the Republican Congress under- 
took to prepare for peace, but were blocked at every move by 
an unfriendly Executive. The Republican Congress passed a 

int resolution to end the war. Che Democratic President 
vetoed it The Republican Congress passed a comprehensive 
Biniget law as a foundation for economic reduction of Goy- 
ernment expenses The Democratic resident vetoed it. The 
Republican Congress passed an emergency tariff bill to pre- 
vent disaster to the American farmer and to protect American 
workmen and American industries. ‘Cie Democratic Chief | 


Executive vetoed it. The Republican Senate agreed upon reser- 


itions to the peace treats which would prevent the surrender 


of our sovereignty and the sending of our soldiers to fight in 
European broils. The Democratic President used the mighty 
iluenee of his office to defeat the treaty with such reserya- 


n short, when the Republican administration took over the 
reins of government we found the country as unprepared for 
peace as we had been unprepared for war. 

What a task we faced! A world torn asunder with the 
financial and economic structure of Europe collapsed, with our 


war debt $25,000,000,000—$250 for every man, woman, and 
ehild in America—with a billion dollar vearly interest charge, 
with wounded and disabled soldiers in such numbers as to re- 


quire the expenditure of a half billion more yearly for their 
care. With an overhang charge from the Railroad Adminis- 
tration and Shipping Board, inherited from the Demo- 
eratic administration running into hundreds of millions, with 
a country still in a state of war, with our industries suffering 
the inevitable collapse when the war orders ended, unemploy- 


losses 


I could continue with many instances of saving. The Congress 
received the estimates from the new Budget Bureau, and in mak 
ing uppropriations entered into the full spirit of economy, even 
cutting below the amount recommended by the Budget Bureau. 

by dint of economizing here and lopping off there, cutting the 
to 125,000, cutting the naval appropriations in keeping 
with the agreement at the arms conference, dropping employees 
from the pay roll wherever possible by cutting to the bone on 
every appropriation, we reduced the expenditures during 1922 
below 1921 in the amount of over $1,700,000,000. And during 
1925, a still greater amount. 

After the inauguration of economies we were prepared to re- 


| duce the taxes, and the passage of the revenue act of 1921 re- 


duced the taxes for that year in the amount of $80,000,000, and 


| $800,000.000 in 1922. 


| year. 


This was accomplished by a reduction (by means of increased 
exemption) on every income of heads of families under $5,000 a 
The change affected 2,500,000 heads of families in the 
United States and reduced their Federal taxes $70,000,000. We 
repealed many taxes on the necessaries of life, relieving the tax- 
payer of the payment of almost $900,000,000. 

We passed legislation providing for a Debt Funding Commis- 
sion to deal with the collection of debts owed us by foreign na- 
tions. .This amount reached the sum of over $11,000,000,000, 
No criticism is attached to the Democratic Party for most of 
these loans, although loans were advanced to Russia after she 
was of no help in carrying on the war, and all the loans were 
made in the most haphazard way, without requiring such 
bonds and other evidences of indebtedness as would make all 
terms definite. But it is easier to loan than to collect money. 
The Democrats loaned it out bountifully and our less pleasant 
task is to collect what we can. 





‘ 
a 
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| 

\ithough e armistice was signed in 1918, and the Demo- 
cratic President served until March, 1921, yet not one single 
step had been taken by him toward negotiating the payment 
We provided in the funding law that the debt should not be 
canceled The commission is now functioning 

We have settled with Great Britain During 62 years, Dy 
regular increase, partial payments-are to be made, the firs 
payment being fixed at $25,000,000 in 1928, and at $175,000,000 
in the last year that - loan has to run, which would 
1s4 Interest is to be pa 

We have settled wit Finland, and settlement has been 
made with Cuba and & aracuu Vex utions are undet vay 
with other countries 

We passed the emergency tariff law, the law authorizing co 
operative marketing, the law extending the War Finance Cor- 
poration and authorizing the financing of exports of farm 
products—all for the benefit of the farmer. We are now trying 
to work out a comprehensive plan for agricultural relief { 

We passed the immigration restriction act. Under its pro 


visions the number of aliens who could enter this country at 
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adjusted every dispu 


disturh our peace 


Doubts and lisput 


any one time was restricted to 3 per cent of the number Of | Mexico and Russia ’ i uuld e 
such nationals here as shown by the census reports. We did} ypon diplomati lations ¥ Mexico stat : 
not want to shut the gates of America from those in foreign | and the justice of ou ywosifion is mude so p 1 thia Mexico 
lands who want to enter America and build their homes and took definite steps to place her G rin wosition »>b 
tune their hearts to the hearts of America, but we realized | peeognized. and recognition Ss Now on snted rh - 
that restriction in numbers was needed. This was the first law | ernment'’s reason for not recognizing the Soviet Government o 
ever enacted limiting the uumber that could come into the} Russia was so eandidly x n that everyon elieving in 
country. We had had various laws prescribing physical and | yights of liberty of person and property must be in aeeord 
other like tests, but no law restricting the number. Under) = [he call for the Arms Conference met with prompt and fa 
. . . > | . - . . ' . i , 
this law in one year, it is estimated by the chairman of the | able response from all civilized nations. In statin - sd 
House Committee on Immigration, we saved the United States | ness to limit armament, President Harding and S teat 
from an influx of 1,500,000 aliens which we could not have | pefyehes struck out boldly on an unbeaten path of wen diple 
properly assimilated and Americanized It was fortunate in macy which for in inStant startled lhe ¢ iiZed rid rl 
this time of stress and disturbed conditions that the country the world’s renetion Was so ‘merous uml universa faverab 
was spared from the ordeal of dealing with that great number | that for once diplomacy 13 ruled by the sentiment and Re 
of new aliens. This law we further amended, further limiting | pent of the masses of people he Hughes proposal for se aan 
and restricting immigration ping battleships and reduction of fighting machiner is agreed 
We passed the Sweet reorganization bill creating the Vet-| ¢% substantially as proposed Wh ns fina ' ed upon 
erans’ Bureau, placing the responsibility upon the director, | jaye been a ereat factor i never nace e no 
and creating district offices and suboflices so as to get nearer tO | measure of eeonoms + the vreatest ing strok : 
the soldier. The effectiveness of administration has been im vorld’s history 
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amounts to be paid these wounded heroes 

Under the Democratic law the highest amount paid the dis 
abled soldier without wife or child living was $30. The Re- 
publican law provided $80, 

With wife living, the Democratic law provided $45; the Re- | 
publican law $90. 

With wife and one child living, the Democratic law provided | 
$55; the Republican law $95. 

With wife and two children living, the Demoeratic law pro- | 
vided $65; the Republican law $100; and for double total dis- 
ability $200. 

The Republican measure also provided for medical and sur- 
gical treatment and appliances and greatly liberalized the 
insurance provisions, giving ample chance to reinstate lapsed 
policies. 

We take no political credit for this; it was only what was 
justly due the soldier; but the record of the two administra- | 
tions undoubtedly demonstrates our conscientious devotion to 
the cause of the American soldiers and that we regard pro- 
viding for their care as our sacred privilege. 

We passed the Fordney Protective Tariff Act. When this act 
was passed the Democratic fight was waged against It chiefly 
on two grounds: First, that we were building up a wall which 
would keep out all imports; second, that since we would import 
nothing, the nations of the world could not trade with us 





Reared amid rural hardships, trained lose tO nature in early 
life, schooled in affairs of government by bis service as mayor 


as State senator, as president of the Senate, as lieutenant 
governor, us governor ind as Vice President ® wos emi 
nently equipped for the high ottice to wh Divine Providence 
called him 
His program for Budget econom ) ix reduction, for 

stricted immigration, for . e legislation, for maintenance 
of protection to American labor and industry, his stalwart de 
votion to the greut Tundamentais of government mve placed 


high in the esteem of the people of the country that matehle 
outstanding American, Calvin Coolid 


Our wise economies have brought about a 


mdition permi 
ting further tax reduction We passed a bill as neariv ar 
proaching the Republican plan as was possible with our sl 
Republican majority. The essential feature of the Republican 
plan is to reduce taxation on all incomes, including surtax on 
large incomes, while the essential feature of the Demvcrati 
plan was to make the smallest possible reduction in surtaxes 
The law as finally passed included the reduetion of tax 

the present year 25 per cent 

The first Republican tax reduction law cut the maximum su 

tax from 65 to 50 per cent This high surtax during the war 
hefore opportunity was presented to change investment! 


Al 


brought 


‘in fairly heavy returns; but those with lurge investmeuts seen 
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found that they could change their investments to tax-free Gov- 
ernm be and municipal securities and get a much larger 
net d, and they did so, This is conclusively demonstrated 
by tl ecords of tax returns In 1918 the number of incomes 
over one million was 67; in 1919 it was 65; in 1920 it was 33; 
in 1921 it was 21 If the surtax were reduced to a maximum 
oO » per cent after the first year, it would mean an actual 
in in revenue, because the large fortunes would be rein- 
vested in industrial enterprises and a great stimulus for busi- 
ne would be furnished. This heavy surtax is the greatest 
factor in the high cost of living, because the ultimate consumer 
finally pays the bill in increased cost of the articles produced. 
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We will before the country under the leadership of 
Calvin Coolidge with every confid&nee of success, and under 
the continued policies of the Republican Party this mighty Re- 
public with rapid strides of progress will mareh on to the high 
destiny within our reach. 


zo 


THE M’'NARY-HAUGEN BILL 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker, I avail myself of this opportunity 
to set forth as briefly as I may the proceedings in the House 
and elsewhere as they occurred relative to the McNary-Haugen 
agricultural bill. 

The final stages of the proceedings in reference to the Mc- 
Nary-Hatgen bill began on Friday, May 30, Decoration Day. 
The House met at 12 o’clock and shortly thereafter began thie 
consideration of the bill under the five-minute rule. Scarcely 
had the work begun when the attention of the Members were 
called to an article which appeared in the Washington Times, 
neon edition, by Representative Aswett, of Louisiana, who read 
headlines and a part of the article. The headlines in large 
black letfers contained the information that President Coolidge 
wanted Congress to kill the McNary-Haugen farm Dill, and 
stated that it would be vetoed if passed. The headlines further 
stated that work had already begun on-a compromise measure. 
In the face of these glaring headlines, and despite these dis- 
couraging statements, the consideration of the bill continued 
during the remainder of the day. 

When the House convened on Saturday, May 31, an effort 
was made by the majority leader, Mr. Lonawortn, to obtain 
a wnanimous-consent agreement under which the bill could be 
considered under the five-minute rute and finished on Satur- 
day, but that the final vote on the bill would not be had until 
the following Tuesday. In connection with this unanimous- 
consent agreement I called the attention of the House to the 
situation in the following language: 


Reserving the right to object, let me say this: If this agreement is 


| entered into you can mark my word that this bill will not pass this 
House on next Tuesday. If the gentlemen on the Republican side 
of the Hiouse want to take the responsibility for the defeat of this 
legislation, well and good; but I want the country to know where 
the responsibility is in the preposal of this unauimous-consent agree- 
ment to-day. You put off the vote on this bill until next Tuesday 
morning, and those who make the preposition know that at that time 
there will be 40 or 50 or 60 gentlemen in this House who are not 
here now, every one of whom will be against this legislation. 


The chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, Mr. Havucen, 


| Stated that he had nothing to do with the proposition of unani- 


for further econo! and additional tax reform. 

The pri y fonction of Congress is to legislate. In recent 
months i ht be thought that its chief function is inquisi- 
tion. The investigation of the Veterans’ Bureau inaugurated 
and carried out by that fine Republican soldier, Senator Rrep 
of Pen 1, Which resulted in the prosecution growing out | 
of the Veterans’ Bureau frand brought good results. 

I do net decry the investigation of the Teapot Dome trans 
net That was a fortunate investigation, for there was un- 
COVE f of corruption which furnished a basis for 
legi 0” nd court proceedir °S No legislative body, bow- | 
ever { d in neglect it legislative duties and run- 
ning ram] nto the field of investigation There have been 
SOl in connection with the Senate investigations that 
have been unfortunate. The simple, everyday rules of evidence 
B80 ! Itely me iry to separate the true from the false 
have been gro violated Attempts have been made to be- 
gn t} li eter of int living and dead, by hearsay evi- 
ar e and by expressions of vague opinions unsupported by 
fi It iS Passi strange that a committee will go 
thro the mockery of swe ng a witness so as to have his 
statement supported by the sanctity of a solemn oath and then 
permit tl Witness to spend a whole morning testifying to 
whit mebody else said who was certainly not under oath. 
Th n effect permits statements not only not under oath. but 
repented s nd-hande that. No blackmailer or lying 
} dit or sel mfessed train robber ought to be permitted to 
exercise his unl Ned imagination in order to gain partisan 
ad ta fk Vy part 

Our TD cratic friends have not risen abo narrow par- 
tisanship but have frequently permitted themselves to pursue 
a course with a view of partisan advancement. With a blare 
of trumpets they hailed the oil scandal with delight, but they | 
were doome »despair. They found Democratic ex-Cabinet mem- 
bers and Democratic campaign contributors the counselors of 


and close associates with the very men charged h corrupiion. 


A Republican Senate, a Republican House, and a Republican 
President acte promptly to authorize civil suits and start 
criminal vestigutions Far from leaving the matter in par- 
tisan hare they employed as one of the two counsel former 
Senator DPomeret of Ohio, prominent Democrat, who has 
heen frequently mentioned for the Presidency. The rights of 
ihe Government are being aggressively protected by Calvin 
Coolids 


Facing a national campaign against the Republican Party 


whi has a fine record of accomplishment in governmental 
nffairs almost without parallel, our opponents are still seeking 
to divert attention from the great economic issues and great 


governmental principles to a side issue. A dishonest public 
oflicial can not become a national Crime is unconnected 
with party, and corruption is nonpartisan. The people of the 


issue, 


country will not be fooled by this false cry into voting into 
power a party whose governmental policies are unsound and 
always spell disaster, and into voting out of power a party 
Whose policies are sound and have brought prosperity and hap- 


to America. 
Democratic administration left us at war 


pit Ss 
1 
Alice’ 


The Repub- 


lican administration brought about peace. 

They left us endangered by the League of Nations and the 
loss of our sovereignty. We disentangled the Republic from 
foreign broils and regained our independence. 

They left unemployment on every hand. We provided jobs 
for everyone. 


They left us with an accumulating debt. 
it $2.500,000,000. 

They left a Government running with a saturnalia of extrav- 
and waste. We wrote and administered the Budget 
so as to effect unheard-of economy. 
left us with a tariff for revenue act, which did not even 
produce revenue, and we supplanted it with a real American 
tariff law, which not only produced the revenue but brought 
prosperity. 


We have reduced 


acance 
system 


1 
Lhey 


i 


mous consent offered by the gentleman from Ohio, and he 
asked that the bill be taken up and disposed of, and that it be 
taken up at once. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
SuMMEnrs] objected to the unanimous-consent agreement offered 
by Mr. LonewortH, and then Mr. LonewortH said: 


I merely desire to say that a motion will be made to adjourn when 
the previous question has been ordered on this bill in order to have 


a vote later on. 


Consideration of the McNary-Haugen bill continued through 
the day on Saturday. Many amendments were offered, but all 
of them except one were rejected, and that one was offered by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. JoNgEs], and was acceptable 
to the Committee on Agriculture. Fer that reason it was 
adopted. Late in the afternoon the bill was completed, The 
Committee of the Whole arose, Mr. GraHaM, the Chair- 
man, reported the bill back to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that the amendment be agreed to and that the bill de pass. 
At that point in the proceeding Mr. Vorar, of Wisconsin, moved 
that the House adjourn. 

I state only the facts when I say that at the time Mr. Voret 
made the motion to adjourn the majority leader, Mr. Lone- 
WoRTH, was stunding by him, and when a division was called he 
motioned to the men on his side of the House to stand. There 
is not any doubt in my mind but what he was carrying out his 
statement previously made that a motion to adjourn would be 
made in order that the final vote on the bill might go over until 
Tuesday of the following week. The motion to adjourn was 
carried, and further consideration of the McNary-Haugen bill 
was therefore postponed and could not come up again until 
Tuesday, June 3. The bill was then placed upon final passage, 
at which time I demanded the yeas and nays, and the roll was 
called. The bill was defeated—154 to 224. 

On Monday, the day preceding, when Mr. LonewortH pre- 
sented his resolution to adjourn on the 7th, and before the vote 
was taken, I interrogated him, calling his attention to the fact 
that on the following day we would vote on the McNary-Haugen 
bill, and asked him if the bill were defeated whether he had 











lea that other legislation could be brought in during the 


niining three or it would help agriculture. He 


plied, “I think so 
(or Wednesday, June 4, it 


four days fl 


was stated through the press and 


among the Members on the floor of the House that a modified 
far relief bill was being worked out through the cooperation 
t ‘epresentatives of farm organizations and the Republican 
iders, and it was stated, in substance, that this new proposal 


mid authorize the 
ind flour and 
ind export them abroad and sell 

ices, the loss to be paid out of the funds that had been 

ninulated by the War Finance Corporation This eleventh- 
ur emergency legislation was submitted to the President by 

‘rtain well-known Republican leaders—it is not necessary for 

name them here, but evervone knows who they are 


War Finance 


products 


Corporation to buy wheat 
it approximately ratio prices 
the hest obtainable 


livestock 


them at 


Che President advised these gentlemen that he would econ- 
ier their proposal and report later in the day. It is stated 
ihat he ealled into consultation some of his advisers and they 
gave consideration to this proposed measure. Late in the after- 


the 


President's 


noo answer wars sent toe the leaders of the 
House of Representatives by former Representative the Hon. 
Frank Mondell For some time the steering committee con- 
rred with Mr. Mondell, at the end of which time the Re- 
I liean leader, Mr. LoxnawortnH, issued the following formal 


tnHiement to the press? 


uge majority recorded against the McNary-Haugen bill made 
lent that any legislati proposition embodying the basic prin 
pl of this bill could not be passed While realizing fully the con- 
ition of agriculture, and with the most earnest desire to bring relief 
far as legislatively p ssible, we ive so far been unable to work 

i plan which would command th ecessary support 


Not a single word is said in this statement 
President Coolidge in regard to the proposed compromise emer- 
reney relief 


fad the 


as to the views of 


measure 

President a y relief measure. it could 
have been p From the very moment the consideration of 
the McNary-Haugen bill began under the five-minute rule until 


greed to any 


issect, 


the end the President’s position was well known, and that in 
itself was sufficient to bring it to defeat. Congress will adjourn 
to-dn ind no relief bill will be passed for the benefit of agri- 
eulfure. The farmers of America will continue to present their 
jus lInims to the Congress of the United States. They are 
isking that American agriculture be given equal right, equal 


opportunities, and equal protection with those which Congress 
ady given to other industries. All that 
izrieultural justice and equality 





the farmer asks 
PEACE BY 


M McSWAIN. Mr. under 
marks, I respectfully call attention to 
muection with the 


PROPER PREPAREDNESS 


Speaker, leave to extend my 
the following facts in 


proposition to take the profits out of 


war and to equalize the burdens of war and thereby to pro- 
mote the national defense and the peace of this Nation and the 
woarld 
NOT 4 NEW OR STDDEN WOVE 
In the Sixty-seventh Congress I introduced a_ resolution, 
then designated H. J. Res, 400, and the same was referred to 


the Judiciary Committee, and one day’s hearings had; but the 
committee made no report on same. On the convening of the 
Sixtv-eighth Congress I introduced a resolution identical in 


Jangnage and purpose, now known as H. J. Res. 128, and the 
following is a copy of Same: 
Tot solution (H. J, Res. 128) to promote peace and to equalize the 


uurdens and to minify the profits of war 


Whereas it is the duty of Congress to require that the burdens and 
onetits of war shall be justly and fairly distributed; and 

Vhereas it is the duty of all citizens to contribute te our Nation's 
ss in war according to their several capacities and resources; and 

Vhereas modern warfare rests increasingly upon scientific knowledge 
and industrial resources and must be carried on by the 
whole and not merely by the young men in arms; 

Whereas to take the profits out of war 
and deny special profits to any 
is our traditional policy) ; and 
should employ the experience of 


Nation as a 
and 
and to require equal service 


f will be conducive to peace (which 


for al 
Whereas we 
and 


cies to be 


recent wars to work out 
‘nact into law, while we are yet at pea stich provisions and poli- 
when the war shall shall empower the 
immediately to mobilize all the resources of the 


be it 


pursued ‘ome as 


President 
Now 


country : 


therefore 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—TIOUSE 


| 


Resolved, cte Chat a commis n ! v it draft anid 
report to the President of the United States, who 1 s transm 
the same, with or without his approval, to Cor ot later than 
first Monday in December, 1924, proposed sia »> a } i 
fact the pri ples and policies expressed in t } 

That said commission shall e Di] tisa i i it i 

nposed of four members of the Military Affairs ¢ i 
Lllouse of Representatives and two member of the Mi Affairs Com 
mittee of the Senate, the Secretary of War, the Secretary of e Na 
the Secretary of Commerce, and three other persons not g offi | 
or governmental pesition whatever, and selected with a view to repr 
ent in a general ense the view of labor, industry ‘ j api 
respectively 

Within 30 days after the approval of this resolution the I | 
shall appoint and announce th nember of iid commission and sha 
direct the same to meet in the city Washington, 1D. ¢ gs soon the 
after as may be practicable and shall supply from the War Department 
ill necessary office and clerical assistance 

When said commission shall meet it shall orga ry electing one 
of its number as chairman and another as vice chairman. and shall 


appoint a secretary and proceed to draft 


ind purposes of this re 


proposed legis 


lation to accom 


plish the aim solution ; and such proposed legi 


lation, with any comment upon same deemed desirable, shall be trar 
mitted to the President not later than November 1, 1924, and the Presi 
dent shall direct that there shall be printed not exceeding 5.000 copies 


thereof for the use of Congress 


That the guiding 


is that 


principle to control the 
preparedness 


labors of said 


commission 


true demands our calm and careful adoption in 


idyance of another war of a nation-wide policy of service for all cit 


zens to the end that while young men are laying down for their countt 


the comforts and joys of home and family, their health, their 


sfreneth 


and time, 


their blood, bodies, and life itself, others not required to mak 
these greater sacrifices may be required to lay down equitably and 
fairly some of their material resources and wealth, to the great end 
that victory for the Nation’s ideals may speedily come, and that after 
victory there be no need for any adjustment of compensation and no 
mighty war debt piled up to sap the strength of the producing activiti 
of the people for scores of years 
That no compensation shall be paid any member of said commi ) 
ind no expenses shall be incurred by them except the actua mt o 
maintenance and travel to the three members of the commi m no 


already holding an official position 
SEVERAI BILLS PENDING IN LHF Hot 
This resolution was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which had also been referred H. R. 194, by Hon 
Burton L. FrRencH, of Idaho, and H. R. 4841, by Hon, Royas 


C. JoHNsSON, of South Dakota, and H. R. 811, introduced by 
myself, Kixtensive hearings were condueted, and there ap 
peared before the committee to express approval of the result 
aimed at by the resolution and by HL. R. 194, by Representa- 
tive FRENCH, et al., and H. R. 4841, by Representative Jounson 
of South Dakota, numbers of prominent citizens and public 
officials, including Hon. Herbert Hoover, Secretary of Com 
merce; Hon. Curtis D. Wilbur, Secretary of the Navy; Hon 
Dwight F. Davis, Assistant Secretary of War; Mr. William B 
Colver, formerly chairman of 


Federal Trade Commission and 
member of Price Fixing Commission during the World War: 
Mr. R. S. Brookings, LL. D., chairman of Price Fixing Com 


mission during the World War; Mr. Bernard M. Baruch, chair 
man of War Industries Board during the World War; Mr. Kad- 
ward I. McGrady, representative of American Federation of 
Labor; Col. John D. Marky, national chairman of legislative 
committee of the American Legion; Hon. JoHn M. Evans. 
Representative from Montana; Hon. Royar C. JoHNson, Repre- 
sentative from South Dakota; Hon. CHaArtes L 
Representative from Nevada; and Hon. Burton L. 
Representative from Idaho. 

After most careful consideration the committee unanimously 
reported, recommending the adoption of House Joint Resolution 
128, for the appointment of a commission to study economic and 
constitutional questions and to report same to the next session 
of Congress. I earnestly recommend that all Members of Con 
gress obtain a printed copy of the hearings before the Military 
Affairs Committee and study the same carefully. There is a 
vast amount of information contained in the 250 pages of 
printed matter. The report of the committee is as follows: 


RICHARDS, 
FRENCH, 


To Promote PEACE AND TO EQUALIZE THE BURDENS AND TO M KF 7 


PROFITS OF WAR 
Mr. MCSWAItn, from the Committee on Military Affairs, sulbmitted the 


following report, to accompany H. J. Res. 128: 
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TY ( on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the reso- 
lutior iH 1. R 128) to promote peace and to equalize the burdens 


profits of war, having considered the same, report 


ther with 4 ommendation that it do pass 

This 1 tion explains its object and purpose. The desirability 
of accomplishing the end sought is well expressed in the tnaugural 

add s of President Warren G. Harding, March 4, 1921, as follows: 
‘Our supreme task is the resumption of our onward, normal 
way Reconstruction, readjustment, restoration—all these must 
follow I would like to hasten them. If it will lighten the spirit 
and add to the resolution with which we take up the task, let me 
repeat for our Nation we shall give no people just cause to make 
war upon 1 “ hold no national prejudice; we entertain no 


spirit of revenge; we do not hate; we do not covet; we dream of 
boast of armed prowess. 
this attitude, war is again forced upon us, I 


earnestly hepe a way may be found which will unify our indi- 


bo conquest nor 
‘If, de ite 


vidual and colle y strength and consecrate all America, mate 
rially and iritually, body and soul, to national defense. I can 
vision the ideal republic, where every man and women is called 
under the flag for assignment to duty for whatever service, mili- 
tary or civic, the individual is best fitted; where we may call to 
universal service every plant, agency, or facility, all in the sublime 


sacrifice for country, and not one penny of war profit shall inure 


to the benefit of private individual, corporation, or combination, 


but all above the normal shall flow into the defense chest of the 
Nation rhere is something inherently wrong, something out of 
Ac rd with the ideals of representative democracy, when one 


portion of our citizenship turus its activities to private gain amid 

war while another is fighting, sacrificing, or dying for 
national preservation,” 

This s 


and notably on 


deien 


niiment wa times 


December 8, 1922, in 


several repeated by President Harding, 


his message to Congress: 

“The proposed survey of a plan to draft all the resources of the 
Republic, human and material, for national defense may well have 
your approval, I commended such a program in 


case of future 


wir, in the imaugural address ef March 4, 1921, and every ex- 
perience in adjustment and liquidation of war claims and 
settlement of war obligations persuades me we ought to be pre- 
pared for such universal call to armed defense.”’ 

The same principle has been several times indorsed by national 
conventions of the American Legion, 

There appeared before the committee to express approval of the 
result aimed at by the resolution and by H. R. 194, by Representative 
FRENCH, et al., and H. R. 4841, by Representative JonNnson, South 
Dakota, numbers of prominent citizens and public officials, including 


Hon. Herbert Heover, Secretary of Commerce; Hon. Curtis D. Wilbur, 
Secretary of the Navy; Hon. Dwight F. Davis, Assistant Secretary of 
War; Mr. William B. formerly chairman of Federal Trade 


Commission and member of Price Fixing Commission during the World 


Colver, 


War; Mr. R. 8. Brookings, LL. D., chairman of Price Fixing Commis- 
sion during the World War; Mr. Bernard M. Baruch, chairman of 


War Industries Board during the World War; Mr. Edward BP. McGrady, 
representative of American Federation of Labor; Col. John D. Marky, 
nationat chairman of legislative committee of the American Legion: 
Hion. Jowx M. Evans, Representative from Montana; Hon. Roya. C. 
JOHNSON, frem South Dakota; CHARLES L. 
Ricwarps, Representative from Nevada; and Hon. Burton L. Frencu, 
Representative from Idaho. 

The 
ascet 
and 
better what 


Representative Hon. 


hearings been 
the 


especially 


have somewhat extensive for the purpose of 
facts relating to profiteering during previous wars, 
during the World War, in order to understand the 
laws and legislative agencies are necessary to prevent a 
recurrence of such inequalities and unfairness while making war. It {s 
highly desirable that remedial and regulatory legislation be adopted 
during the present Congress while the successes and mistakes of the 


taining 


recent war ate fresh in our minds, and especially while there are yet 
in Congress and In the public service generally many of those who 
participated in legislation and administration during the recent war 
period 

There is another strong and convincing reason for enacting into 
law the result of experiences tm condacting war now, far in advance 
of another war. That reason is manifest. If we wait for the out- 
brenk of another war, those persons then in Congress will have but 
faint and uncertain recollection of the governmental agencies set up 


during the World War to coordinate transportation, production by i- 
dustries, mines, forests, and farms, and buying and consumption by 
the ititary and civilian populations. The result may and probably 
will be that fn the rush and excitement of commencing war utterly 
inadequate legislation will be formniated to prevent the outrage of pro- 
fiteering in war, whereby some citizens, equally bound in moral and 
patriotic spirit to sacrifice for the country’s defense, will grow rich, 
many of them immensely rich, while citize 
of them, are under arms, suffering the hardships of 
blistering under torrid heat or freezing with 


other ns, perhaps millions 


the fleld and trench, 


arctic coldness, being 


gassed, wounded, killed. Such inequality or burden in democrati 
America, where all have enjoyed so many blessings, is an injustice that 
we must not permit to be repeated. 

The exact legal methods and machinery whereby to accomplish the 
end invariably conceded to be highly desirable are not just yet clear 
to your committee. Therefore, without reporting any one of the pend. 
ing bills, with or without amendments, we deem it best to recommend 
the adoption of House Joint Resolution 128, creating a commission to 
continue the study we have commenced and to formulate the lan- 
guage necessary to accomplish the desired results. That will involve 
knowledge, patienee, concentration, and full opportunity for conference 
and counsel; this a commission sitting in the recess can have. The 
fruit of their labors will be before us in definite and well-thought out 
form when we reconvene in December. A vote for the creation of this 
proposed commission is merely an expression of approval of the general 
principle that “In war, as among the citizens of America, there should 
be equal service and equal sacrifice for all and special profits to none.” 

As a well-tigh ideal program of effective preparedness, the propo- 
sition will appeal to all seeking to insure national defense. It will 
mean that on the outbreak of war our skeleton organization for ‘he 
human, material, and financial resources of the country is ready-made. 
There will be universal cooperation, and we will be able to strike an 
instant and coneentrated blow with the vast powers of the entire 
Nation, insuring speedy and complete victory. 

But as a war deterrent it is bound to prove efficacious. Undoubtedly 
certain interests that have profited hugely by previous wars are, to 
speak mildly, not averse to the recurrence of war. These same inter- 
ests, or sympathetic interests, own and control most of the great daily 
newspapers of the country, and these, without specific war intent, are 
apt to influence the public mind out of a desire to satisfy # popular 
craving for the sensational. But if these interests understood tn ad- 
vance of war that they would have to make sacrifices and bear burdens 
and suffer losses, and not make huge profits as heretofore, then such 
interests would prescribe that these newspapers controlled by them 
shall not unduly and unnecessarily alarm the public mind. In such case 
the newspapers would caution prudence and toleration and forbearance 
to the last. 

Since no group of citizens will then have any motive to stir up an 
aggressive war, and other nations will be very slow to attack or outrage 
the rights of a nation se prepared te make prompt and cooperative 
effective defense, war will become very remote and improbable. We do 
not contend that all wars will be prevented. That is yet impossible in 
the present state of human development. 

Again, in the event of an inevitable, unpreventable war of national 
defense there will also be harmonious spiritual cooperation among all 
citizens, because all become defenders, whether tn uniform or not, and 
some will not feel a sense of injustice and unfairness arising from in- 
equality. After the war there will be no heartburnings, recrimina- 
tions, and demand for adjusted compensation. The Nation will resume 
its normal labors where ft left off. There will be absent during and 
after the war the usual carnival of corruption and bribery. If Govern- 
ment officials have no contracts to let carrying great profits,. there will 
be no motive to offer a bribe. There will not be a new class of very 
rich made from war profits. All will equally and sincerely rejoice at 
the conclusion of war and the coming of peace, because it will mean 
the end of suffering and sacrifice for all. 


OBJECTION TO CONSIDERATION ON CONSENT CALENDAR 


This report was placed upon the Union Calendar, but not 
being able to consider the same under the ordinary rules I 
had said matter placed upon the Consent Calendar, and the 
same was reached on the call of the Consent Calendar on June 
5, when objection was made to the present consideration by 
the Hon. Morton D, Hott, of Mlinois, as evidenced from the 
following extract of the Recorp of that date: 

PROMOTION OF PEACE 


AND EQUALIZATION OF THE BURDENS OF WAR 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was House Joint Reso- 
lution 128, to promote peace and to equalize the burdens and to minify 
the profits of war. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolution. 

The SpeakeR pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. Morron D. Hutt. I object, Mr. Speaker. 


In the meantime application had been made by the Hon. 
Cc, W. Ramseyer, of Iowa, and myself to the Committee on 
Rules for a special resolution and rule, and accordingly on 
June 5 the chairman of the Committee on Rules, by the at- 
thirity of the committee, reported favorably House Joint Reso- 
lution 285: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 285) providing for the creation of a joint 
commission oa national defense 

Resolved, etc., That a commission 


joint is hereby created, to be 


known as the joint commission on national defense, which shall consist 
of five Senators to be appointed by the President of the Senate and 
five Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker, 
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t shall be the duty of sald commission to investigate and study the 
pr le and effective plan to prevent profiteering in time of 
on ¢ ther the G r nt or the eivilian popu! tion: to insure 
national 4d by tl t ition in time of war all the re 
s of the N n, both human and material; to discourage any 
1 ney to ress it varfare: and to equalize the burdens and sa ri- 
of defensive w requiring just and fair contribution to 
t u it I Ss l factors of national life with- 
ri t private individual, corporation, or combination. 
Insions to Congre m « efore the first Monday in De er, | 
2 The coumission shall include in its report recommendations for 
ition w! in its opinion, will tend to carry out the purposes of 
esolution and shall specifically report upon the limitations of the 
ers of Corcress to enact such legislation. 
‘he commission shall elect its chairman and vice chairman, and 
neies occurring in the 1 ership of the commission ili be filled 
e same manner a he ) nal pnointments 
r comn sion oO 5 bcommittee of its ne iI ‘s is L1uthorized 
it du . the sessions or recesses of Congress, to send for persons 
! pers, to adminis mths, to summon and compel the attendance 
witnesses, and to employ such personal services and incur such 
nses as may be necessary to carry out the purposes of this resolu- | 
such expenditures shall be paid from the contingent f inds of the 
te snd House of Representatives in equal proportions upon vou h- 
rs authorized by the commission and signed by the chairman th reof. 
It having been made to appear that ff. J. Res. 285 is not 
leged matter, being a joint resolution and providing for 
ie expenditure of money, the Hon, BerTRanpD H. Snetr, of New 


York, chairman of the Committee on Rules, by in truction of 
he committee introduced a House concurrent resolution, as will 
appear by reference to the following extract from the proceed- 
ings in the House on June 6, 1924: 


vam he 


JOINT COMMISSION OF NATIONAL DBFENSE 


Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I have another resolution 

The Speaker. The gentleman New York offers a ri 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


from solution, 


* Concurrent resolution providing for the creation of a joint commis 


sion on national defense 


“Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled (the Senate concurring), That a joint 
defense, which shall consist of five Senators 
to be appointed by the President of the Senate and five Representatives 
to be appointed by the Speaker. 

‘Tt shall be the duty of said commission to investigate and study 
the most practicable and effective plan to prevent profiteering in time 
war upon either the Government or the civilian population; 
insure the national defense by the mobilization in time of war of all 
the resources of the Nation, both hurgan and material; to discourage 
any tendency to aggressive warfare; and to equalize the burdens 
and sacrifices of defensive warfare by requiring a just and fair con- 
tribution the natonal defense by all the forees and factors of 
national life without war profit to any private individual, corpora- 
tion, or combination. 

“The said commission shall report its acts, proceedings, findings, 
and conclusions to Congress on or before the first Monday in January, 
1925. The commission shall include in its report recommendations 
for legislation which in its opinion will tend to carry out the purposes 
of this resolution and sball specifically report upon the limitations 
of the powers of Congress to enact such legislation. 

The commission shall elect its chairman and vice chairman, and 
vacancies occurring in the membership of the commission shall 
filled in the same manner as the original appointments. 

“ The commission or any subcommittee of its members is authorized 


commission on national 


of 


to 


be 


to | 





to sit during the sessions or recesses of Congress, to send for persons 


and papers, to administer oaths, to summons and compel the attend- 
ance of witnesses.” 

Mr. SneLu. Mr. Speaker, this resolution provides for a joimt com- 
mission of both Houses, whose duty it shall be to study and investigate 
the most practical and effective plan to prevent profiteering in time 
of war upon either the Government or the civilian population; to 
insure the national defense by the nvobilization in time of war of all 
the resources of the Nation, both human and material; to discourage 
any tendency to aggressive warfare, and to equalize the burdens and 
sacrifices of defensive warfare by requiring a just contribution to the 
national defense by all the factors of our national life. It also provides 
that this commission shall report back to the House its various recom- 
mendations before January 1, 1925. 

The first recommendation along this line was made by President 
Harding, and this recommendation received a most unanimous respense 
throughout the length and breadth of this country; and on aecount 
of the study and investigation of some of our own Members, and the 








or le 7 + te a g 1 
a j } he ! 
Zz ' 7 ’ 1 P ? 
reason Cc I n Rules ! ) 
st this time 
Mr Mr e Wi . M —_ ’ 7 
VI S. y 
M M p of VY . Is his « ect { ( » 
i 1? 
Mr. § L. It g come from a De I i 
n hink W it 
ir. HupDLEsTon. Mr. Speak lema 
Mr. SNul ¥ 
M HUDDLESTON, Why wae this dk 1 ) the ? 
Why is it necess: ry to do it now? Is war 
Mr. Sxeiu. I do not know that it is. Ag t mal pe e@ y 
to have it presented at this time. 
Mr. Hivpptesrox. Why is the itional fense 1 e rel t at 
t t i at r ne l i is ll now 
to iay it I the for it ra n 
i . [ A ; t rt | I Just 4 4 
; ' to 1 ait © q rt u 1 re 
I 
Lup ‘. Well, this r * t 3 it 
might be t ght j ‘ Ll pu li 
M SNBI If t e is, 1 do t know it 
Mr. Hi ESTON. I ld 1 » | V t e is I 
would like to know 10 really advised 
M McSwain. M ~ cer, will t gen in yik 
M SNe Ye 
Mi McSwain. The gentleman from A ima [M Lis J ] 
asked if there is as purpose behind it. I want to sa at I 
is 1 know, the purpose is te jualize t burd f w o that my 
children and grandchildren and yours, if they O meet the issues 
that we have had to meet, may et them wi some ¢ ‘ quit 
» that just as America stands on the p t oo ae 
' I i L equaiity in time 
of peace, that there shall @e equal rights and sg; il privileges to 
none, so in time of war there shall be equal icrifices and equal 
burdens imposed on all. [Applause.] 
Mr. HiuppLeston. Mr. Speaker, will the i yield? 
Mr. SNwe_v. I will yield to the gentleman from Alabam 
Mr. HuppLeston. It is quite evident to me that the Committee on 
Military Affairs has all the jurisdiction needed to inv @stizate the sub 
ject and that there exists no real reason along the line indicated 
by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. McSwain] for appointing 
this commission. The real fact is, as I deduce, that the purpose of 
appointing this commission is to afford an instrumentality of propa 
ganda and to exercise and advocate it between now and the begin 
ning of the next Congress, The gentleman is providing, as I under 
stand, for the conscription of human labor and all kinds of buman 
material. He may think he is fighting for the conseription of prop 


erty ; but if he expects to get anywhere, I want to say to him that he 


wants te abandon that portion of the program. And let me say to 
the gentleman that there is a considerable body of people in the 
country who are opposed to the conscription of labor and the conscrip 
tion of human material. Anyhow, there are some of us who are p 
posed to the conscription of men in time of war, and I for one am 


altogether Opposed to the bringing in here, in the last moment of 
gress, of a bill without proper ageney of 
propaganda such as the gentleman entertains. [Applanuse.] I think 
the gentleman ought to give us some time for debate on this question. 

Mr. Treapway. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SnNeu.. Yes. 

Mr. Treapway. I the gentleman 
his brief explanation, that there was a general demand for this 
sort of an inquiry. I try to keep up with the times, but I confess that 
that general demand has overshawdewed my information, and I 
be glad to know where it Is. 

Mr. Snetu. There is a general demand all over the country. 

Mr. Hoppiesrox. Mr. Speaker, I am unwilling that this should be 
done without a quorum I make the point of order that a quorum is 
not present in the Flouse. 

Mr. Lonewortn. Mr. Speaker, I move that the ITouse do now adjourn. 

The Speaker. The gentleman from Ohio moves - 

Mr. Loncwortn. I understand that there is no possibility of a con- 
ference report being reported to-night 

Mr. of Virginia. I 


investigation to provide an 


understood to sny, In the of 


course 


greac 


would 


Moors ask the gentleman not to press that A 
large number of Members will be here after a while. I do not think 
there will be any difficulty 

Mr. LonGwortnH. Mr. Speaker, I was not aware that such a con 
troversial subject would be brought up, 

Mr. Snevu. I will say I did not know there was any controversy 
about it. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand this bill was going to cause 


so much trouble. 
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The Speaker. Does the gentleman from Alabama withdraw his point 
of. ‘ ru 

Mr. Hes STON. Temporarily I withdraw it 

Mr NevL. IT think we had better withdraw this resolution It is 
nothing in whi I am especially interested myself 

Thy veAKER. The gentleman withdraws the resolution, and the 
entler n from Maine [M his EY] is recognized 

NO COMMI ION TO STUDY QUBSTION NOW POSSIBLE 
Now, Mr. Speaker, it is manifest that no action can be taken 


aut the present session of Congress to appoint a 
nue the this 


conclusions 


commission to 
great question and to report their 


study of 


and recommendations at the next session of Con- 
gress, T was very amxious that this commission of 10 Members 
of Congress might be designated, so that by correspondence they 


might exchange ideas and suggestions and have a special inter- 
that when we reassemble in 
assemble and formulate definite 

the form and substance that 
order to accomplish the great aim de- 


red by the peace-loving and justice-loving people of America. 


est in the 
December 
anal 


subject sO 


the 


speci 


stimtbiated, 
10 men might 
sugrvestions Lo 


als 


legislation should take in 


PROPER PROCEDURE IS BY COMMISSION—A STUDY CAN HURT NOTHING, 
AND WILL SURELY HELP MUCH 

There are many Members of Congress prepared now to vote 
1 favor of legislation to preseribe in advance the methods and 
! ns of mobilizing all the resources of the Nation, human 
muterial and financial, at the outbreak of any future war. I 
heartily favor the general proposition because it is manifestly 
unjust that Some citizens should grow rich during the war 
While others make the great sacrifice of time, of health, of 
body, and of life itself The American Legion has been on 
record by resolution of its national conventions of several 
vears as in favor of the language of the bill known as H. R. 
1541. introduced by the Hon. Royan C. JOHNsoN, of South 
Dakota But I can see that there are many very intricate and 


important questions that will require careful and concentrated 


ihought I have been very anxious to have the benefit of the 
counsel and the usual contrariety of Mew coming from a con- 
ference of 10 men around a table devoting their time and 
thought to the solution of this great problem. Therefore, 


while I have introduced H, R. 8111, I have often and frankly 
stuted that I am not quite sure of some of its parts and provi- 
and T am sure that all of its paris are not consistent 
and properly related, but I introduced it in great haste as a 
sort of working basis and especially to provoke the criticism, 
both constructive and destructive, from other members of the 
committee and of Congress. One of the chief reasons why we 
ought to have a commission is because the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, like all other committees of Congress, has several 
hundred bills pending before it, and the importunate propo- 
nents of these several bills are usually present and earnestly 
pressing their pet measures upon our attention. We are there- 
fore distracted, and find it impossible to give the necessary 
quiet and connected study to such a great proposition as the 
universal mobilization of all the Nation’s strength for national 
defense in time of war. 


SIOLS, 


COMMISSION TO STUDY UNIVERSAL CONSCRIPTION FAVORED BY AMERICAN 


FEDERATION OF LABOR 

After the proceedings in the House of Representatives on 
June 6 it was called to my attention that there is an article 
in the June number, 1924, of the American Federationist, writ- 
ten by Samuel Gompers, under the caption, ““ What about uni- 
versal conscription for war?” In the article it is stated that 
the theory of universal conscription in time of war, and that 
its principle is just and that we must be spared all profiteer- 
ing in the next war, if there is to be a next war. The serious- 
ness of the question is emphasized, and several very pertinent 
and serious questions are asked. Answers are not advanced 
to these questions, and the reader is not sure as to what views 
the writer now holds on the questions propounded. But there 
no doubt that the writer does favor the appointment of a 
commission to study this great question, as evidenced by the 
concluding paragraph in the article, which is as follows: 

These to think about. I should like to see a commis- 
sion, composed of men from all walks of life, representing all forms of 
human effort, give study to this great question. We want no more 
war, but if we must have war we want to be as effective as possible 
and we do not want abuses and profiteering at home. What are the 
measures to be taken? We can not determine that question according 
to emotional desires, probably not according to abstract principles, 
and probably not according to any prearranged formula. 


I am informed that there is an editorial in the June number, 
1924, of the Review of Reviews, in which indorsement is given 
to the principle of universal mobilization in the interest, first, 


Is 


are things 
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of proper preparedness for national defense in order to defend 
against an unavoidable war of aggression: second, to insure 
greater justice by equalizing and distributing the burdens and 
sacrifices of war; and, third, to promote peace by removing the 
temptation to incite to any war of aggression, and by deter 
ring other nations from assaulting a nation so thoroughly pre- 
pared to defend itself by the instant cooperation of all its 
sources of strength. 


SOME OBJECTIONS ANSWERED 


Some may object to making such a study on the ground that 
they object to any war and object to making any preparation 
for war and object to drafting men to be soldiers in time of war, 
and therefore, to be consistent, they object to devising a plan to 
draft wealth and material resources to help fight a war. Such 
objectors are conscientious and unselfish, but I think their 
counsels are unsafe. Even while our Nation was composed 
largely of rural and agricultural people, with little commerce to 
defend, while still se small and weak as to excite only the 
friendly sympathy of other nations and never their jealousy 
and envy, yet then we engaged in several wars. Recently we 
nobly and generously rushed into what we called “the last 
great war to end war.” We must now realize that our noble 
aims were not achieved in full. We destroyed hereditary 
autocratic power in the central empires, but autocracy is still 
raging in the world. The world may be reasonably safe for 
democracy, but the world is not functioning according to the 
ideals of democracy, and we are confronted with a condition of 
reality and not a theory of fancy. Even the League of Nations, 
if universally adhered to, would not prevent and exclude the 
recurrence of war. It could only postpone and render less fre- 
quent the outbreak of war. For that purpose it was a noble 
conception and is to-day a powerful reality. 


WE LIVE IN A HUMAN WORLD AND NOT IN A FOOL’S PARADISE 


When we study history we must comprehend the forces of 
selfishness and of passion that have prevailed among nations 
and even within nations. There have been international wars 
and internecine wars. Perhaps human nature has not changed 
so very much. Most of the Members of this Congress are sons 
of those who wore the blue and followed Grant and of those who 
wore the gray and fellowed Lee. Lee and Grant were both 
graduates of the same national military school. They had both 
heid commissions in the United States Army. Both had resigned 
from the United States Army, hoping never to take up the art 
of war again. But both were disillusioned. With Grant Civil 
War broke out in a few short years after his resignation. With 
Lee a call came to defend his native State of Virginia against 
the invader. I wish there might be eternal peace, never broken 
by the clash of arms. I hope that war for our country will be 
long deferred. I favor the minimum of safe and sane outlay 
for armament and oppose a large standing army, but believe 
that our civilians should be encouraged to volunteer their sery- 
ices to become prepared to defend the Nation against a foreign 
invader or violator of our rights. I therefore think that we 
must be prepared, to adopt the language of South Carolina’s 
motto, “in mind and resources ” for the possible eventuality of 
war. Such being my views, I feel that we should plan now, 
while the lessons from the successes and mistakes of the World 
War are fresh, so to organize by legislation the machinery of 
government to become operated on a declaration of war by 
Congress as to equalize the burdens and sacrifices of warfare, so 
far as possible, among all our citizens. 


THOUGH THE IDEAL BE PERHAPS UNATTAINABLE, 


PROGRESS IS POSSIBLE 


YET SUBSTANTIAL 


Some persons object to appointing a committee to study this 
question, saying that “ You can never take the profits out of 
war, because profiteering has heretofore prevailed during every 
war,” and therefore they object to making an honest and un- 
selfish effort toward progress. Such arguments could be made 
against crime and against any proposition to correct evil or to 
promote human advancement. Some persons object to drafting 
men to fight in the uniform and to drafting sufficient material 
resources to carry On the war in cooperation with human beings, 
because the fear that it is a covert and sinister scheme whereby 
to foree the entire civilian population, especially civilian labor- 
ers, into the rigors of military discipline, even though perform- 
ing nonmilitary services. I admit that a few extreme indi- 
viduals have hastily contended that we ought to go to such 
lengths. However, I do not believe that any substantial and 
appreciable number of persons can be found who will advocate 
drafting more men and women than those necessary to conduct 
essentially military services, nor would they propose to draft— 
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which is merely another word for commandeer—any more ma- 


ferinl resources, such as railroads, factories, steamships, mines, 
nitions factories, and so forth, than may be actually and 
miunifestly necessary at the time to be employed in cooperation 


the military forces, either actually in the ficld or 


in sup 
plying them with munitions, feod, and clothing. 


Practical men, 


working to accomplish the ends of justice, recognize reasonable 
limitations We must have idealism, but we must know its 
itations. 
WAR IS THE WHOLR NATION’S BUSINESS 


Those who advocate the purely voluntary method of raising 
armies, to be consistent, should advocate the voluntary method 
of raising supplies to support the Army. That would exclude 
taxation to pay the expenses of war. That would mean our 
utier helplessness, and would be an express invitation to our 
enemies, now unknown, and I hope to remain unknown sut 
war is the business of the whole Nation and not a part of the 
Nution. If it not everybody’s business, Congress should 
never declare war. Being everybody’s business, everybody 
sheuld do his part, according to his respective ability. That 
the foundation of the selective service system for human beings. 
Let all register and let those fit physically and mentally that 
can be spared from essential civilian pursuits with least dis- 
location to existing industries be called to the colors and 
igned ifferent brunches of 


is 


is 


ius. 
si service, according to their sev- 
1 In like manner let material wealth and finan- 
cial drafted in the same selective and discrimi- 
nating way. A war of national defense is just as much in de- 
fense of wealth as of human beings. No conqueror would new 
mucsacre a population, but instead would impose a terrible in- 
dennity upon property. Therefore let accumulated wealth con- 
tribute pro rata and equitably to maintain the fighting forces 
so that after war there may be no great war debt. 


to d 


eral capacities. 


resources he 


TO STOP PROFITEERING IS THE KEY TO THE SITUATION 


It has been conservatively estimated by safe and sune men 
that about two-thirds of war debts of this Nation repre- 
sent the inflation due to war-time prices pushed up by the 
spirit of profiteering. The effort to tax back into the Treasury 
excess war profits proved largely futile. It produced a dis- 
location and confusion by reason ef which speculators reaped 
enormous profits. Practical men, such sernard Baruch, 
chairman of the War Industries Board, a man of wide and suc- 
cessful business experience, and William B. Culver, chairman of 
the Federal Trade Commission and member of the Price 
Fixing Commission during the war, and many other equally 
practical and hard-headed business men, express positive convic- 
tion that war-time prices may be se stabilized and industries so 
regulated as to stop profiteering. When we stop profiteering 
we eliminate any motive to inflame the public mind unduly and 
unnecessarily. Practical and proven patriots, such as the 
nearly 1,000,000 members of the American Legion, have several 
times solemniy expressed their resolution that this Nation 
Inust erect now in peace an equitable and fair organization for 
employing, without profit, every resource of the Nation to 
defend the Nation’s life and rights. 


the 


as 


THIS PLAN IS NO PART OF A PACIFIST PROGRAM 

Some object that this is an emotional, idealistic scheme of 
o few pacifists, understanding that “ pacifists” are those who 
would supinely lie down and allow those who envy eur 
blessings, and are jealous ef our wealth, and want to oecupy 
our land to do with us according to their own sweet will. 
That was the thought neither of George Washington nor 
Thomas Jefferson. I feel that I can safely say that 95 per cent 
of the practical, cool-headed, red-bloeded, and thoughtful ‘sol- 
diers and ex-soldiers of this Nation believe that this plan that 
I am advocating is primarily and preeminenthy part of a pro- 
gram of proper preparedness, and, seeondarily, is inspired by 
the ideals of democracy and prompted by the spirit of justice. 
If, in consequence of our preparation to defend ourselves, others 
may be deterred from attacking us, and war be thereby pre- 
vented, then this measure is in that sense a powerful premoter 
of peace. ff, as a result of eliminating war profits, any of 
eur citizens controlling the instrumentalities of publication and 
propaganda be influenced to.encourage the preservation of peace, 
and not to ineite to aggressive war, even by reason of the 
selfish motive of not being compelled to make financial sacrifice 
to carry on the war, and war be thus deferred and even pre- 
vented, then this measure would by this reason be a mighty 
agency for peace. In other words, this is the peace plan of 
practical men, believing in the prineiples of American democ- 


racy, and willing to suffer and sacrifice to defend American 
ideals, 
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THE INTERNATIONAL 4 f 3 

It is commonplace to Say that as A oO 3 the 
world; but there is much truth In the st s the history 
of the world shows since we proclaimed the Dx ition of In- 
dependence If other nations be deterred from attacking us 
because of our ability to defend and if se! erest prompts 
us not to attack others, how will war come : it? Furthe 
more, other nations will adopt the same systen f prepared 
ness and the same forces will operate upon the nature 
of their citizens The outcome threugh th ages must be 
that the rank and file of the people must come to realize that 
war is a national calamity, that war means sacrifice to each 
and every citizen and a benefit to none It was perhaps the 


greatest American practical political philosopher, Thor 
ferson, who gave utterance to that 


as Jef- 
fundamental democrati 














I ic 
conception that among our people in peace there should be 
“equal rights for all and special privileges to none.” So let 
us build on that sure foundation and proclaim a new concep- 
tion of the ideals of American democracy, operating in time 
of war upon the principle that there shall ‘be “ equal service 
and equal sacrifice for all and special profits to none.” 

THE REVENUE ACT OF 1924 

Mr. OLDTIELD. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my 
remarks in the Recoxp, I include the following 

The following table of the number of persons making income 
tax returns in 1921 is compiled from the official figures of the 
Treasury Department contained in Statisties of Income for 
1921. 

It shows the total number of persons making income-tax re- 
turns in each State, and the number benefited more by the Demo- 
cratic (act of 1924) plan than by the Mellon plan, and e bum 
ber benefited more by the Mellen plan than by the Democruatie 
(act of 1924) plan 
Co parai ¢ table showi he "i r 3 of the D ocra nei of 19 ta 

plan and ¢ Mellon pl yw States 
ctthdiaklectinndiaa ; id 

| } Nu r 
| Total num Number benefited 
t her n g benefited n 
State 
incon x more by wt ‘ 
returns, 1¥21 | Mellon p Der 3 
Alabatma............ : ian ‘ 9 2 42 OMA 
I 06 cmegncaaiael at _ rr l 476 
Arkansas wpocinundiele ower aene <3D 8 3 Noo 
Calforwia........... eleeit xe ORD A7 | a5 R45 
I aca cece tel ee imteanee Fe i 60. O76 | On AQ eS! 
Connecticut a en B.. Be 12%, 269 oO } 
Delaware ala les ee 15, 880 I 
District of Columbia uaa aos 89, OH 6S 408 
cts anntadalamn eticcimensaon : 12, 249 4 ‘ ; 
Cs cecil nuilen | 19 | on ( . 
Pn cadnamateh “ 11, 481 22 ) 
I ice ice nile on , iT ) 
Tikinois gudedihe dimen nde d f 5 7 02 
in cncisemseakedios iapeniinata 1), Sx 2 (243 
i cadiccene tiene i ees ieee 111, 483 | 24 ! 19 
| EEL ie } S34, 7S 8% 776 
Ke ntucky ca<cdn eneagedanecease 6Y, 4ut 1 471 
ira achnpensennninnd 67, on % 
I caechnmeniaband 44, 307 44.272 
I isc ceoeertctehanieent eee : 112, a ' ‘ 
RE Se 4 i 5 
Michigan pceenhandinmanisdevdementeaia , t , 
I .. «tosneuumipzoaneuy 4. 420 
Mississippi ........ ~ inatinenie "HOO 
I  , « acuntigdiiaedbnirgaeineiemiied Shea | rT) ] 13 
Montausa..... ntuppniiipnipenagn o4 al } ‘ m8 
Nebraska acum on ] $ | i ) 
Tiss inn menertapentilen ss | 718 
BGG, SED ign ipccnnagecemanecens | 17 | ws 
New Jersey siatttiiiiin bin sacntuin tte ineniienl 200, OO 274 2 
OD EE 11, 780 | I 1,779 
PG IEEE « « cacommne= niece en anes -| 1, 066, 63 2, 050 1, 064 7 
OE Cte hentia eae abel 44, 161 . 44.125 
ON a ee -| 13, 440 | 1 18, 439 
= ha 2 wepntibateoaban sO7, OG 2:0 (6, 826 
Oklahom Oe 55, eeciee ae 60, 331 | 15 60, 366 
Oregon... oie on = 62, 4 is 62. 786 
ORD <n dunn apsodangut6eeene 621, 103 BS §20, 270 
INE... a sminapecdnnn~eghad | “8, O57 | 103 ‘ i 
South Carolina........ - » 4 25, 160 | 6 2 ‘ 
ED BIN OtR... entanseaensstenana 21, 681 | ” ‘1 
SG cm citpatimeienmamaeele dee } mm) way | iv mu) 
a ao’ i 200, 188 | (4 122 
rani amped ‘ | 26, L2S ! 127 
7 —- ebb teocunh<hhb ae dl 17, 746 | ‘ 3 
VIRGINA. ... 2 cnn ange o-- 2-02 -cncaee-<s ‘ 76, 257 1 | i, 236 
Washington, including Alaska_......... 115, 688 21 I 7 
| West Virginia... a> -taleebe --| 75, 277 a8 75, 249 
I cctncntteiitintn tine dein aleiitindidinten til 148, 467 67 148, 300 
TF OE, «. cendats Mitraadum tet tibet ----4 22, 41 4 22,409 
TE. ocaciitiaiinoddity di ai ocend 6,652, 176 6, 108 6, 656, 067 
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Comparts 
‘ her of per 
ne 
re h 
( r ivel 
401, ¥AY Ul 
6, 087, 965 


4 


2h ,948 - - -- 


12,047 


6,051 . ---- 


o,240 





n of the Mellon and Democratic 


Income 


$1, 000. 00 
2, 000. 00 
3, 000. 00 
4, 000. 00 | 
§, UOO. 00 } 
6, 000. 00 
7, 000. 00 
#, 000. UO 
9, 000. 00 
10, 000. 00 
1}, 000, 00 
2, 000, 00 
13, 000. 00 

14, 000, 00 
15, 000, 00 
16, 000, 00 
17, 000. 00 
18, 000. 00 
19, 000, 00 

20, 000. 00 

21, 000. 00 

22, 000. 00 

23, 000, OD 

24, 000. 0 

25, 000. 00 

26, 000. 00 

27, 000. 00 

28, 000. 00 

29, 000. 00 | 
30, 000. 00 
$1, 000. 00 
$2, 000. 00 | 
33, 000. 00 

34, 000. 09 
35, 000, 00 
36, 000. 00 

37, 000. 00 
28, 000. 00 
39, 000. 
40, 060. 00 
41, 000, 00 | 
42, 000. 00 | 

. 43,000. 00 | 

44, 000. 00 

45, 000. 00 | 

46, 000. UO 

47, 000. 00 


SAFI 


ao 
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EE55555 
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2s 
ee 
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FZBRE 
gi 
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88, 
SY, L 
90, 000. 00 
91, 000, 00 | 
92, 000. 00 
93, 000. 00 | 
94, 000. 00 
95, 000, 00 
96, 000, 00 
97, 000, 00 
98, 000. 00 
99, 000. 00 
100, 000. 00 
150, 000. 00 | 

200, 000. 00 

250, 000. 00 | 
300, 000 00 | 

500, 000, 00 | 


1, 000, 000. 00 | 
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with the act of 1291 
to be deemod to be earned; balance 


Amount of surtax under— 


—— en al 


Act of 1921 


Mellon 
plan 


| Act of 1924, 
|} Democratic 


plan 


n et of 192 
t of 1921 Mellon : Demo . 
plan cratic plan | 
$20. 00 $11. 25 7.50 
60. 00 33. 75 22. 50 
100. 00 56. 25 37. 0 
160. 00 | 97. 50 57. 50 
240. 00 | 157. 50 87, 50 
320. UO | 217. 50 | 127. 30 
400. 00 | 277. 50 | 167. 50 
480, 00 337. 50 297. 50 | 
560. 00 397. 50 287. 50 
640. 00 57. 50 317. 50 | 
720. 00 517. 00 377. 50 
800, 00 577. 50 437. 50 
830. 00 637. 50 
960. 00 097. 50 
1, 040. 00 757. 50 
1, 120, 00 817. 50 ' 
1, 200. 00 877. 50 § 
1, 280. 00 937. 50 5 
1, 360. 00 997. 50 5 
1, 440. 00 1, 057. 50 . 50 | 
1, 520. 00 1, 117. 50 977. 50 | 
1, 600. 00 1, 177. 50 1, 037. 50 
1, 680. 00 1, 237. 50 1, 097. 50 
1, 760. 00 1, 207. 50 1, 157. 50 
1, 840. 00 1, 357. 50 1, 217. 50 
1, 920. 00 1, 417. 50 1, 277. 0 
2,000.00 | 1,477. 50 | 1, 337. 50 
2, 080. 00 1, 537. 50 1, 397. 50 
2, 160. 00 1, 597. 50 | 57. 50 | 
2, 240. 00 1, 657. 50 
2, 320. 00 1, 717. 59 | 
2, 400. 00 1, 777. 59 
2, 480. 00 1,837.50 | 1,697. 
2, 560. 00 1, 897. 50 1, 757. 0 
2, G40. 00 1, 957. 50 1, 817. 50 
2, 720. 00 2, 017. 50 1, 877. 50 
2,900.00 | 2, 077. 50 | 1, 937. 0 
2, 880. 00 | 2, 137. 50 1, 997. 50 
2,960.00 | 2, 197. 50 | 2,057. 50 
$040.00 | 2,257.80 | 2137. 50 
3,120.00 | 2,317. 50 2, 177. 30 
3, 200. 00 2,377. 0 2, 237. 50 | 
3,280.00 | 2, 437. 50 2, 297. 50 | 
3,360.00 | 2, 497. 50 2, 357. 50 
3,440.00 | 2,557.50 | 2,417. 50 
3,520.00 | 2, 617. 50 2, 477. 50 
3,600.00 | 2, 677. 50 2, 537. 0 
3, 680. 00 | 2, 737. 50 | 2, 597. 50 
3,760.00 | 2,7 7.0 2, 657. 50 
3, 840. 00 2, 857. 2,717. 50 
3, 920. 00 | 2, 917. | 2,777.50 
4,000.00 | 2,977 2, 837. 50 | 
4, 080. 00 | 3, 037. 2, 897. 50 
4,160.00 | 3, 097 2, 957. 50 
4, 240. 00 | 3,157 3, 017. 50 
4, 320. 00 | 3, 217 3, 077. 50 
4, 400. 00 | 277. 37. 50 
4,480.00 | 3, 337. 97. 50 
4, 560. 00 3, 397. 257. 50 
4, 640. 00 3, 457. 317. 0 
4, 720. 00 3, 517. 377. 30 
4, 800. 00 3, 577. 437. 50 
4, 880. 00 3, 637 3, 497. 50 
4, 960. 00 3, 697 3, 557. 50 
5, 040. 00 3, 757 3, 617. 50 
5, 120, 00 3, 817 3, 677. 50 
6, 200. 00 3, 877 737. 50 
5, 280. 00 3, 937 3, 797. 50 
6, 360. 00 3, 997. 3, 857. 50 
5, 440. 00 4, 057. 3, 917. 50 
5, 520. 00 4, 117. 3, 977. 50 
5, 600. 00 4, ‘ 4, 037. 50 
5, 680. 00 | 4, ; 4, 097. 50 
5, 760. 00 4, 297. , 157. 50 
5, 840. 00 4 . , 217. 50 
5, 920, 00 4 ; 4, 277. 530 
6, 000. 00 os > 4, 337. 50 
6, 080. 00 4, 537. 4, 397. 50 
6, 160. 00 597. 4, 457. 50 
6, 240. 00 4, 517. 50 
6, 320, 00 4, 577. 50 
6, 400. 00 | 4, 637. 50 
6, 480. 00 | 4, 697. 50 
6, 560. 00 | 4, 757. 50 
6, 640. 00 | 4, 817. 50 
6, 720. 00 | 4, 877. 50 
6, 800. 00 4, 937. 50 
6, 880. 00 | 4, 997. 50 
6, 960. 00 5, 057. 50 
7, 040. 00 5, 117. 50 
7, 120. 00 6, 177. 50 
7, 200. 00 | 6, 237. 50 
7, 280. 00 | 5, 297. 50 
7, 360. 00 | 5, 357. 50 
7, 440. 00 | 5, 417. 50 
7, 520. 00 5, 477. 50 
7, 600. 0 | §, 537. 50 
7, 680. 00 | 5, 597. 50 
11, 680. 00 | 8, 597. 50 
18, 680. 00 11, 597. 0 
19, 680. 00 14, 597. 50 
93, 680. 00 17, 597. 0 
39, 680. 00 | 29, 597. 50 
79, 680.00 | & 59, 597. 50 





a geese seiabaaint=aam 10. 00 | $10. 00 
eagle 20, 00 | 20. 
Sec. ocala enene aaa 30. 00 | 30. 00 
a eee 40. 00 | 40. 00 
| $10. 00 $10. 00 | 50. 00 | 50. 00 
80. 00 | 20, 00 | 20. 00 60. 00 60. 00 
110. 00 | 40. 00 30. 00 | 70. 00 | 80. 00 
140. 00 | 60. 00 | 40. 00 | 80. 00 | : 
180. 00 | 90. 00 60. 00 | 90. 00 | L 
220. 00 | 120. 00 | 80. 00 100. 00 ‘ 
270. 09 | 160. 00 110. 00 | 110. 00 | : 
320. 00 | 200. 00 | 140. 00 120. 00 | . 
380. 00 | 250. 00 | 180, 00 130. 00 | . 
440. 00 | 300. 00 | 220. 00 140. 00 | . 
520. 00 | 360. 00 | 270. 00 160. 00 | 59. 
600. 00 420. 00 820. 00 | 180. 00 | : 
690. 00 490. 00 380. 00 200. 00 | { 
780. 00 660. 00 440. 00 220. 00 | 340. 09 
880. 00 640. 00 | 510. 00 240. 00 370. 00 
9380, 00 720. 00 | 580. 00 | 260. 00 400. 00 
1, 090. 00 810. 00 | 660. 00 280. 00 430. 00 
1, 200. 00 900. 00 | 740. 00 300. 00 460. 00 
1, 320. 00 1, 000. 00 830. 00 | 320. 00 490. 00 
1, 440. 00 1, 100. 00 | 920. 00 340. 00 \ 
1, 570. 00 1, 210. 00 | 1, 020. 00 | 360. 00 
1, 700. 0) 1, 320. 09 | 1, 120. 00 | 380. 00 
1, 850. 00 1, 440. 00 | 1, 220. 00 | 410. 00 
2, 000. 00 1, 560. 00 | 1, 320. 00 440. 00 | , 
2, 150. 00 1, 690. 09 | 1, 430. 00 | 460. 00 | . 
2, 300. 00 1, 820. 00 | 1, 540. 00 | 480. 00 | ; 
2, 460. 00 1, 960. 09 | 1, 660. 00 | 500. 00 | ; 
2,620.00 | 2, 100.00 1, 780. 00 | 520. 00 | 840. 09 
2, 790. 00 2, 240. 00 1,910. 00 | 550. 00 | 880. 00 
2, 960. 00 2, 380. 00 2, 040. 00 | 580. 00 | 920. 08 
3, 140. 00 2, 530. 00 | 2, 170. 00 | 610. 00 | 970. 00 
3, 320. 00 2,630.00 | 2,300.00 640. 00 1,020. 00 
3, 510. 00 2, 830. 00 | 2, 440. 00 | 680. 00 1, 070. 00 
3, 700. 00 2, 980. 00 2, 580. 00 720. 00 1, 120. 00 
3, 900. 00 3, 130. 00 2, 730. 00 | 770. 00 1, 170. 00 
4, 100. 00 3 230.00 | 2, 880. 00 820. 00 1, 220. 60 
4, 310. 00 3, 440. 00 3, 040. 00 | 870. 00 1, 270. 00 
4, 520. 00 3, 00. 00 | 3, 200. 00 | 920. 00 1, 320. 00 
4, 740. 00 3, 760. 00 3, 370. 00 | 980. 00 1, 370. 
4, 960. 00 3, 920. 00 3,540.00 | ° 1,040.00 1, 420. 
6, 190. 00 4, 080. 00 3,720. 00 | 1, 110. 00 1, 470. 
5, 420. 00 4, 240. 00 3, 900. 00 1, 180. 00 1, 520. 
5, 660. 00 4, 410. 00 2 990. 00 | 1, 250. 00 1, 570. 00 | 
5, 900. 00 4, 580. 00 4, 280. 00 | 1, 220. 00 1, 620. 00 
6, 150. 00 4, 750. 00 | 4, 470. 00 1, 400. 00 1, 680. 00 
6, 400. 00 4, 920. 00 4, 660. 00 1, 480. 00 1, 740. 00 
6, 660. 00 5, 090. 00 4, 860. 00 | 1, 570. 00 1, 800. 00 
6, 920. 00 6, 260. 00 5, 060. 00 1, 660. 00 1, 860. 00 
7, 190. 00 5, 440. 00 5, 270. 00 1, 750. 00 1, 920. 00 
7, 460. 00 5, 620. 00 | 6, 480. 00 1,940. 00 1, 980. 09 
7, 740. 00 5, 800. 09 | 6, oy. 38 1, 940. 00 2, 050, 00 
8, 020. 00 6, 980. 00 | 5, 900. 00 2, 040. 00 2, 120. 09 
8, 310. 00 6, 160. 00 6, 120. 00 2, 150. 00 2, 190. 00 
8, 600. 00 6, 340. 09 6, 340. 00 2, 260. 00 2, 260. 00 
8, 900. 00 6, 530. 00 6, 570. 00 2, 370. 00 2, 330. 00 
9, 200. 00 6, 720. 00 6, 800. 00 2, 480. 00 2, 400. 00 
9, 510. 00 6, 910. 00 7, 040, 00 2, 600. 00 2, 470. 00 
9, 820. 00 7, 100. 00 7, 280. 00 2, 720. 00 2, 540. 00 
10, 140. 00 7, 290. 00 7, 530. 00 2, 850. 00 2, 610. 00 
10, 460. 00 7, 480. 00 7, 780. 00 2, 980. 00 2, 680. 00 
10, 790. 00 7, 680. 00 8, 040. 00 3, 110. 00 2, 750. 00 
11, 120. 00 7, 830. 00 8, 300. 00 3, 240. 00 2, 820. 00 
11, 460. 00 8, 080. 00 8, 560. 00 3, 380. 00 2, 900. 00 
11, 800. 00 8, 230. 00 8, 820. 00 3, 520. 00 2, 980. 00 
12, 150. 00 8, 480. 00 9, 090. 00 3, 670. 00 3, 060. 00 
12, 500. 00 8, 680. 00 9, 360. 00 3, 820. 00 3, 140, 00 
12, 860. 00 8, 890. 00 9, 640. 00 3, 970. 00 3, 220. 00 
13, 220. 00 9, 100. 00 9, 920. 00 4, 120. 00 3, 300. 00 
13, 590. 00 9, 310. 00 10, 200. 00 4, 280. 00 3, 390. 00 
13, 960. 00 9, 520. 00 10, 480. 00 4, 440. 00 3, 480. 00 
14, 340. 00 9, 730. 00 10, 770. 00 4, 610. 00 3, 570. 00 
14, 720. 00 9, 940. 00 11, 060. 00 4, 780. 00 3, 660. 00 
15, 110. 00 10, 160. 00 11, 360. 00 4, 950. 00 3, 750. 00 
15, 500. 00 10, 380. 00 11, 660. 00 5, 120. 00 3, 340. 00 
15, 900. 00 10, 600. 00 11, 970. 00 5, 300. 00 3, 930. 00 
16, 300. 00 10, 820. 00 12, 280. 00 5, 480. 00 4, 020. 00 
16, 710. 00 11, 040. 00 12, 590. 00 5, 670. 00 4, 120. 00 
17, 120. 00 11, 260. 00 12, 900. 00 5, 860. 00 4, 220. 00 
17, 540. 00 11, 490. 00 13, 220. 00 6, 050. 00 4, 320. 00 
17, 960. 00 11, 720. 00 13, 540. 00 6, 240. 00 4, 420. 00 
18 390.00 | 11,950.00 | 13,870.00 6, 440. 00 4, 520. 00 
18, 820. 00 12, 180. 00 | 14, 200. 00 6, 640. 00 4, 620. 00 
19, 260. 00 12, 410. 00 14, 540. 00 6, 850. 00 4, 720. 00 
19, 700. 00 12, 640. 00 14, 880. 00 7, 060. 00 4, 820. 00 
20, 150. 00 12, 880. 00 15, 230. 00 7, 270, 00 4, 920. 00 
20, 600. 00 13, 120. 00 15, 580. 00 7, 480. 00 5, 020. 00 
21, 060. 00 13, 360. 00 15, 940. 00 7, 700. 00 5, 120. 00 
21, 520. 00 13, 600. 00 16, 300. 00 7, 920. 00 5, 220. 00 
21, 990. 00 13, 840. 00 16, 660. 00 8, 150. 00 5, 330. 00 
22, 460. 00 14, 080. 00 17, 020. 00 8, 380. 00 5, 440. 00 
46, 460. 00 26, 580. 00 35, 520. 00 19, 880. 00 10, 940. 00 
70, 960. 00 39, 080. 00 54, 020. 00 31, 880. 00 16, 940. 00 
95, 960. 00 51, 580. 00 73, 020. 00 44, 380. 00 22, 940. 00 | 
120, 960. 00 64, 080. 00 92,020.00 | _ 56, 880. 00 | 22, 940. 00 | 
220,960.00 | 114, 080. 00 170,020.00 | 106, 880. 00 | 50, 940. 00 
470, 960.00 | 239, 080. 00 370, 020.00 | _ 231, 880. 00 | 100, 940. 00 
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Comparison of the Mellon and Democratic (act of 1924) tar plans with the act of 1291 (married porsons without dependent the first $5,000 
of all income to be deemed to be earned; balance unearned 
Pe ntage of re 
Amount of total tax under Amount of reduction of Amount of greater red duction of tot: 
total tax under tion of total tax under u : a 4 ‘ 
Number of persons making returns fr Income ae Act of 
each class for 1921 | Act of 1924 Act of 1924 Act ‘ 124 
Act of 1921 | Mellon plan |» Democratic | Mellon plan | Democrat Mellon plan ) "| Demo 
| plan plan p omen 1 
- = manta j india - | 2 ‘ aa - - — Pp 1 
A SE i divtnncittivnsedadeksddiieds i ae See ee sd eer 
| 2,000.00) i 5 alae A ale ee aiiieena sesso ee 
oo 00 $20. 00 $11. 25 $7. 50 | $8.75 $ $4 $62, 50 
5 000 00 | 100 o - 25 7 0 3 4 i ? : : a ~ 
7 } . “) x io 5 2. oH 
6,087,968.....---------+---000+--2-- > Te 6, 000 OU 160. 00 | 97. 50 7. 60 32 50 40. 00 06 4 On 
| +, 000. 00 250. 00 157. 50 87. 50 32. 50 70. 00 7 Ow oo 
5, 000. OO 340. 00 217. 50 27. 50 22. 50 0. 00 36. 08 62. 50 
, 97 000. 00 430. 00 277. 50 167. 50 152. 50 ae .00 35.47 61.0 
{ 10, 000. 00 520. 00 | 337. 50 07. 50 82. 50 ec +0. 00 35 10 60. 10 
{ 11, 000. 00 620. 00 | 50 267. 50 212. 50 40. 00 4.27 4. 8 
} 12,000. 00 720. 00 | 50 837, 50 242. 50 140. 00 a3 GR 3.13 
| 13, 000. 00 830. 00 sf) 107. 50 272 50 1 00 32 83 0. 90 
14, 000 00 940. 00 50 47 0 12. 50 160, 00 $2. 18 49. 20 
114,304. ..c.- boduttctndedengnet eeseseee 15, 000 00 1, 060. 00 i) 57. 50 32. 50 170. 00 i 47.41 
) 16, 000 00 1, 180. 00 50 637. 50 162. 50 ’ 80. 00 0. 72 45. U7 
17, G00. 00 1,310. 00 50 727. 530 1902. 50 82. 50 ”) 00 29. OF 44.47 
18, 000. 00 1, 440, 00 | 1, 01 ) S17. 50 422. 50 122, 50 00. 00 34 43. 22 
9, 000. 00 1, 580, 00 1, 127. 50 0 452. 50 62. 50 ! 210. 00 64 41.93 
20, 000. 00 1, 720. 00 1, 237. 50 0 482. 50 702. 50 ; 0). OO 28. O05 40. 84 
{ 21,000.00 1, 880. 00 1, 357. 50 0 2° AQ 752. 50 230.00 27.79 40. 00 
| 22. 000. 00 . 00 1, 477. 50 ” 62. 50 302. 50 240. 00 97.57 9. 34 
23, 000. 00 2, 00 1, 607. 50 50 602. 50 852 50 |_... 250. 00 27. 26 38 AT 
| 24, 000. 00 2, 00 1, 737. 530 50 642. 50 102. 50 ; 260). 00 27. 00 37. 92 
a iiicicititlanin dali chibicatininitiaaie ileal } =9, 000. 00 2, 00 | 1, 877. 50 50 $2. 50 2. 50 270. 00 * AG 17.2 
26, 000. 00 2, 00 | 2, 017. 50 0 722. 50 1, 002. 50 280.00 | 26. 37 36. 59 
27, 000. 00 2, . 00 | 2, 167. 50 0 762. 50 | 1, 052. 50 |_. 290. 00 26. 02 a5. 2 
28, 000. 00 3, 120. 00 | 2, 317. 50 0 802. 58 | i, 102. 50 ] 100. OO 25. 72 5D. b+ 
24, 000. 00 3, 320. 00 2, 477. 50 ) 842. 50 1, 152. 50 10. 00 25. 38 4. 71 
$0, 000. 00 3, 520. 00 2, 637. 50 0 842. 50 i, 202. 50 $20. 00 25. O7 4.16 
31, 000. 00 3, 730. 00 2, 807. 50 a] r22. 50 1, 252. 50 130. 00 24. 73 3. 58 
32, 000. 00 3, 940. 00 87. 50 162. 50 1, 302. 50 440. 00 24. 43 43. 06 
$3, 000. 00 4, 170. 00 50 1, 012. 50 1, 372. 50 60. 00 24. 23 s2. 91 
34, 000. 00 4, 400. 00 50 1, 062. 50 1, 442. 50 80. OO 24. 15 $2.79 
I 2 ccae scadcatedesen sinha teininimesanaids 35, 000. 00 4, 630. 00 0 1, 102. 50 1, 502. 50 |... ; 400. 00 23. 81 12.4 
46, 000. 00 4, 860. 00 0 1, 142. 50 1, 562. 50 420, 00 23. 51 $2. 15 
37, 000. 00 5, 100. 00 | 0 1, 182. 50 1, 622, 50 j.. 40.00, 23.19! 31.81 
48%, 000. 00 6 » 50 1, 222. 50 | 1, 682. 50 | 460. 00 22. 89 31. 51 
39, 000. 00 6, 590. 00 0 1, 272. 50 1, 742. 50 470.00 22.76 ‘Ld 
40, 000. 00 5, 840. 00 4 0 1, 322. 50 1, 802. 50 |... 480. 00 22. 6 0. 36 
41, 000.09 6, 100. 00 } ‘ ") 1, 372. 50 1, 872. 50 00. OD 22. 50 0. 70 
42, 000. 00 6, 360. 00 4,417. 0 1, 422. 50 | 1, 042. 50 ~). OO 2.37 0. 4 
| 43,000. 00 6, 630. 00 4, 617. 50 1, 482. 50 w.00 | 22.36 0.35 
44. 000. 00 6, 900. 00 | ‘ 1, 542. 50 40, 00 22. 36 0. 18 
6,051 - . . 2.2.2 e enone eneneeeeeseene eceee 45, 000. 00 7, 180. 00 | 1, 612. 50 540.00! 22 46 8 
46, 000. 00 00 | 1, 682. 50 40. 00 22. 55 29. 78 
47, 000. 00 | . 00 1, 752. 3 40. OO 22. 61 29. 538 
48, 000. 00 00 1, 822. 50 40.00! 22. 67 29. 38 
j 49, 000. 00 00 1, 902. 50 40. 00 22.81 29.13 
\ 90, 000 00 00 1, 082. 50 20. 00 22.9 24. 97 
{ +1, 000. 00 . 00 2, 072. 50 00. OO 23. If ». 74 
| 2, 000. 60 9, 260. 00 | 2, 162. 50 480. 00 x3. 34 mm. 54 
53, 000. 00 9, 580. 0) 7, ) 2, 252. 50 | 10. 00 23. 51 mm 41 
4, 000. 06 9, 900, 00 | 7, 557. 50 7, 117. 50 2, 342. 50 440). OU 23. 66 28. 1h 
9 A etintiansned sabenedbunesembeensines j ». O00. 00 10, 230. 00 7, 787. 50 7, 367. 50 2, 442. 50 | 420. 00 23. 88 27. o8 
} 1), 000. 00 10, 560. 00 8, 017. 50 7, 617. 50 2, 642. 50 4100. 00 23. 08 27. 86 
| 7, 000. 00 10, 900. 00 8, 247. 50 7, 877. DO 2, 652. 50 t, 022. 50 ae 170. 00 2A. 33 27.73 
8, 000. 00 11, 240. 00 8, 477. 50 | 8, 137. 50 2, 762. 0 i, et deans 40. 00 24. 58 27. 60 
», OOO. 00 11, 590. 08 8, 717. 50 8, 407. 50 2, 872. 50 3, 182, 50 ’ 10.00 24.78 27. 46 
60, 000, 00 11, 940. 00 | 8, 957. 50 8, 677. 50 2, 982. 50 3, 262, 50 230.00 24.97 27, 32 
61, 000. 00 12, 300. 00 9, 197. 50 8, 047. 50 3, 102. 50 3, 352. 50 250. 09 25. 22 27. 26 
#2, 000. 00 12, 660. 09 | 9, 437. 50 9, 217. 50 3, 222. 50 3, 442. 50 |... 220. 00 25. 45 27.19 
63, 000, 00 13, 030. 00 | 9, 677. 50 9, 497. 50 3, 352. 50 5, 532. 60 |... 180). 00 25. 73 27. 11 
64, 000. 00 13, 490. 00 | 9, 917. 50 3, 482. 50 , 622. 50 40. 00 5, O1 27. 04 
2, 20... nccncccaccccccecceccocs ececes- 65, 000. 00 13, 780. 00 10, 167. 50 3, 612. 50 3, 712. 50 |... 100.00 26. 22 of. 4 
66, 000. 00 14, 160. 00 10, 417. 50 57. ! 3, 742. 50 3, 802. 50 0, OO 26. 43 26, 85 
67, 000. 00 14, 550. 00 10, 667. 50 10, 657. 50 3, 882. 50 4, 892, 50 10. 00 26. 6S 26. 75 
68, 000. 00 14, 940. 00 | 10, 917. 50 10, 957. 50 4, 022. 50 }, 982. 50 $40. 00 2H. 92 26. tit 
69, 000. 00 15, 340. 00 | 11, 167. 50 | 11, 267. 50 4, 172. 50 4, 072. 50 100. 00 | : ‘ 27. W 6. 55 
70, 000. 00 15, 740. 09 11, 417. 50 11, 577. 0 4, 322. 50 | 4, 162. 50 160, 00 |.... -| 27.4 6.44 
71, 000. 00 16, 150. 00 | 11, 677. 50 11, 897. 50 4, 472. 50 4, 252. 58 | 220. 00 27. 60 6. 33 
72, 000. 00 16, 560. 00 | 11, 937. 50 12, 217. 50 4, 622. 50 4, 342. 50 | 280. 00 |. 7.91 26. 22 
| 73, 000. 00 16, 980. 00 12, 197. 50 2, 537. 50 4, 782. 50 4, 442. 50 340. 00 .--| 216 26. 16 
74, 000. 00 17, 400. 00 | 12, 457. 50 12, 857. 50 4, 942. 50 4, 542. 50 100. 00 : 8. 41 26. 11 
LABB .cscces — eacnwunt seedeonecce 74, G00. 00 17, 830. 00 12, 717. 50 13, 187. 50 f, 112. 50 4, 642. 50 470 00 2% 73 26, (4 
76. 000. 00 18, 260. 00 12, 977. 50 13, 517. 50 4, 282. 50 4, 742 40. 00 ae 2a. 93 25. 97 
77, 000. 00 18, 700. 00 13, 13, 857. 50 , 452. 4, 842 610. 00 20. 15 25. 01 
7S, 000. 00 19, 140. 00 13, 517. 50 14, 197. 50 5, 4, 680. 00 |........ 20. 37 25, 82 
79, 000. 00 19, 590. 00 13, 787. 50 14, 537. 50 | 5, f, 750, 00 29. 62 25. 79 
80, 000. 00 20, 040. 00 14, 057. 50 14, 877. 50 5, 5, 820. 00 20. 85 25. 76 
j 81,000.00 20, 500. 00 14, 327. 50 | 15, 227. 50 | 6, 5, 100. 00 0. 10 25, 78 
| 82,000.00 20, 960. 00 14, 597. 50 15, 577. 50 6, , 180, 00 W). 36 25. 62 
85, 000. 00 21, 430. 00 14, 877. 50 | 15, 937. 50 6, f fh, 492. 50 1, 060. 00 0. 538 25. 63 
84, 000. 00 21, 900. 00 15, 157. 50 | 16, 297. 50 6, 742. 50 , 602. 50 1, 140. 00 30. 79 25. 58 
OD. ctrttinaetuvitiwedbiniesnuwediiten 85 000. 00 22, 380. 00 15, 437. 50 16, 667. 50 6, 942. 50 , 712. 50 1, 230. 00 $1. 02 25. 53 
86. 000. 00 22, 860. 00 15, 717. 50 17, 087. 50 7, 142. 50 }, 822. 50 1, 320. 00 " -| $1.2 25. 47 
' 87,000 00 23, 350. 00 15, 997. 50 | 17, 407. 50 | 7, 352. 50 5, 042. 50 1,410.00 .. $1. 48 25. 45 
&S, 000. 00 23, 840. 00 16, 277. 50 | 17, 777. 50 7, 562. 50 5, 062. 50 1, 500. 00 |... 31. 72 25. 43 
&9, 000. 00 | 24, 340. 00 16, 567. 50 | 18, 157. 50 | 7, 772. 50 }, 182. 50 1, 590. 00 |... 31.03 25, 40 
90, 000. 00 24, 840. 00 16, 857. 50 18, 537. 50 7, 982. 50 }, 302. 50 1, 680. 00 32. 14 2h. 37 
91, 000. 00 25, 350. 00 17, 147. 50 18, 927. 50 8, 202. 50 i, 422. 50 1, 780. 00 $2. 36 25. 34 
92, 000. 00 25, 860. 00 17, 437. 50 19, 317. 50 8, 422. 50 6, 542. 50 BS EE $2. 57 30 
’ 93, 000. 00 26, 380. 00 17, 727. & 19, 717. 50 | 8, 652. 50 6, 662. 50 | | ae 32. 79 25. 26 
04, 000. 00 26, 900. 00 18, 017. 50 20, 117. 50 8, 882. 50 6, 782. 50 2, 100.00 |...... 43. 02 25, 21 
95, 000. 00 27, 430. 00 18, 317. 50 20, 527. 50 | 9, 112. 50 6, 902. 50 | 2, 210. 00 | ...... 33. 22 25. 16 
96, 000. 00 27, 960. 00 18, 617. 50 20, 937. 50 | 9, 342. 50 7, 022. 50 2, 320. 00 |... 33. 41 25. 12 
97, 000. 00 28, 500. 00 18, 917. 50 | 21, 357. 50 | 0, 582. 50 7, 142. 50 2, 440. 00 |.... 62 25. 06 
3 98, 000. 00 29, 040. 00 19, 217. 50 | 21, 777. 50 | 9, 822. 50 7, 262. 50 2, 560. 00 |. $3. 83 25. O01 ; 
a 99, 000. 00 29, 590. 00 19, 517. 50 | 22, 197. 50 | 10, 072. 50 7, 392. 50 2, 680.00 |. . 4. O4 24. 98 
t 100, 000. 00 | 30, 140. 00 19, 817. 50 | 22, 617. 50 | 10, 322. 50 | 7, 522. 50 2, 800. 00 |.... A. 25 24. 6 
; 150, 000. 00 | 58, 140. 00 35, 317. 50 } 44, 117. 50 22, 822. 50 | 14, 022. 50 8, 800. 00 i 9. 25 aA. 12 
200, 000. 00 86, 640. 00 50, 817. 50 | 65, 617. 50 35, 822. 50 | 21, 022. 50 | 14, 800. 00 . 41.35 24. 26 
250,000.00 | 115, 640.00 66, 317. 50 | 87, 617. 50 49, 322. 50 28, 022. 50 | 2), 300. 00 |..... 42. 65 mw. 23 
200,000.00 | 144,640.00 81, 817. 50 109, 617. 50 | 62, 822. 50 35, 022. 50 | 27, 800. 00 |............ 13.50 2. 21 
‘Af | 500, 000. 00 | 260,640.00 | 143,817.50 199,617.50; 116,822.50 | 61, 022. 50 | 55, 800. 00 |... s 44. 82 23. 41 
* 1,000,000.00' 650,640.00 | 298, 817. 60 420,617.50} 251,822 60! 121,022.50 | 130,800.00 '........ 45.73 21. % 
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‘ rk he er in it 

‘ 

( pe eig rates rim‘and all « er products from 
le ¥ thee md mu he New 
ite route provi t shortest l most feasible Way 

0 } ‘ 1 ‘ ‘ henefits to be gained for the 

} i r : I think it 
wot | too mn to ¢ pect tl national ; 1 Ne York State 
‘ s n  ¢ | ne ! nes The 
S just | ‘ ‘ S50 004 or the building 
of ospita and for O.000 more ! payment of a 
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re affect comme! 1 ¢ elopment eve vhere ithin its 
be And I do no e why the Federal Govern nt should 
re yer’ in eas er ¢ let to tidew er and the sea to 
Ne York ¢ al ] the proc s of all Middle 

Vidal W eat , tes 
I tion f I ‘ Gouverneur Morris for the con- 
ru on of the Erie Cunal was regarded as the effusion of an 
eccentric n 1 But men like Morris, DeWitt Clinton, and 
Robert Livingston had the sion to make the effusi reality. 
Grumblers declured that the suggestion was impracticable; but 
the next generation found the eanal inadequate for growing 
commerce, Finally, a ship canal was urged by those who 
again seemed visionary and a compromise was made on a barge 
ennal It is now found that this will not meet the needs of 
heavy-draft vessels which might easily proceed through a 30 
foot channel to and from the Lakes to the port of New York. 

Avainst the St. Lawrence route it seems to me there lie ob- 

jeetions which must prevail. For five or six months of the 
year the channel would be difficult of navigation because of 
Climatic conditions lee and fog would discourage mariners, 
Harbor facilities are wanting. Much time would be consumed 
by ocean vessels in proceeding 1,500 to 2,000 miles to the north 
through such a canal. This additional time and the other 
factors I have mentioned would militate against the success 
of the undertaking. by keeping the great ocean freight carriers 
away and limiting the size of the vessels used. 

Vessels would find it difficult to obtain cargoes in both direc- 

tion Nor should they proceed out of the established lanes of 


fro. the center of the 
Insurance rates from 


> wa 
»cents I 


trave continent through New York City. 
New York to Liverpool the year round are 
rom Montreal to Liverpool through the St. Lawrence 
forbiddingly high. Thus they are 274 cents from the 


i 
il 


they are 


1 


opening of navigation te ‘the middle of October, 325 cents to 
the Ist of November, 424 cents to the 16th of November, and 55 | 
eeu from that date to the absolute close of the season. Fur- 
thermore, the canal would be built and operated in conjunction 
with the Canadian Government. I regard the St. Lawrence 
project as out of the question. 
On the other hand. the reasons for a 30-foot channel from the 
Hudson to Oswego seem unassailable. The Hudson is im- 
wissuble for a very short period and could be made navigable 
” The Army engineers have already reeommended a 
roject for deepening the Hudson to Troy. The Mohawk and 
improvements provide a basis for adequate deepening. 


msurance rates would be low. 


Time would be saved, and great 


} 


ssels would use the route. Harbor facilities would be of the 
rest Profit on cargoes would be made both going and ceming. 
Ar ican territory and enterprises would be developed. New 
Yo Cit ild be enhanced as a pert and continue as the 
financial center of the werld. That city and other points in 
New York would find easier shipment to and from the Middle 
West, pari larly in the reduction of rail rates which would 
inevitably result If the United States would continue as the 
commercial leader of the globe it must develop its commercial 
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routes primarily for the benefit of its own people and not in eo: 


| Junction with and primarily for another land and people 


the 
route 


ship canal from 


Oswego-Hudson 


Lakes to the 
logical. 


Atlantie is 
It ought 


AND 


inevitable. Ti 
to be adopted. 


is 


AMENDING THE NATIONAL BANK FEDERAL RESERVE A¢ 


Mr. Speaker, the House |] 








Mr. McFADDEN. unking ar 
Currency Con ttee, after careful deliberation and the holdin 
of extensive hearings, on April 20, 1924, ordered the chairn 
of the committee to report the bill H. R. 8S87 with a favo 
able recommendation, and instructions to procure a rule fi 
immediate consideration of the bill. The bill was immediat 
reported and the chairman immediately presented the requ 


of the committee for rule, which was refused by the ehair- 
man of the Rules Committee, and not until the most persistent 
efforts were put forth did the Rules Committee finally presen 
a rule for the consideration of this measure on June 3, 1924 
Notwithstanding the fact that we had repeated assurances of 
tlle passage of this bill at the present session of Congress by 


leaders, the consideration of the bill, because of their attitude. 
has been postponed until the December session of the present 
Congress. This action on the part of the leaders in not pe 


mitting the 
crucial 


crisis be« 


action on this bill at this time precipitates a most 
situation. The national banking system facing a 
‘ause of the competition of State banks and trust com- 


panies which has grown up recently, and many of the most in 


is 


portant national banks are awaiting the decision on this bill 
us to whether they il remain in the national system. 
The branch banking situation is developing so rapid) 


throughout the several States that the refusal on the part of 
consider this restrictive measure at this time 
an invitation for the extension of branch banking in the 


Congress to 


simply 


United States which will be more troublesome to deal with 
next December than at the present time. The importance of 
this measure to the Federal reserve system can not be over- 


estimated. We are facing the development of a banking system 
in this country operating under the different laws of 48 States, 
which will be presided over by a Federal board pretending to 
supervise a banking system operating under State banking laws, 
which laws are largely administered through political influence 
and expediency. The practical operation of such a system will 
be entirely under the control of the departments of the States 
and the influence of a Federal board over such a system would 
be practically negative. 

This bill has been approved and its passage at the present 
session of Congress urged by the Federal Reserve Board, the 
national banking section of the American Bankers’ Association, 
the executive council of the American Bankers’ Association, the 
Federal Advisory Council of the Federal Reserve Board, the 
Reserve City Bankers’ Association, and the State bankers’ asso- 
ciations of such States as New York, Illinois, Missouri, Kansas, 
Texas, and so forth, boards of trade, associations of credit 
men, the National Association of Credit Men, by the Comp- 
troller of the Currency and the Secretary of the Treasury. 

This bill, in my opinion, is the most important banking bill 
which has come before the House since the passage of the 
Federal reserve act, and its enactment into law is necessary to 
preserve and more firmly establish the benefits and advantages 
of that act. The business of banking is a competitive commer- 
cial enterprise like any other business which makes a profit 
through the rendition of service to the public... Under our 
financial system where in each State of the Union there are 
two systems of banking—National and State—each in natural 
competition with the other for business, it is necessary for their 
mutual existence that their charter powers be substantially 
equal. It is especially important that the national banks be 
not left in a position in the Federal reserve system, being com- 
pulsory members of that system, where they are unable to meet 


| the competition from the State member banks. 


You will recall that in 1917 the Federal reserve act was 
amended, largely as a war measure, whereby State banks were 
permitted to come into the Federal reserve system with the 
privilege of withdrawing therefrom at will and at the same 
time were permitted to exercise all of the charter powers 
given them under the respective State banking laws. Many of 
these State laws grant more liberul charter powers than is 
permitted national banks under the national bank act. 

The effect of this amendment has ‘been to permit the de- 
velopment within the Federal reserve system of several forms 
of competition between the State and National banks with the 
advantage in favor of the State banks. National banks con 
exercise no powers except those granted by Congress, and the 
main purpose of this bill is to restore as nearly as possible 
the equilibrium between the State and National banks within 
the Federal reserve system. ‘The bill will not place any dis- 
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advantage upon the State banks, but is in many respects favor- 
able to them, as will be later pointed out. 

The unfavorable position in which the national banks have 
found themselves within the last few years has resulted in a 
large number of withdrawals from the national system, either 
through the absorption by State banks or direct conversion of 
national banks into State banks. Since January 1, 1918, 173 
national banks, each with a capital of more than $100,000, gave 
up their national and took out State charters and carried with 
them total assets of nearly $2,000,000,000. This is about 10 


per cent of the total assets of the entire national banking 
system. At this rate of defection from the national system it 
would not be many years before the system itself would be 
destroyed and the Federal reserve system thereby left with 


only State member banks, which could withdraw at will 

These national banks entered the State banking systems in 
order to place themselves upon an equal competitive basis with 
the State banks in their respective localities. Among 
who thus left the national system are some of the great bank- 
ing institutions of the country. I betray no confidence, since it 
is a matter of public record, when I mention such names 
the Wells-Fargo, of San Francisco, the First National Bank 
of Cleveland, the Lowry National of Atlanta, the National Bank 
of Commerce, Kansas City, the Union National of Newark, the 
Liberty National of New York, the Irving National of New 
York, and the Bank of North America, of Phliadelphia, as being 
among those now under State charters. 

The Bank of North America was the first bank fn the United 
States, and was started by Robert Morris. There is not the 
least shadow of a doubt that to-day the board of directors 


' 
Lnose 


as 


of many of our great national banks are seriously considering | * 


State 
ystem 


giving up their national charters in order to 
systems and thereby returning to the Federal reser, 
as State member banks with wider charter powers 

This is not a threat or gesture on the part of these national 
banks to force legislation from Congress. Many of them would 
prefer to be State member banks of the Federal reserve system 
than compulsory national bank members in it. The big banks 


enter 


e os 


of the country are not pressing for this legislation. They no 
doubt feel that they can take care of themselves. The con- 
cern should be upon the part of Congress, for the national 


banking system and the Federal reserve system are the crea- 
tures of Congress, Their maintenance in their fullest strength 
and efficiency are of vital importance to the American people 
in order to insure the orderly coordination of credit machinery 
by the National Government It is not the life of these par- 
ticular banking institutions which is at stake. It is the life 
of a great financial system, without which the country will 
fall back into the chaotic complexities of 48 different banking 
systems under the supervision of 48 independent and un- 
coordinated banking officials 

The effect on the national banking system of competition 
engendered by recent State legislation is not disastrous alone 
to the large national banks but gradually squeezing out 
the national banks in the small towns and agricultural com- 
munities. These little national banks are the only arteries 
through which the Federal reserve system reaches the rural 
communities, since the small State banks have seen fif not to 
become members. They are compelled by law to bear the 
burdens of the Federal reserve system, and they deserve the 
most watchful care of Congress. Their loss to the national 
system is a total loss to the Federal reserve system, since 
when they are absorbed into a State system they do not later, 
as do the large city banks, become member banks. It is more 
profitable for them to remain on the outside 

This bill contains many previsions designed to aid these little 
national banks in the efficient conduct of their banking busi- 
hess 

First, let me touch upon branch banking. 

The outstanding feature of banking operations on the part 
of State banks, which is making the greatest inroads into the 
national system, is that of branch banking. 

State-wide branch banking is permitted in 9 States, county- 
wide branch banking in 2 States, and city-wide branch banking 
only in 9 States. (Hearings, p. 46.) 

The annual report of the comptroller shows that in Calli- 
fornia 82 State banks are operating 475 branches, and 184 of 
these branches are beyond the limits of the city in which the 
parent bank is located. I understand that there has been an 
increase in the number of these branches since the report of the 
comptroller. One of these State banks is operating branches in 
50 different cities and towns in California, In the various parts 
of the city of Detroit 14 down-town banks are operating over 
200 branches. TI'wo hundred and fifty-one State banks in the 
State of New York are operating branches, and in the United 


Is 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 





| 
| 





11297 


Ole it is reported that 


States as a w } 
institutions have in yperation 1,700 branches 
This bill proceeds, therefore 


about 500 State banking 


upon the principle that branch 
banking under State laws has already gained a foothold in 
various parts of the United States; that in so far as it is ear 


ried on outside of the city in which the parent bank is located 
it iny the faet of absentee control over finances of a 
community, unsound and un-American form of banking, 
and should be stopped at its present stage of development to the 
extent that it lies within the power of Congress to do so. The 
bill does not regard branch banking within the limits of a single 
city by the banks therein located in the light as 
wide branch banking. This distinction between intracity and 
state-wide branch banking was clearly made by the Comptroller 
of the Curreney, Mr. Henry M | 


olves 


is an 


sume te 


Sti 


Dawes, in his statement before 


our committee. He said: 

At the outset it should be stated that while the q tion of extending 
vutside facilities in the form of offices or branches vond the limits of 
the parent Institution but confined to municipal limits is one that might 

properly controversial, it does not, to my mind, involve the funda 
mental principle of branch inking So long as such an operation is 
contined strictly to municipal limit remains in its essence a com 
munity operation conducted f h efit of r t y resident 

I will not discuss the necessity or develop the at ents which have 
induced State legislatures to permit this form of operation. It ms 
to me it is sufficient to say that these intracity tivities do not run 
arallel at all to the operations which are Involved in the extension 
of banking influen lit yntrol in th n of branch ‘ ing 
1 whol State or Iimits beyond the municipali If the principle of 
oca ‘ontrol over banking facilitie thin { mits 3 r gnized 
Md such an operation tx forbidden in ong ind permitted in anothe 
State, it would not be a real concession to any bran inking principle, 
ince intracity banking is, after a mmunity banking as distinguished 
from State, district, or nattiona ranch banking 

The ty natural uni nder which all meentrated disti 4 
xf population naturally operat 

Where branch banks become state-wide In their operation the prob 
‘m assumes an entirely different aspect. They cease then to be inst 
tutions operated by residents for the benefit of residents The prin 
‘iple of absentee control of finance and of the monopolistic aggrega 
tion of capital into huge units is involved The balance of the Federal 
reserve stem is materia affected Ll have dilated upon the resulta 
of such developments, and nothing would seem to me to be more un- 


desirable than to attempt to protect the natlonal banking by 
This 


ranen 


sVvstem 


an 


unnecessary surrender to 
the effect of 


national banks 


am unsound principle in my opinion, 


would be state-wide 


14, 15, 


granting 


banking privileges 


to the irings, pp and 16.) 


This distinction was confirmed before the committee by both 
the governor and vice governor Federal 
Board 

The hill, recognizes the right of State member 
banks to engage in intracity branch banking in the large cities 
where the State legislature matter of 
granted them this right 


the of the Reserve 


however, 
has 


as a public policy 


The most complete information on branch banking was be- 
fore the committee not only through hearings which it held 
but also through extensive hearings and investigations by the 
Joint Committee of the House and Senate, which visited the 
various banking centers of the country recently. 

I do not feel that it is necessary for me to consume any 


time here in going into the arguments for and against branch 
banking. The strongest and clearest presentation of this 
whole subject may be found in the committee hearings. In re- 


porting out this bill the committee reflected what I believe 
to be the overwhelming sentiment of the country against 
branch banking. This is an antibranch banking bill. This is 


clearly shown by the provisions which I shall now point out. 


ANTIBRANCH BANKING FEATURES 


In dealing with the consolidation of a State with a national 
bank, section 1 of the bill prohibits any such consolidated 
bank from retaining in operation any branch which the State 
bank might have had beyond city limits. Such a State bank 
ean only be absorbed into the national system upon condition 
that it first abolish such outside branches. 

Section 7, in relation to the conversion of a State bank into 
a national bank, prohibits such a bank from electing to retain 


in operation any branch which it may have had before con- 
version on the outside of city limits 

Section 9 prohibits any State bank having in operation 
branches outside of city limits to become a member of the 
Federal reserve system without first divesting itself of such 
branches. This prevents state-wide branch banking on the part 
of new member banks in the Federal reserve system. <As to 
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| 
t | members of the Federal reserve | carried over into the national system under the provisions of 
in st , nch banking, this | section 5155 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. Thi 
ry < from estab- | form of branch banking has not met the need of the nati 
lditional branches } d the « limits. State- | banks for facilities to meet the competition of State banks 
: 1 Feder reserve system | branch banking but has only served to continue this comp 
wil ' f » of dey pment. | tition. 
| { i op ‘ ye plan to for the State | Under a ruling issued by ex-Comptroller of the Curren: 
' er stod emselves of branche h they now | Crissinger, and supported by an opinion from the then Attor 
| e ou e of the cit ts. TI section further prohibits | ney General, national banks in cities where State banks we; 
e member lr f » estab! g any branches at all | engaged in branch banking were permitted to establish wha 
it i 1 less th 2). WU libits the es- | has been called “ additional offices” or “ tellers’ windows” for 
{ , branch in ties from 25,000 to | the receipt of deposits and cashing checks. The theory of thi 
50 ly nia its the estul ment of more than | ruling was based upon the doctrine that a national bank pos 
t » , 1.000 to 100,000 population. This | 8es8sed the incidental power to perform this character of servic 
re. re lless of the scor ' ie State laws, | because competition from State banks had created a conditior 
| ' reserve s&s em the future | Which made it necessary. A limited number of these addi 
‘ t n | to cities having a | tional offices have been established, but their status is not 
1 f 100.000 legally certain in view of the implications in the decision « 
lon fy ‘ hlish- |.the Supreme Court in the St. Louis case, and they are other 
e 1 lir ‘ whi a | Wise not adequate to meet the situation. They were designed 
' It ! 3 ; se by a | © meet what was regarded as a dangerous emergency in the 
; 1 a ' vhich does | B&ational banking system. This bill will clear up the uncer- 
if : " pr tainties which may be involved in this situation. 
ie + tenn a ie : into Now a few words in respect of the other provisions of the 
' + c eo} . I) hoce S tes which bill. 
“tpi bn n branc!l this section I shall not attempt to analyze in detail all of the sections of 
‘ C ’ er of the Currency in his discretion, | this bill, since many of them are obvious upon their face. I 
' protection to the tionnl banking | May say that the committee, first through a subcommittee, 
¢) ; ; rinit national | ave these sections the most careful consideration, and later 
han! n tl mits of the city in 1 h ¢] sank is located | the full committee considered each of them in detail. I may 
{ list " same limit as to numbers say also that the office of the Comptroller of the Currency has 
osed reference to population less than 100,000 by | Sone over the bill section by section, and both the comptroller 
9 ( it r bar is al imposed by this | and your chairman have held numerous conferences with bank- 
; nal ba ers and their counsel from every section of the country and 
1 iy here that t nerm n for national banks to | frem every character of community. These sections of the bill 
meet the competition of State banks engaged in branch banking | Were also submitted to the chief national-bank examiners in 
n n lat absolutely vital to the intenance of | each Federal reserve district, who, in contact and consultation 
the national bai ¢ system It is an economic fact easily | With the leading bankers in their districts, went over them in 
demon ad } motor to recent banking history that the | detail. Let me emphasize that these provisions have the ap- 
nation: n those cities where the State banks are en- | Proval of the Comptroller of the Currency, the Federal Reserve 
raved in branch banl iil eradually die out for want of the | Board, the Federal Advisory Council, the Reserve City Bank- 
po to meet their competitors on equal terms unless this pro- | ers’ Association, and the national-bank division of the Ameri- 
vision of the bill is enacted into law. I need only- point to | can Bankers’ Association. 
citfea like We irleans and Rochester, each with only one | | Three or four of these sections are of great importance in 
nationnl bank left: Cleveland and Detroit. with only three | themselves, and the others, taken in connection with the bill 
national banks left: and to San Francisco. Los Angeles, and | a8 a whole, will go a long way to restoring the equilibrium in 
c nati, where the national banks are gradually dimin- | the Federal reserve system between the National and the State 
ish ¢ in numbers and pre ive. banks. 
: ; CLARIFICATION OF SECTION 5200 
In eneh of these cities a little over a decade ago the national | : . ae i . : 
ka were flourishing in wambers sufficient to meiatain the:| Section 10 of the bill is a reenactment and clarification of 


bar 


th and dignity of the national banking It is a 


aT system. 
well-known fact that in the great city of New York competition 


from the State braneh banking institutions is so severe that 
many of the long-established national banks there are finding 
it impossible to function under the national laws. 

The end of the national banking system would not be far | 


distant if Congress continued to allow the hands of the national 


banks to be tied in those cities of the United States where 
under State laws the State banks are engaged in branch bank- 
ing. The ultimate legieal result would be that the stockholders 
of the Federal reserve banks in several districts would be pre- 
dominantly, if not altogether, volunteer members of the Federal 
reserve system. Such a situation would be no less than a 
nitional calamity. It would destroy the only instrumentality 
through which the Federal Government can authoritatively 
supervise the credit machinery of the country. Compulsory 


membership in the Federal reserve system is necessary to its 
existence as a Federal instrumentality. The national banking 


system is. therefore, basic and the emergency condition which 
has now arisen in a number of large cities by reason of branch 
banking is necessary to be met in a spirit of justice and fair- 


ness to the national banks themselves and, what is of equal 
if not greater importance, to maintain the permanence of na- 
tional coordination of credit instrumentalities. 

It may be said that many of the national banks in New 
York and in certain other cities are already engaged in branch 


banking. This is true only where State laws have permitted 
branch banking. The national bank act for the past 60 years 


has authorized a State bank upon converting into a national 
bank to e to retain its branches. Later on some of these 
converted State banks consolidated with other national banks, 
the branches being retained. Wherever national banks are 
operating branehes within city limits we will find that these 
branches were originally established under State laws as 
bras es of State banks and that these branches have heen 





| nal provision. 


| bankers and their counsel from every part of the country. 


section 5200 of the Revised Statutes, which imposes a general 
limitation of 10 per eent of the bank’s capital and surplus upon 
loans to any one person. The general limitation of 10 per cent 
and the exceptions thereto as written in the bill remain prac- 
tically the same as under existing law. ‘Che difficulty in the 
interpretation of seetion 5200 as it is now earried on the statute 
books is due largely to the complexity of its language, several 
amendments having been added from time to time to the origi- 
It was considered advisable, therefore, to re- 
write the whole section in precise legal terminology so that 


| each exception to the 10 per cent limitation would stand as a 


complete statement capable of being interpreted with reference 
to any other part of the law. The language of the bill is 
still necessarily technical, beeause it is dealing with the intri- 
cate processes invelved in financing commercial transactions. 
No section of this bill has had more careful consideration by 
your committee than has this seetion. It is the outgrowth of 
consultations with Government officials and with numerous 
The 
language as it now stands will remove many difficulties con- 
fronting national-bank examiners and the bankers in the matter 
of determining the legality of loans. 
REDISCOUNT BY FEDERAL RESERVE BANKS 
Section 14 has a very important bearing on the rediscount of 


| paper by the Federal reserve banks for member banks, both 


| existing values. 


National and State. Under the existing law the only excep- 
tion which a Federal reserve bank can make to this 10 per cent 
limitation is the rediscount of bills of exchange drawn against 
In other words, the only paper which a mem- 


| ber bank can now present for rediscount in exeess of the 10 


per cent limitation is a bill of exchange. This section of the 
bill broadens the exception to include every class of paper 


exempted from the 10 per cent loan limit under section 5200. 
That is te say. if the paper is sufficiently sound and so se- 
cured as to permit a person to beeome liable to a national 
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bank thereon in excess of the 10 per cent limitation of the 
capital and surplus of 
that such paper will also be eligible for rediscount at the Ied- 
eral reserve banks in excess of the 10 per cent of the capital 
and surplus of the bank for whom the rediscount is made. If, 
therefore, a State bank held paper in conformity with the ex- 
ceptions enumerated in section 5200 of the Revised Statutes, 
such State bank might rediscount such paper at a Federal 
reserve bank. 

The practical effect of this provision would be that the Fed- 
eral reserve banks would be empowered to rediscount not only 
bills of exchange but also commercial paper in the form of 
notes and in the form of commodity paper secured by readily 
marketable nonperishable staples or by livestock or Govern- 
ment bonds. Section 14 would thus broaden the of 
eligible paper and would, therefore, have the effect of facili- 
tating the marketing of agricultural and manufacturing prod- 
ucts, 


scope 


REAL-ESTATB LOANS 


Section 18 is a reenactment of section 24 of the Federal re- 
serve act under the provisions of which a national bank is 
permitted to make loans upon improved real estate. ‘The only 
substantial change made from the existing law is the increase 
of the period for which a loan may be made upon improved 
city property from a period of one year to a period of five 
years. ‘The demand for this change in the law has been made 
w.th great insistency and it meets with practically the unani- 
mous appreval of the national banks in the small towns and 
cities. ‘Lhe large city banks are not particularly interested 
in lending money upon city property, but in the case of the 
bank in the small communities the situation is different. First 


mortgages upon improved city property is the best security 
which the customers of the banks in the small communities 


can offer. The present time limit of one year is too short to 
meet the situation. Such real-estate loans are ordinarily made 
by State banks for periods from three to five years. A five- 
year mortgage note upon improved city property is more liquid 
and has a greater marketability than a one-year mortgage 
note. 

Next to branch banking the competition which these smaller 


national banks feel most from the State banks is in this matter | 


of real-estate louns. If a national bank can not accommodate 
its customer by lending him money upon the security of his 
city property for a period longer than one year, such a cus- 


tomer naturally goes across the street to one of the State banks 


or trust companies where he obtains a loan upon the security | 


of his real estate for the period he desires. The commercial 
account of such a customer in many cases will gravitate to- 
ward the bank which makes him such a loan. 
State banks and trust companies in the smaller cities and 
tewns have been able to make steady inroads upon the business 


of the national banks to such an extent as seriously to impair | 
have the effect | 


will 
this handicap 


their progress. This section as redrafted 

of lifting to a considerable extent 

smaller national banks. 
INDETERMINATE CHARTER 


upon the 


Section 2 changes the term of the succession of national banks 
from 99 years, which is the present law, to an indeterminate 
succession. It provides that a national bank shall continue in 
operation until its shareholders see fit to dissolve it; or until 
by reascn of violation of law its franchise shall become for- 
feited: or until its affairs are placed in the hands of a receiver; 
or until Congress shall by a general or special act terminate its 
existence. 
sense a perpetual charter. 
ject to dissolution at the will of the shareholders; at the will 


of the comptroller if the banking laws are violated, or if the | 


hank becomes insolvent; and at any time by an act of Congress 
directed either toward a particular national bank or by general 
legislation affecting all national banks. In other words, Con- 


gress could at any time after the passage of this bill restore the | 
Personally, | 


succession to the 99-year term or to a lesser term. 
while I have no objection to this reservation in behalf of Con- 
gress being put in the bill, I am of the opinion that it is entirely 
unnecessary. This was unquestionably the feeling in this House 
last 
called perpetual charter bill. 
bank are the national bank act and amendments thereto made 
from time to time by Congress. 
amend the national banking laws or to repeal them entirely. 
may abolish the national banking system by the repeal of the na- 
tional bank act. 
to become members of the Federal reserve system a very serious 
change was made in the charter powers of the national banks. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECO 


the national bank, this bill provides | 


In this manner | 


This extension of the succession is, therefore, in no | 
The life of the corporation is sub- | 


Congress as it passed unanimously this committee’s so- | 
The charter powers of a national | 


Congress is free at all times to | 
It | 


When Congress compelled the national banks | 
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Tl is provision of the bill does mM lhvoive 
in banking practice. The State banks and trust 
| the great financial centers of 


lical departure 
companies in 
the 


ouniry | e lor years Deen 
| operating under indeterminate charters. fhe repert of the 
Comptroller of the Currency for 1921 shows this to be the situa- 
tion in the following 21 States: Arkansas, Connecticut, Florida, 
| Illinois, Kentucky, Maine, Massachusetts, Minn sota, Nebraska, 
| New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, 
Oregon, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennes , vel nt, Vir 
| ginia, and West Virginia. These States include t important 
| cities of New York, Buffalo, Bx Ct vo, St. Paul, M 
apolis, Cleveland, Cincinnati, ar 1 numbe ! f al 
centers, 
A few years ago Congre nferred upon national | he 
i right to exercise trust mowers 2 t hr f 
| national banks has deve! yped \ h { r 
grant. A charter limited to a te hows 1 
considerable handicap to a bank exerci trust powers. Some 
lezal doubt has been expressed to its t! to admit r 
& perpetual trust such as is often m e purpose of 
establishing foundations for scier fie ed { 7 Aa chart- 
table purposes, If the national banks are t is ft eS, 
they should not be discriminated against bv law. so ns to 
embarrass them in handling these foundation funds fe ‘hoo! 
hospitals scientific societies, libraries } enlleries, 7 
churches, and the like 

in the matter of long-term trusts, not perpetual, it 
tainly a considerable hundicap to a national bank to lose the 
administration of such a trust, for the reason that the trust 
ran for a longer term than the charter powers of fl! } 

AS a matter of fact, a customer desiring to >a | rt 
trust will naturally select a State bank or trust eomp vw ! 
an indeterminate charter fhe national banks are losi 
trust business of this character. 

It is recognized that the trust business has become a part 
of a well-rounded banking service The admini ition of 
trusts is very protitable business for a bank. The trust com- 
panies operating under State laws are not only doing a regular 
commercial banking business but the trust business serves to 
increase the commercial business of the bank, and \ versa 
The conduct of a large trust business by the State banks and 
trust companies has certainly pot proven a detriment to the 
efficiency or to the soundness of their commercial business 


There may have been a time in the | 
United States when a bankiug service 
purely commercial banks. That day 
ment in the large cities is toward great banking houses doing 
all forms of bankivg under a single charter We will never 
go back to the time when the receipt of savings deposits, the 
exercise of trust powers, and the conduet of a commercial bank- 
ing business were totally divorced and conducted as separate in- 


of 
could 
has pusses! 


istory the 
hy 


‘The develop- 


banking in 


be rendered 


stitutions.’ Congress has already recognized this fact by en 
larging the charter powers of the national banks to permit 
them to do both a savings and a trust business, This section 


is designed simply to permit them to do this 


trust Dusiness 
without embarrassment. 
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
I shall not attempt to discuss in detail the remaining sections 


of the bill but will merely give a brief outline. 
Section 1 permits the direct consolidation of a State 
national bank. The eliminate the « 


with a 
imbersome 


purpose is to 


i 


step of first requiring a State bank to convert into a national 
bank before such a consolidation may take place 

Section 4 permits the organization of national banks in out- 
lying sections of a city with a capital of not less than $100,000 

Section 6 legalizes the position of chairman of the board of 
directors, 

Section 12 eliminates the criminal | Ity for certifying a 

| check before the deposit has regularly entered upon the 
books of the bank The pen ilty remains for cert lying a ch k 
if funds are not in the bank at the time of certification. 

Section 13 permits the board of directors of a national bank 
to designate an assistant « hier or vice president to sign re- 
ports to the comptroller in the absence of the president nad 
cashier. This situation: sometimes arises in case of sickness or 
other unavoidable absence. 

Section 15 permits national banks to own stock in sa fe 
deposit company located in or adjacent to the bank, and section 
5 permits national bunks to pay dividends in stock. Stock divi 
dends are now permitted national banks un a ruling of the 
office of the comptroller. 

Section 16 and section 17 provide certain criminal penalties 

| for the protection of both national and State member banks of 


j the Federal reserve system. 








— 
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I am absolutely convinced that the enactment of this bill into 
law will put a stop to the desire of national banks to leave the 


national system in favor of operating under State laws. This 
hill is conservative and safe. It makes no concessions to un- 
sound principles of banking. Through the cumulative effect 
of all of its provisions it will give new life to the national 


banking system and unquestionable permanence to the Federal 
reserve system, 


DUTY OF AMERICAN CITIZENS 

Mr. BIXLER. Mr. Speaker, I have listened here day after 
day to many snlendid oratorical discourses, some commending, 
others assailing, this administration and the “do nothing” 
Congress, and I rise in self-defense. Since taking my seat I 
have worked quietly but enthusiastically, enersetically, and 
untiringly in an effort to do my duty as a representative of a 
part of this great Nation. Much of this work is done in com- 
mittee in order to get first-hand and detailed information on 
various subjects. To be brief, if nothing else were accom- 


plished, the small reduction of 25 per cent for 1923 taxes is one 
item. As everyone knows, a war necessity taxes higher 
than ever dreamed of had been placed upon our people, a tax 
burden so heavy that it was strangling industry and suppressing 
initiative andenterprise. Coincident with the Republican policy 
of economy came tax reduction, Under the Harding adminis- 
tration a revenue law was passed making substantial reduction 
in the high Federal taxes. Due to increased business and 
industry and to the economies of the administration, a very 
substantial surplus was created in the Federal Treasury. 

This enabled our honorable Secretary of the Treasury, An- 
drew W. Mellon, to prepare and offer for consideration a sys- 
tematic and workable plan of tax reduction, which met the 
upproval of all citizens, and so a new revenue measure coming 
out of this plan has been enacted by a Republican Congress and 
approved by President Coolidge, who promises broader reduc- 
tions and reforms in the next session of Congress. This new 
law relieves those of small incomes of all income taxes, those 
with an income of less than $10,000 per year secure about a 50 
per cent reduction, and those up to $22,000 receive practically 
a 5O per cent reduction. Those whose income exceeds the latter 


as 


amount will get a reduction less in percentage but neverthe- 
less a substantial reduction. Practically all the excise taxes 


have been repealed. The national debt has been reduced in a 
greater sum under the Republican administration since the 
close of the war than our debt was reduced for the entire 
period from the close of the Civil War to the time of our par- 
ticipation in the World War. 

Under the wise leadership of the late President Harding a 
sane program was outlined and followed. His successor, our 
Chief Executive, Calvin Coolidge, admirably fitted and qualified 
for the task thrust upon him, took up the work. He has car- 
ried on, and under his sane and statesmanlike leadership, his 
pronounced policy of economy, the Republican Party will con- 
tinue to “ Keep cool with Coolidge” and thereby continue the 
work so well begun. Economy: Keeping expenditures within 
our revenues. Result: A sound Treasury, and with it faith 
and confidence in our Government. Speaking of the Treasury, 
which contains the people’s money, it should be guarded and 
the doors should not be left ajar for every call made upon it. 
There should be a reserve for a rainy day. Many times after 
bills ure passed in good faith and after the President consults 
with his advisers and the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Treasurer of these United States, and it is found impracticable 
to pay out such vast sums as are sometimes involved, and the 
President, in his good judgment, believes it would be a drain on 
the Treasury to such extent that he vetoes such measure, it is 
my opinion he should be sustained by his Congress. 

American citizens are responsible for the character of their 
government—whether it be Federal, State, or local. Our public 
ofticials are nominated and elected by the people. It should be 
kept in mind that the work of getting good public officials is 
not all done on election day. It begins in the party primaries 
and conventions. This preliminary work for the coming presi- 
dential election is now well under way. In many States the 
dates of primaries and conventions for selection of candidates 
are past, in others they are scheduled. It is the duty of every 
good citizen who wishes good government to belong to a party 
and to participate in his party elections. It is his duty to see 
that the candidates nominated are party men who represent 
the party principles and who are pledged to support its policies 
and cooperate with its organization. -Only in this manner can 
we have responsible party government, which is the most suc- 
cessful form of representative government yet devised. During 
the last few years there has been a great deal of propaganda 
decrying party activity. There has been an attempt to make 


| 





virtue of so-called nonpartisanship. 
ship being a virtue, it is a menace. It tends to break down 
representative government. The need of the hour is not for 
less partisan activity but for more of it. 

The underlying cause of most political evils of to-day is the 
indifference of our citizens to their right of suffrage. Even the 
briefest study of nomination and election figures shows that 
the majority of the legal voters are taking no part in either 
their party primaries or the general elections. Less than half 
the citizens of the United States voted in the presidential elec- 
tion of 1920. The percentage taking part in the congressional 
elections of 1922 was even less. Such conditions make possible 
a government by the minority. 

Representative government is not automatic. It is not self- 
supporting. It draws not only its authority from the people, 
but it draws its strength and vitality from them. Unless they 
participate in public affairs in an active and intelligent man- 
ner their government must of necessity cease to be representa- 
tive. 

I implore both men and women to take active interest in 
public affairs; to study and read and to glean the good from 
the bad, the truth from the scandal and hearsay: and to go to 
the polls well equipped to cast their vote on the right side. 
This is the duty and privilege of every American citizen. 

We must educate our children and ourselves to know the 
laws, both written and unwritten, and to obey them, and not 
because others break the law be inclined to believe the world 
is all wrong and there is not need in making or obeying the law. 

The Republican Party has always stood for protective tariff, 
and the result has always been prosperity. Here you have an 
important difference between Republican and Democratic fiscal 
policies and results. The Democrats always get less revenue 
from their legislation than they expect; the Republicans get 
more. The Democrats get less because their laws discourage 
business; the Republicans get more because their legislation 
encourages business. Which do you want? 

Among other accomplishments of the Republican Congress, 
the much-needed immigration law with protection to our native 
and adopted sons is another move in the right direction. 

Although it has not yet received its full neeasure of pros- 
perity, agriculture has gone forward a long distance from the 
depression of 1921, and conditions justify the belief that this 
improvement will continue. I would suggest that a commission 
be appointed of men well versed in this line to make a com- 
plete investigation of agriculture and to determine the best 
method of relief. Agricultural relief can not be temporary, as 
prices are fixed by supply and demand. Action is promised In 
the December session. 

Business is optimistic and preparing for a record-breaking 
year. Government securities are selling at par and better, 
while interest rates are nornial, encouraging legitimate indus- 
trial and business expansion. Let us keep looking upward, with 
our eyes on the stars and our feet on the ground. 


FEDERAL 


Instead of nonpartisan- 


RESERVE BANKS 


Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
during the last Congress a joint congressional committee was 
appointed with Mr. McFappen, of Pennsylvania, as its chair- 
man, to hold sessions between the Sixty-seventh and Sixty- 
eighth Congresses for the specific purpose of ascertaining what 
could be done to bring about a better feeling on the part of 
member banks toward the Federal reserve banks and to induce 
nonmember banks to join the Federal reserve system. Al- 
though this committee was to report to the Sixty-eighth Con- 
gress six months ago, up to this time we have not yet had this 
report. I have asked for it repeatedly and have in each in- 
stance been informed that it had not yet been printed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the refusal of this commission to make 
this report so that some intelligent information could be had 
in connection with the reason for the passage of this McFad- 
den bill should be, I am sure, a very just reason on the part 
of the House not to pass this bill at this session of the Con- 
gress, in order that Members may have a chance to know the 
real situation. 

I have received around 2,000 letters from national banks 
from every State in the Union in the interest of my bill, H. R. 
8206. Although these letters recite their grievances and sug- 
gest what should be done to relieve the situation, not one of 
them mentions branch banking. 

I wish to warn State banks and independent National banks 
that if they sit idly by now and permit the passage of the 
McFadden bill during this Congress or the next they will very 
soon have the displeasure of seeing branch banking all over 
this country, and that their days of usefulness to agriculture, 
to individuals, and to small business communities will come to 
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an end. I also wish to take this opportunity to warn Members 
here who are interested in equal rights to all and special privi- 
leges to none, and those of you who do not want to see the 
suall, independent banks pushed out or forced to sell to these 
money barons who seem hell bent on controlling the financial 
system of this country, you had better go slow in lending your 
aid toward the of this bill No doubt many of you 
have received letters from your banks at home telling you how 
they are being sidetracked, penalized, and left by the roadside, 
helpless because of the burdensome regulations and manner of 
administration of the Federal reserve system; yet none of them 
have said want a bill passed to allow banking 
either in the large cities or anywhere else. 

You should read my speech on the Federal reserve system in 
the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of June 5, and you will find why 
national banks are leaving the te not for branch 
some folks would have you believe. I have received 
fiftv-odd letters from national banks or bankers from the State 
of California relating their trials and tribulations as members 
of the system, but not one of them states that they want branch 
banking. 

I have 100 letters from Mr. McFappen’s State, Pennsylvania, 

so baeking my statements as related in my speech of June 5, 
but not one of them mentions branch banking. I that I 
could be allowed to print in the Recorp these 2,000 letters from 
every State in the Union so that Members of Congress might 
be enlightened on this*subject. I hope that you will get in 
touch with your banker while at home this summer and 
acquaint yourself with the facts straight from your banker. 
They tell you about indorsements from bankers’ conventions. 
Who is it that runs these conventions and puts through these 
indorsements? If you have had anything to do with politics, 
political conventions, or apy other kind of conventions, you 
know that just a few schemers usually run things. While you 
are at home this summer drop in and talk these matters over 
with your bankers and come back next December and let us put 
through some legislation that will dig down to the root of the 
matter regardless of what those who represent special interests 
will have to say about it. 

I am going to take the liberty to insert in the Recorp just 
three letters from Representative McFappEN’s State that you 
might be able to know how his bankers feel on the subject 
discussed by me on the 5th of June. 

Now, let us see who appeared before the Banking and Cur- 
renecy Committee asking for the establishment of branch bank- 
ing because of the necessity to compete with certain State banks 
now engaged in branch banking. First, Mr. FE. . Cruse, assist- 
aut legislative representative, Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 
gineers, Washington, D. C. If you will read his one-page testi- 
mony in the hearings, you will readily see that the reason he 
gives for branch banking plainly shows what he knows about 
any kind of banking. Next, Arthur J. Lovel, president of the 
same organization. I want you to read his one-half page state- 
ment on page 48 of the hearings and see what he knows about 
banking and why he is making an appeal for the passage of the 
McFadden bill. Listen to this statement of his: 


i just want to second what Mr. Cruse has said. Our brotherhood 
has no bank, but we have between twelve and thirteen millions of dol- 
lars on deposit with these banks throughout the various States, and we 
do not see any good reason why there should be any difference between 
the privileges of the State bankswand the National banks. We do not 
know why there should be flesh of one and fowl of the other. 


4ipc 


pass 


we branch 


svstem— bank- 


ng, as 


vish 
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Why should these two men who live here in Washington and 
represent certain unions and who say, “ We have no banks, but 
we can’t see why,” and so forth, be listed? Because when Mr. 
McIFappEN appears before you he will be in a position to tell you 
that those representing labor unions appeared and indorsed the 
measure. 

Next comes Mr. Edward Elliott, vice president Security Trust 
& Savings Bank, Los Angeles, Calif., who states: 


We have 33 branch banks with capital and surplus and undivided 
profits amounting to $14,000,000 and deposits of $185,000,000. You 
may go to it with wide-open branch banking, provided you allow us to 
continue to remain members of the Federal reserve system so that we 
may enjoy all of the privileges now enjoyed by national banks. 


I want you to rend in his testimony a letter from the Federal 
Reserve Bank of San Francisco, Calif., signed by the chairman 
of its board, in which it is stated that it will be satisfactory to 
remain in the system and establish branch banks, provided they 
do not impair the general strength and safety of the institution. 
I fail to find anywhere in the Federal reserve act any power 
granted to the system to encourage branch banking by taking on 
State banks with branches and saying to them, “ You can con- 
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tinue to reach out, buy up, or force out Independent banks and 
come right on in the system, for it will take care of you.” Ni 
to cure this ill it is proposed to extend branch b ing to 
tional banks. You will be told that th 


w, 
na- 
is will apply only to cities 


DK 











of certain population and States where the State laws permit 
branch banking, and so forth. You know w this means. 

If you are gving to allow it in cities of 25,000 inhabitants, 
then in cities of 5,000 or 10,000, wv hy not the State as a hole? 
Next, we have before the committee Mr. John 8S. Drum, presi- 
dent Mereantile Trust Co., San Francisco, Calif., who states 
that 88 State banks in California have 480 brane! He also 
states that his bank has 46 branches, whose eapit surplus, 
and undivided profits aggregate $12,500,000 and whose ds sits 
amount to 128,000,000. He still further states that he and Mr 
Elliott represent the four largest banks in California, namely, 
Bank of Italy, with 75 branches; Mercantile Trust « with 
i6 branches; Pacific Southwest, with 75 1 iches: Security 
Trust & Savings Bank, with 28 branches. The combined canital 
of these four banks amounts to $1,000,000,000 Just tl k of 
two men representing four banks controlling 264 branches in 
PG4 ce ! 1 from r mother banks! Yet 
these communities are under the control of these two men, or 
perhaps four men, at the mother banks that are far removed 
from the personal touch of the people comprising them. With 
the backir of a billion dollars, these two or four men can bv 
a stroke of the pen either take care of any of these communi- 
ties or special interests represented there or destroy them. ‘This 
is not right, and you should demand more time on this MeFad 
den bill, so that you may acquaint yourself with the facts and 
do the right thing in this kind of legislation. Mr. Drum states: 

We have about 45 to 47 per cent of the ent posit f y 


banks in California. 


whole 


states 


Thue 
Thus the 


scheme, when finally worked out, will place 
the United 


in line with England. In 1842 she had 429 
banks; in 1222 only 20 banks. Of these 20 banks, 5 controlled 
practically all of the banking of the nation. About 7,900 
branches are in operation. There are only about 9 banks with 
1,400 branches in Scotland. Ireland has about 9 banks with 
S0O branches. In 1885 th were 41 independent banks in Can- 
in 1905 only 35; while to-day 14 banks with 5,000 branches 
are operating there. In other words, Montreal and Toronto 
control the finances of Canada. You will find these statements 
in the Bulletin of American Institute of Banking for July, 1923. 
Mr. Dawes, Comptroller of the Currency, recognizes that branch 
banking will ruin the country, yet, I suppose, in carrying out a 
policy settled upon by some of the members of the Federal 
reserve system, he joins with them in recommending the pas- 
sage of the Meck adden bill 


ada ; 


Listen to Mr. Dawes’s statements: 


In branch banking character loan 


s are impossible. By character 
loans is meant loans to people whose collateral is perbaps faulty from 
a technical standpoint but who are entitled to credit on account of 
their constructi inflner the community and intiative, enterprise, 
and character. This applies with particular force to the young, ager 
sive type of man, who has iult up the western and pioneering sections 
of the country. Jim Hill, for example, at the beginning of his career 
did not have the kind of collateral which would pass the acrutiny of a 
branch banker. The development of America is dependent on nothing 


more than on the independent unit bankers of vision, courage, and inde- 


pendence, whose first interest in the creditor is his character. 

The coercive power of a branch banker bent on expansion is very 
great. He is able to temporarily reduce interest rats ntil he gets 
banking control, and ost of this can easily be reimbursed after 
he has secured a : y. The branch banker can secure the services 
of the employees + > unit banks by higher salaries They can 
have the patrons o r own Institutions influence and compel their 
enstomers and peopic who depend upon them for business accom 
modations to transfer their accounts from unit banks into the branch 
banks. 

The third point, which 1s frequently of very great importance, is 
the ability to take care of emergency situations. When an a 


ite 
emergency arises in a community it is impossible to get prompt ond 
effective assistance where the local representative is compelled 
refer back to the head office in another city. Even if the contro! of 
the institution were disposed to go to extreme lengths to reliev: 
emergency, by the time the necessary red tape was unrolled the 
ance would be too late. 


to 


an 


Mr. Platt, a member of the Federal Reserve Board, originally 
from New York, let the cat out of the bag when he made the 
following statement before the commitiee, Quoting Mr. Plat! 


I think I may fairly say that the mem 


rs o the Federal Reserve 
Board regret that this liberalizing feature of the does not go to 
the full limit of permitting the establishment of branches in all cities 
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Jarge enough to have need for outlying banking facilities as a matter 
of right and without regard to the hmitations of State laws. It 
would ein that the pational banks might sometimes be permitted to 
take the lead in a matter of branch banking, which every competent 
banker and every economist approves. 


Now, gentlemen, what more do you want than this statement 
coming from the Federal Reserve Board to satisfy your minds 
as to who wants branch banking and for what purpose. I 
Wwint to say to Mr. Platt, who seems to represent the feelings 
of New York in this branch-banking liberalization, that under 
the original Federal reserve act we had very little kick coming 
from member banks—national banks—and to-day they are not, 
as he would have the Banking and Currency Committee be- 
lieve, wanting liberalization by allowing branch banking, and 
neither will that keep them from continuing to give up their 


nutional charters and go into the State system. Mr. Platt 


stated that since 1918, 173 national banks have gone into the | 


Stale system. ‘They did not leave the national system to en- 
gage in branch banking, but did so because they have been 
paralyzed by the regulations and the administration of the 
bederal Reserve Board. 

Listen to this statement of the Comptroller of the Currency, 
Mr. Dawes, and see if he does not back up my statement to the 
limit when he states in his 1923 report, pages 17 and 18. I 
now quote Mr. Dawes: 


The national banks of the United States have a record of service 


and accomplishment without a parallel in the history of finance. No 
group of institutions operating under a single law has ever marshalled 
the resources and mobilized the wealth that they have done. In this 


achievement the operations of all of the component banks have been 
made to conform as closely as is humanly possible to a single standard. 
This has been accomplished without developing the rigidity of prac- 
tice which would interfere with the independent action necessary to 
meet the requirements of communities which vary in our country all 
the way from the fully crystallized and finished state of older settle- 
ments to the new pioneering and developing sections. It is not pos- 
sible that an organization with such a proud record of accomplish- 
nrent should overnight complacently surrender its independence or 
could without a wrench adjust itself to either a subordinate or coordi- 
nate relationship with any new system, however well conceived and 
wisely administered the new instrumentality might be. 

The Federal reserve system, on the other hand, is a new conception, 
controlled by men of imagination and independence and possessing the 
virile and aggressive characteristics of youth. The national banking 
system, which has behind it the traditions of 60 years of successful 
operation, is required to compromise and conform its policies and oper- 
nations to those of this new organization. It is a situation which nrust 
contain the elemrents of conflict, and the ultimate adjustments can only 
be made by experimentation, mutual understanding, and a devotion to 
a common cause, 


The Comptroller of the Currency knows what he is talking 
about. What stronger statement could have been made that 
would back up my contentions? 

Did you get that statement? The system is controlled by 
men of imagination and independence. Yet these men have the 
power of the President of the United States when it comes to 
the management of the finance of America. 

A further statement from Mr. Dawes in the hearings on page 
27. In answering questions of Mr. GoLpssporovuGH, he says: 

I do not think any bank can operate a branch bank on an extensive 
scale to be a real menace and do it outside of the Federal reserve 
system, 


Now, gentlemen, this statement from the comptroller is the 
milk in the coconut. Listen to this question of Mr. GoLps- 
BOROUGH: 

Would not it be better to restrict the opportunities of the State 
banks who do branch banking than to increase the opportunity of the 
national banks to do it? 


Now, I contend that this is the sensible thing to do and can 
be done. 

They call this MeFadden bill an antibranch banking bill, 
and this statement has gone out to banks of the country and 
to banking associations. A great many banks, as well as 
banking associations, have indorsed the bill, believing that it 
means the stopping of branch banking. ‘This bill, or section 
9 thereof, is purely a proviso to enable national banks to en- 
gage in branch banking, and if enacted into law will soon 
be amended so as to extend the privilege to every nook and 
corner in this country. 

They had a convention some time ago at Boston, Mass., and 
to skow you how these conventions are worked we will take 
a little time here to relate what happened. A seiect com- 
mittee was selected to go down to Washington and wait upon 
Mr. McFapveEn’s committee that held hearings last summer, 





and these are the folks who are interested in country banks 
and who usually tell the Federal reserve system, as well as 
Mr. McFappen’s committee, where to get off. The following 
gentlemen composed the committee: 


The Hon. Henry Cushman,’ Bangor, Me., representing the First 
National Bank with resources of $7,300,000; Arthur M. Heard, Man- 
chester, N. H., president of a bank with resources of $5,018,000 ; 
C. L, Stickney, Brattleboro, Vt., representing resources of $5,400,000; 
I. W. Cook, New Bedford, Mass., president of a bank with resources 
of $12,222,000; F. A. Onthank, Fitchburg, Mass., representing a bank 
with resources of $5,705,000; Thos. A. West, jr., Providence, R. I., 
coming from a city with seven banks whose resources range from 
four to sixteen millions; and, lastly, H. T. Holt, Hartford, Conn., 
representing three banks whose resources amount to eleven, seventeen, 
and twenty-two millions, respectively. 


The reports of the meeting further show that this commis- 
sion, which, I am sure, is deeply interested in the Northwest, 
where banks have been going broke almost daily for the last 
year, made a request as follows—quoting their own statement: 

We desire the distinguished Boston banker, Mr. Alford M. Aiken, 
be added to us as a temporary member to pilot us through the 
“mazes ’”’ of the meeting at Washington. 

May the Lord bless and save us. 

Who is this distinguished banker from Boston? He is presl- 
dent of the Shawmut National Bank of Boston, with resources 


| of $166,125,000, 


Following up this special bankers’ convention, a convention 
was called at the Boston Federal Reserve Bank to be attended 
by member banks of the Boston district. At this convention 
the opening address was made by W. P. G. Harding, who also 
acted as chairman of the convention. Mr. Harding stated in 
the convention, as shown by the record: 

Your committee— 


Referring to the above seven bankers— 


has done exeellent work and evidently has made an impression on the 
joint congressional committee— 


McFadden investigating committee— 


and you will be asked to back up your committee, uphold its hands, 
and adopt the same resolutions that were presented by it to the 
joint committee of Congress. You may not get what you want, but 
there is no use in adopting a compromise to start with. Compromise 
when you have to, but don’t compromise in the beginning. 


Mr. Harding further stated: 


The movement which you gentlemen have started here in the first 
Federal reserve district (Boston) is being followed with the greatest in- 
terest not only by the Federal Reserve Board but by the officials of the 
other Federal reserve banks. In fact, there are present here to-day rep- 
resentatives of the Federal Reserve Board and of several other reserve 
banks and therefore it would appear there is strong probability that 
if the organization in this district proves to be a success, as I feel it 
will, the stockholders of the reserve banks in other districts will 
follow the lead that you have set. 


Under the leadership of this same W. P. G. Harding, who is 
still scheming, the system in 1921 extracted from the pockets 
of member banks the huge net earnings, after all expenses were 
charged off, of $82,000,000. This very large net increase in 
profits was brought about becauSe of high rediscount rates put 
into effect in carrying out that most ruinous deflation policy 
that was planned and originated behind closed doors on the 
18th day of May, 1920, which will go down in history and if 
not in history in the minds of thousands and thousands of in- 
nocent victims as the most outrageous, uncalled for policy that 
has ever been put on our people. Thousands of banks went 
down under it, lots of others are so maimed that they will never 
be able to work out, and others will take five years to be able 
to charge off bad debts that they got caught with. 

After the war the press, the Government agents, and folks 
generally, called upon everybody to do their bit. The world 
was naked and hungry. We needed large crops and large 
supplies of manufactured goods and everybody set about te 
carry out this program. Country banks with $25,000 capital 
rediscounted with the system from $50,000 to $100,000. Many 
of them made as many as three or four loans to individual 
farmers to buy fertilizers, pay labor, and to carry on their 
extensive farm work prior to the putting on of this deflation 
policy. 


In the year 1920 the millstones began to grind. It is use- 


less for me to paint the next picture for you know all about it 
and have felt it too, no doubt. 

We are told that the first proof of a murder is the corpse 
and here are the corpses of murdered values just as they were 


Pot ta 
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struck down by the Federal reserve bludgeon. Let us look then | 
over. 


| | 

New N 
| Corn, Orleans, whet. IO} 
| Chicago | middling} ©); ee ST 
| cotton | — 





to 
< 
+ 
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| 
' 
1920 
IN INITNEN toi dignch ant ent ocmceainishial ‘ $1. 47 | $0. 40 $2. 63 $1. 23 | 
May........ cabbie cea eee ; 1. 98 .40 2.9 1. 16 
ae ah te 1.83 } .40 2 89 | 1, 00 
ga ll 1. 53 39 2. 80 | 90 
August a“ 1. 53 | 33 2. 47 87 | 
September ; er 1. 29 | 27 | 2 40 | 83 | 
a aE Se Sa | . 87 | 20 2 20 | 72 
November......... inset 5d<canilibeid 80 | 17 2. 05 | . 69 | 
December. ...- esn diantineae diam ean 73 | l4 2.01 | ‘| 
1921 | } 
January si ial A i iat ee . 65 | 14 1.9 4 
February-.....-.. Gushaideinicssitiiiaaein re 63 | -13 | 1.Y ‘4 | 
March...._- a ee } 61 ll 1. 47 2 
A pril detedaddéeeectududbedbadttaman _ - 55 il 1. 38 62 
DN ais cbaicenta lsat nnied an 0 i] | 1. . 50 
. eee ines mnieintereinisaiein 60 il 1.4 49 
\ See cachonasndemeatie 60 ll 1. 22 49 
August -......- sil si batilig tia tea sh na i ; 55 12 ) .49 | 


Here we have a drop in corn from January, 1920, to August, 
1921, of 92 cents per bushel, and on the same dates a drop in 
eotton of 28 cents per pound and a drop in wheat of $1.40 
per bushel. Just think of the milliens that were made by 
those who were on the inside by selling short, knowing that 
such a policy was being put on. Let us look at some other 
figures sliding the wrong way for the cattleman. 


Steers at Chicago, 1920 


SBIR ci ntti wil scl ii i ial A cliats haiti,” Te a 

June . sacieicainieainsil eal labial ad inbesscttiinlsl 15. 03 
October_ dein ceaapiandnetienen cepaineeasiieliiaitataigeneibmmaiiiiniaidemimaipnaaiantbaaateiiieiadaages 14. 68 | 
December ~~ siicuials: Sudha icaepcasadiiediditial sbecioehipetbiaiiomemetanasaekial 12. 09 | 
Steers at Chicago, 1921 
BO Ee ncinabievenai Gs sie st bean encarta span, Stas aa Seoe| 
June__-.- pbk ee iimabeberedianat ‘ is 8. 09 | 
IIs cra tcncicienemitenininitive a eppesns nisi ila inten pilin ett 8.77 | 
But, did they restrict eredits? The total loans and discounts | 


including bought paper in all of the 12 reserve districts stood 


as follows: 
1920 
a cea tc all acre $3, 099, 672, 000 | 
es Sacaieinaiesinsdiaineaiintanatiia iii iets ai ean taicietas, ma ee 
I eicetinntintscinticttnienctve eatin tninain atin mig eaenniaiinipnaniayaendinipeeia 2, 974, 836, 000 
21 } 
CE cco tian ttoencicseedbentessnearmnnnnae nnalbiisenednighbaneonenntids $2, 622, 174, 000 
February__.-_-~-- Seawenenneaews anew ecnwanipmnendses 2, 500, 013, 000 
hn inten tite isnitinlaten aid caiatitintasitepiiliniais thellpiniatl pnbiinincnoneied 2, 356, 160, 000 
DEE iene nnn nneenmtiaiainie esoililtaie<iessatedisés. a 
BITTo cciind, cutie thinkandeciemmilietstauntguaeh aidiiennnin Cidipleneabeiapelianbanisnlines 1, 995, 051, 000 
DG... nchbtsdibnmintimian ctistiniiiaimdudidGo¢uianmnad' Eg eee ae 
BOE 6c dathctdinnanmaembncttiginan > aspen aiden tbinmtnielil 1, 661, 036, 000 
BI o._.caiticcticnittiinpniy ri eaiintnannnrendics tein iene aplatititeapt 1, 527, 255, 000 


In 1921 there were 19,625 business failures as compared with 
6,541 in 1919, or an increase of 13,174—more than three for one. 
The liabilities of these failures aggregated $627,401,000, an 
increase over 1919 of $514,000,000—more than five to one. In 
the so-called panic year of 1907, the high tide of business fail- 
ures, liabilities amounted to only $197,000,000. 

In the first six months of 1921 there were 4,527 suicides, | 
against 1,810 for the same period of 1920. Here is what this 
tragedy of drastic deflation did to the farmer as measured for | 
the years 1919, 1920, and 1921: 


1919—Value of farm prodéucts...................-- $13, 500, 000, 000 
Oa 8. DD, Eee 9, 000, 000, 000 | 
1921—-Value of farm products__..._..-.----- one 5, 675, 000, 000 | 


Now, let us see what this Federal reserve deflation policy did 
for the banker. In 1921 there were 404 bank failures, involv- 
ing liabilities of $173,027,776. In 1922 the failures numbered 
297, with liabilities of $77,735,551. During the 12 months of 1923 
there were 504 failures, representing liabilities of $196,790,000. 
The reports show that in the last calendar year there were fail- 
ures of 77 national banks, member banks of the Federal reserve 
system. More national banks failed in this country during 
1923 than did from 1914 up to the time of the putting on of 
the deflation policy. 

While this destruction has been arrested somewhat in some 
sections of the country by tariff legislation, the South, West, 
and Northwest still have banks breaking almost every day, and 
farmers in such dire distress until even the President of the 
United States has gone out begging for them. I merely men- 
tion these facts to show you what a few men having control of 
the great financial system of this country can do. 

We have more than 9,000 country member banks of the sys- 
tem, besides twice as many banks outside of the system; and 
I am sure that when they have had a chance to speak on the 
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matter and when the facts have been put squarely up to them, 


they will take advantage of the opportunity this summer of 
putting you wise so that you will be prepared to head off the 
propaganda that you will be flooded with next December, and 
you will thereby pass some legislation in the interest of the 
great masses of banks instead of a special interest, which pro 


poses to run the financial system of this country as well as Con- 


ress, 


First Na INA RANK, 
Ulste Pa Janu y 25, 1924. 
Hon. H. P. Furmer, M. C., 
Washington, D. C 
Dear Str: Yours of the 12th is received Our people are | tily 
in favor of your bill, H. R. 3206 Practically all the sharehold 


this bank are farmers, and they can not see why S80 people here s} 


furnish the Government funds at no rate of interest while it is paying 
other people in our midst 43 per cent 
You May count on our support Of course, our Mr. McFappen, of 
this district, is already for the bill. 
Yours truly, R. B. ALLEN, Cashier. 


Tur CURWENSVILLE NATIONAL BANK, 
Curwensville, P’a., January », 1925 
Hon. H. P. FULMER, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C 

Dear Sin: We have yours of the 12th advising us of the proposed 
amendment to the Federal reserve act. 

We are mighty glad that somebody has had the courage to make thi 
kind of a proposition. 

The present law as it stands is decidedly unfair to the member banks 
The member banks are furnishing the capital for the reserve banks to 
play with, and the fact that we are not getting any small rate of in 
n of act 
as clearing house for all checks, is depriving the member bank 


terest on daily balances, and the further fact of their syster ing 


: of a cou 
siderable income, 


Our contribution or penalty, or whatever it may be called, for being 
a member of the reserve system is costing us about $200 a month. The 
only comfort we get out of it is to regard it as cyclone insurance 

My recollection is that in a recent year the 12 reserv« banks showed 
a profit of about $60,000,000. The dividends to the member banks came 
to about $6,000,000, the difference, under the law, going into the United 
States Treasury, after the member banks had been liberal 


selves in salaries and expenses. The salary of the 


to them 
governor of the 
Philadelphia bank some time ago was $30,000 a year; it may be more 
at this time. That would be equal to about the salaries of 10 ordinary 
bank presidents and beats playing Congressman about 3 to 1 Ww 
never felt as warm toward the system because of the 
above, but would feel more enthusiastic if we, with the 
not being made the goat. 


Wishing you all success in your efforts to have this bill passed, 


have 


facts related 


others, were 


we 
are, 
Respectfully yours, ANTHONY Hite, Cashier 
THe DvuBOIS NATIONAL BANK, 
DuBois, Pa., January 25, 1924. 
Hon. H. P. FULMER, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. 

Dpar Sirk: Referring to your House bill 3206, we agree with you 
that interest should be paid on our reserve account with the Federal 
reserve bank, or reduced reserve requirements 

The capital of the DuBois National Bank is $100,000, and we are 
required to maintain a reserve balance in excess of $90,000, ith- 
out interest. In addition our cash in bank of $50,000 or $60,000 is 
not considered as part of our reserve. Does this look lik justics 


The total earnings of the Federal reserve banks from January 1, 
1914, to January 1, 1924, exceeds $425,000,000 The Federal 


reserve 
banks, with a capital of $110,000,000, have paid a franchise tax of 
$130,000,000 to the Government. Our capital in the Federal Reserve 
Bank of Philadelphia has averaged over $9,000, and we have paid 
indirectly a franchise tax in excess of $11,000 to the Government, 
This is in addition to all the corporation taxes, State and national, 
which we pay as corporations. Does this look like justice? 

From about 29,000 banks in the country eligible for membership 
in the Federal reserve system there are only a little over 9,000 ban! 
which are identified with the Federal reserve as members. 

We think the country needs the Federal reserve system, but the 
minority of banks should not be compelled to carry the entire financial 
burden of the country. 

The Federal reserve system now indicates that it is a reserve city 
bankers’ bank, in which the big banks In the city benefit by the credit 
they can obtain across the street from the Federal reserve, and loan 
it to the country banks. The city banks therefore retain the country 
banks’ deposits. As one writer has said on the subject, “ The country ° 
bank obtains bootleg credit.” 
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I hope to that this sion of Congress will give some relief to 
t new be if the Federal reserve system. I bave already taken 
th tt with our Congressman, Mr. Swooprs. 
preciating-your interest, very truly yours, 
W. G. Brown, Cashier. 
THE ANTILYNCHING BILL 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, in the Recorp of two days 

author of the anti ng bill, H. R. No. 1, deplored the 

fact that his favorite measure had no chance of passage during 
( ) That is as it should be, and yet the black shadow | 

of this vicious proposition still hovers over the Congress and 

t count It time for plain talk about this most unjust 

and m bil. Taxes are now too heavy to be borne 

with any « ee of patience, and yet this bill seeks to impose 

ul nities guilty of no wrong heavy penalties for the 
people | g in another county, State, or juris- | 

i. 

ii ! heing used to keep within the Repub- 
can ra the black voters of the Northern States. It will 
never pa If it should 7 it will be declared unconstitu- 
tional; ar herefore the negro vete is being herded in line 
hy Republican false pretense, as usual. The South condemns 
the lynching evil, although the baleful shadow of the dusky 
rape fiend hat over every southern home like the blight of | 
death. The knee-crooking politician in quest of the colored 
vote views with silent unconcern the cause of many lynchings. 
They do 1 seem to realize that in this land of Christ in 
countless communities, no mother is safe for an hour unless 
guarded by watchful husband or son. Let us put an end to 


horrible mob murder; there is no excuse for it; but a measure 
like the antilynehing bill now pending is infamous, and there 


is no constitutional warrant for its enactment. 
FARM TLEGISLATION 

Mr. ASWELL Mr. Speaker, under general leave to print 
on farm legislation, I submit the following telegram from Mr. 
B. fF. Yoakum to the President of the United States: 

Junp 5, 1924, 
The PRESIDENT, 
Washinyton, D. C.: 

Newspaper reports state that you have declined to approve a last 
minute farm bill which contemplated establishment of a farm-product 
under the War Finance Board. Those engaged 
in and suffering from destructive conditions of agriculture will indorse 
your stand in refusing to be a party to small, insignificant scheme de- 
signed for political effeet which would not in any way benefit farmers 
but tend to lower the standard of the biggest and by far the most im- 
portant economic problem affecting the Nation’s welfare. There is no 


marketing scheme 


political paternalistic plan that will overcome self-evident fact that 
24,000,000 farm population can not recover their tremendous loss 
and extricate themselves from bankruptcy so long as existing system 
of marketing compels them to support 19,000,000 food-dealer popula- 
tion and pay toll through six different channels, each exacting their 
profits and commissions between farmer and his final customer. After 
exhausting all unsound and temporary theories you will reach the 
conclusion that the only plan that will overcome the fundamental 
difficulties destroying farm industry can be accomplished through 
national cooperative farm marketing organization, controlled and 


managed by farmers in same manner that every other business of the 
country is operated by those who own their plants and raw materials. 
There is no use for Members of Congress being deceived by designing 
interest or Government department heads. Agriculture can not restore 
itself to profitable basis until those who grow and own the products 
control the sale of them. 

B. F. YOAKuM. 


SALARIES OF POSTAL EMPLOYEES 


Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, early in this 
session of Congress, when hearings were being held before the 
Committees on Post Offices and Post Roads of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives, 1 prepared and caused to be 
issued to the press a statement signed by the entire Demo- 
cratic delegation in the House of Representatives from the 
State of New York, as follows: 

We believe the importance and necessity of adequate postal service 
is great that unless the salaries paid to the employees in that 
gervice are increased to meet the present cost of living the service 
must necessarily suffer losing many of its trained employees and 
failing to attract the proper types of men and women willing to enter 
the Government service. 

They are among the most efficient and hardest working pf our Gov- 
ernment and at the same time among the poorest paid. 


80 


by 


emplovees, 


In 1920 the salaries of clerks and carriers, for instance, were fixed 
at from $1,400 to 81.800 4 year. At that time it was represented to 
these employees that the cost of living would gradually recede in the 





a 


following years. Everybody knows this prediction has not come true 
To meet the present cost of living an immediate increase substantial; 
to the maximum of $2,400 requested is imperative. 

It is absolutely essential to the well-being of the entire country, 
urban and suburban, that we have the most efficient Postal Service 
possible. We can not have such a service without trained and efficient 
employees, and we can not have efficient postal employees unless we 
pay them a wage commensurate with the present standards of living 

Trained employees are leaving the Postal Service and entering other 
occupations where they recelve higher salaries, and consequently our 
Postal Service is losing in its efficiency. 

There is no public servant upon whom business or other public con 
venience is more dependent than the postal employee, and we believe 
every effort possible should be made to adjust conditions that will retain 
in and attract competent men and women to the service. 

The joint mmittee in charge of this legislation proposes to hold 
hearings during the first week in March, at which time the Democratic 
Members of Congress from New York will record their approval and 
support of this legislation. 

‘America now leads the world in the efficiency of its postal facilities 
To maintain that leadership this legislation is indispensable. 

The members of our delegation also personally appeared be- 
fore the committees and advocated relief of these underpaid Gov- 
ernment employees. After these committees had reported bills 
to their respective Houses, application was made to the Rules 
Committee of the House of Representatives, of whieh I am a 


} 





| member, for a special rule bringing the subject before the House 


for immediate action. In that committee I, in conjunction with 
the three other minority members, constantly urged action on 
the measure. ; 

We expressed it as our opinion that the Members of Congress 
were overwhelmingly in favor of readjusting the salaries of 
postal employees and that no other legislation pending before 
this Congress was of more vital importance. 

The recent overwhelming action of the Senate on the bill 
pending before that body justified our prediction. This ques- 
tion now comes before us, gentlemen, under a motion to suspend 
the rules and pass the Senate bill by substituting the provisions 
of the House bill for those in the Senate bill. This substitution 
is asked for for the reason that it is the general belief of those 
Members of the House of Representatives who have studied the 
question that the provisions of the House bill are more equitable 
to the postal employees, 

While it was hoped when this subject was first being con- 
sidered that an increase running as high as $600 a year for 
the city carriers might be obtained, it has been necessary to 
compromise so that the proposal entails an increase of $300 
for those employees. 

The postal employees are the direct servants of the Govern- 
ment, numbering about 800,000 individuals located in every 
community of the United States and its Territories. Their 
wages have not been advanced to meet the increased cost of 
living as in other lines of employment. When the readjust- 
ment of their salaries was made in 1920 it was contemplated 
there would be a reduction in the cost of living. You gentlemen 
all know this anticipated reduction has not materialized. So 
it is only fair the Government should carry out the arrange- 
ment tentatively agreed upon in the 1920 adjustment. 

No one who appeared before the committee opposed an in- 
crease of salaries of these employees. There was among the 
advocates, however, a difference of opinion as to the amounts 
of increases and certain business interests feared that the 
adjustment of salaries would entail an increase in postal rates. 
The Post Office Department advocated the postponement of any 
increase until the sources of revenue by increases in postal 
rates could be ascertained. 

It was apparent to the committee that this latter method 
was not the correct one to pursue. The Post Office Department 
should first make up its budget including adequate salaries for 
its employees, and thereafter postal rates should be fixed so 
that they would yield syfficient revenue to meet the expenses 
of the department. 

Few persons outside the Postal Service itself realize the 
magnitude of the operations of this department carried on by 
its employees. It is a highly specialized line of work requir- 
ing years of experience and not fitting those engaged in it for 
any other line of work. While being trained for this service 
these men lose all adaptability for other lines of work, so it 
is only fair and just that they be adequately compensated 
while devoting their services to their Government. 

It is estimated that this bill which we are about to pass 
involves an increased expenditure on the part of the Govern- 
ment of about $64,000,000, an average increase of about $200 
per year for the 300,000 employces. Surely ne one can be- 


grudge this small amount to these servants of the Government 
when it is the first increase they have received in four years, 
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while other employers have been periodically increasing the 
salaries of their employees. This Government, above all other 
employers, can not afford to be niggardly with its employees, 
and those persons who use the facilities of the Postal Service 
must unselfishly contribute their mite toward the increased 
cost entailed by this adjustment through increased salaries. 

The business man of New York who mails, at a cost of only 
9 cents, an important letter to San Francisco, involving prob- 
ably thousands of dollars in its safe delivery, does not often 
realize the service rendered to him by these servants of the 
Government. I commend to him the inscription over the por- 
tals of the New York post office: 

Neither snow, nor rain, nor heat, nor gloom of night stays these 
couriers from the swift completion of their appointed rounds. 

THE REVENUE ACT OF 1924 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Speaker, in the last Congress Mr. Mellon, 
Secretary of the Treasury, convinced one branch of Congress 
that it was necessary to reduce the income tax of the million- 
aire income-tax payers from 65 per cent to 32 per cent. In 
other words, a majority of the House of Representatives 
allowed themselves to be dictated to in a matter which under 
the Constitution is exclusively within the jurisdiction of the 
House—that is, revenue legislation. He succeeded so well in 
the Sixty-seventh Congress he began early to try the same 
tactics in the Sixty-eighth Congress. I must say he had plenty 
of help. Not only the President, Mr. Coolidge, but the greatest 
organized machinery of propaganda and publicity controlled 
by great wealth and special interests, ably financed and di- 
rected, ever known in the history of this country. 

It is estimated one periodical alone spent in postage over 
$300,000 to put through the Mellon plan. It looked for a while 
as though the interests had succeeded in getting practically 
all the magazines and big newspapers fighting for the Mellon 


plan. Each and all congressional districts were organized. 
I received thousands of letters from my district, hundreds 


of them from people who are not income-tax payers but were 
persuaded to write me. The most glaring misstatements were 
made in presenting the Mellon plan. People were told it was 
the only chance to get a reduction of tawes, and notwithstand- 
ing the fact the special interests lost in their fight, they are 
such poor losers they are still fighting by continuing their 
misstatements about the measure passed as a substitute for 
the Mellon plan, villifying Congressmen and Senators who 
had the courage to stand out and pass a measure in the in- 
terest of the masses and against the classes. Nothing is too 
mean or degrading for them to say in the press about indi- 
vidual Representatives or Congress as a whole, both by word 
and insulting cartoons. 

The question is, Are the people going to permit this to influ- 
ence them to vote in a Congress which will do the bidding of 
the special interests or support those who have, in the face of 
all that has been done to drive them, stood steadfast for the 
interests of the masses? 

The measure just passed took into consideration such facts 
as the ability of the taxpayer to pay. I think it a fair pre- 
sumption that a tax of $100 to a taxpayer whose income is 
from $5,000 to $6,000 is even a heavier burden than a tax of 
a much greater amount to a taxpayer whose income may be 
from $50,000 to $100,000. Then if this theory or principle is 
correct, it ought to be equally correct in reducing these taxes. 
But Mr. Mellon, whose income is millions of dollars, can not 
reason it that way, and because he and his adherents can not 


agree to this principle they are keeping up the misrepresenta- | 


tion of the so-called Simmons bill or the present tax measure. 
Only a day or so ago I saw an insulting cartoon representing 
Congress refusing to consent to any tax reduction, and also 
representing that it had tied the taxpayer to heavier burdens. 
This has a greater influence on the minds of a great many than 
a deliberate falsehood set forth in plain language, because 
thousands who do not bother to read are sure to look at and 
study a cartoon. 


Let us see what the present law does in the way of a reduc- 
tion of taxes. It reduces taxes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1925, $361,000,000, and will reduce taxes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1926, over $400,000,000. These estimates 
are made, not by some one interested in the passage of this bill 
but by the Actuary of the Treasury. It reduces taxes for the 
fiscal year 1925, $22,000,000 more than the Mellon plan, and for 
the year 1926 over $100,000,000 more than the Mellon plan. Of 
course, the reduction is not on the class exclusively, at least, 
as Mr. Mellon wanted and directed. It has already reduced 
individual income taxes for the year 1923 and payable this 
year $232,000,000 more than the Mellon plan, which carried no 
provision whatever to reduce the taxes to be paid this year. 
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That is not all. In the reduction of taxes provided for in 
this measure is $136,000,000 reduction 


inl excise faxes, Not- 
withstanding a reduction of a sum of about $480,000,000 in 
taxes, which is about $250,000,000 more than proposed by the 


Mellon plan, the Treasury will carry a very nice surplus even 
after meeting the payment of the adjusted compensation 

I might go on and show what was done regard 
gift taxes, and so on, but I am anxious to shi 
what we have done for the greatest number of 
sets forth the exact facts and which I 


ng estate and 
iv tables just 
taxpayers, which 
feel will appeal 


rw | 


to those 


who want to be fair and who believe in the theory that gov- 
ernment should be administered for the good of the greatest 
number. The following table, which is correct as it is compiled 


from the official figures of the Treasury Department and 


lt eon 


tained in statistics of income for the year 1921, shows the 
total number of persons making income-tax returns in each 


State and how they are benefited more by the present law than 





they would have been by the Mellon plan. 
Total nun Number vbe 
t err IRIN t e1 ! - or tr 
State incotme-tax more hy Ds aa 
retu M i . = : 
192 _ Dia : 

Alabama i 25 42, 934 
al ek ei tlelilitiins nin ss sessed l 18, 476 
Arkansas__... : ‘ x 33, 822 
California......_. ; 2 ISH, B45 
Colorado wnbe aliens 25 6¥, 651 
Connecticut........ nial stadia ala ai 06 123, 173 
Delaware _. hantehadiedendeth i2 15, 877 
District of Columbia ee | 68 80, ROR 
Florida. -....-. pi cceideitetale is 1 42, 235 
Georgia... = a 5 cd 24 67, 695 
Hawaii___._. . is ‘ 22 11, 459 
Idaho _.....- cedieniakatnetmnibiiienies 1 22,975 
Illinois......... sietisiaiaapncetihid di dabaiacaltntaahes 537 611, O21 
Nie ler ee ai lis 52 150, 248 
lowa _ | 2A 111,459 
IR oo atta } 9 88, 776 
Kentucky__......_- | 25 69, 471 
I a Sa he | 34 67, 926 
a | 25 44, 372 
Maryland 109 | 112, 854 
Massachusetts 505 387, 037 
Michigan 174 | 249, 973 
I a 81 124, 420 
Mississippi tad ; 5 25, (09 
NR Sehaiicctititeicance - 106 172, 413 
Montana........... 4 36, 003 
Nebraska 4 71, 839 
Navada ; a I 9, 718 
New Hampshire __.___. . 7 | 17 32, 393 
New Jersey 274 268, 822 
New Mexico a vi: I 11,779 
New York : sled the :< 2, 050 1, 064, 587 
North Carolina 38 44, 123 
North Dakota- -. palcins I 18, 439 
A te iin eit natinerssés ind namie 270 366, 826 
Oklahoma 15 69, 366 
Oregon sai is 62, 786 
Pennsylvania R33 | 620, 270 
Rhode Island 103 47, 954 
South Carolina__._-. 6 | 25, 154 
South Dakota 0 
‘Tennessee 1 
MIS hadi 2s snkbhionin iaoe . | He | 
Re cl as males oa | 12 I 
Vermont me ‘ : 7, 746 « 
Virgini ‘ 76, 257 21 
Washington, including Alaska < 115, 688 21 
West Virginia. c rhinet ‘ 7 75, 277 38 | 
Wisconsin aati — 148, 457 67 

|} Wyoming......... Seed stnteapiblaiasg 22, 413 4 

Benacces i ig Me 6, 662, 176 6, 109 6, 656, 067 


This, no doubt, will be of but little intere 
already been sold the, Mellon plan. 

It is, however, barely possible when he sees a table which 
points out his income and his taxes showing exactly how 
much he had to pay under the law passed in 1921 and what 
he will be compelled to pay under the present law which takes 
its place, also what he would have paid under this so-called 
Mellon plan, he will be interested; and unless he is so afflicted 
with mellonitis that he incurable, he may admit 
mistaken. I am going to insert a table which is absolutely 
correct, which shows in the first four columns the normal tax 
paid by a taxpayer under the old, or 1921, law; also what he 
would have paid under the Mellon plan and what he will pay 
under the present law. In the next three columns it shows 
the amounts of surtaxes paid under the 1921 act, what they 
would have had to pay under the Mellon plan, and what will 
have to be paid under the present law. The last 
show the amount of surtax reduction under the 
and the law as passed. 
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tion uunder— 











‘ 
Mellon plan 'Act of 1924 





$19 m | “$10 YY 
20.0 | 20. 00 
20, 00 39. 00 
410.00 40.09 
50. 00 §. 09 
60, 00 60. 00 
70, 09 84, 00 
80. UO 100. UD 
90. 00 120. 00 
100. 00 | 140. 00 
110.00 | 160. 00 
120. 00 | 180. 00 
130. 00 } 200. 00 
140. 00 220. 00 
160. 00 250. 00 
180. 068 om). 00 
200. 00 310. 00 
220). 00 340. 00 
240. 00 370. 00 
260. 00 400. 00 
280). 00 430. 00 
800, 00 460. 6 
320. 00 €90. 00 
340, 00 620. 00 
360. 00 550. 00 
380. 00 580. 00 
410. 09 630. OU 
440. 00 6S. UU 
460. 00 720. 00 
48). 00 760. 00 
500. 09 S00. 00 
520. 00 $40. 00 
650. 00 880. 09 
680. 00 920. 00 
610. 00 970. OU 
640. 00 1, 020. 0 
680. 09 1, 070. 00 
720. 00 1, 120. 00 
770. 00 1, 170. OV 
820. 00 1, 220. 00 
870. 00 1, 270. 00 
920. 00 1, 320. OU 
950. 00 1, 370. 00 
1, 040. 00 1, 420. 00 
1,110. 00 1, 470, 00 
1, 180. 00 1, 520. 00 
1, 250. 00 K 
1, 320. 00 , 620. 
1, 400. 00 1, 680. 00 
1, 480. 00 1, 740. 00 
1, 570.00 1, 800. 00 
1, 660. 00 1, 860. 00 
1, 750. 00 1, 920. 00 
1, 840. 00 1, 980. OU 
1, 940. 00 2, 050. 00 
2, 040. 00 2, 120. 00 
2, 150. 00 2, 190. 00 
2, 260. 00 2, 260. 00 
2, 370. 00 2 330. 00 
2, 480. 00 2, 400. 00 
2, 600. 00 2, 470 > 
2, 720. 00 2, 540. 
2, 850. 00 2, 610. 00 
2, 980. 00 2, 680. 00 
8, 110. 00 2, 750. 00 
3, 240. 00 2, 820. 00 
3, 380. 00 2, 900. 00 
8, 520. 00 2, 980. 00 
3, 670. 00 3, 060. 00 
3, 820. 00 3, 140. 00 
8, 970. 00 3, 220. 00 
4, 120. 00 8, 300. 00 
4, 280. 00 3, 300, 00 
4, 440. 00 8, 480. 00 
4,610. 00 3, 570. 00 
4, 780. 00 3, 660. 00 
4, 950. 00 3, 750. 00 
5, 120. 00 3, 840. 00 
5, 300. 00 3, 930. 00 
5, 480. 00 4, 020, 09 
6, 670, 00 4, 120. 00 
5, 860. 00 4, 220. 00 
6, 050. 00 4, 320. 00 
6, 240. 00 4, 420. OU 
6, 440. 00 4, 520. 00 
6, 640. 00 4, 620. 00 
6, 850. 00 4, 720. 00 
7, 060, 00 4, 820. 00 
7, 270. 00 4, 920. 00 
7, 480. 00 5, 020. 00 
7, 700. 00 5, 120. 09 
7, 920. 00 5, 220. 00 
8, 150.00 5, 330. 00 
8, 389. 00 5. 440. 09 
19, 880.00 | 10, 940. 00 
31,850.00 | 16, 048. 00 
44,380.00 | 22,940.00 
56, R80, 09 28, O10. Oo 
106, 880. 00 SQ, 940. OU 
231, 880. 00 100, 940. 00 


| Amount of normal! tax under— Amount of surtax under— | 
| Income pcieupetiememai — J $$ 
i 
| | ' > a 7 
| Act of 1921 | Mellon plan! Act of 1924 | Act of 1921 Im lion plan| Act of 1924 
= caicatinll ole aS ace ree ae A od 
} | | | ' 
| $1,000.00 |... __.. | ae - dS Se | 
) $20. 90 $11. 25 SCE Aoticahaneiaaiiiebhsmadaaandlai 
4 ) 60. 00 | $3. 75 Me nes ee eee Eee Se ee ee 
} 5, 000. 00 109. 00 } 56. 2 5 
6 180.00} 97.50 | — “| 
” 240. Of 187. 50 | a 
8, 217. 50 | IG es | 
9, ( ) 4 0 977. 50 | a ad 
\ ) 430, 00 | 337. 50 | OE Sakic ate 3 ; 
i] , | 397. 50 60. 00 | $10. 00 $10. 00 
| ” 640.00 447.501 gm. 00 90. 00 2. 00 
iT uo 720. 00 517. 00 | 119. 00 |} 40. 00 30. 00 
» ) 577. 50 | 140. 00 | 60. 00 40. 00 
| ¥ SAC 0 | 637. Ai | 18 ) 90. 00 69. OO 
j ‘ ”) 6 0 | 220, 00 | 120. 00 | &U. O00 
I] ] 1, | 757. 50 f 270. 09 | 140. 00 110. 00 
| 1s ”) 817. 50 | 5 820. 00 200. 00 140. 00 | 
i 19, ( w M) R77 en) | 288. 00 250. 00 180. 00 
| ) ) l, ") 7. 50 7 5 440. OU | 2800. 00 220. 00 
if 21, ( 0) l 0) 997. 50 57. 5 520. 00 360. 00 | 270. 00 
| 22, (00. O 1 n) 1, 057. 50 917. 50 600. 06 | 420.00 | 320. 00 
H > 00 ] ) Ll | 7 } 690. 00 | 490. 00 | 880, 00 
24.000. 00 1,177.50] 1,037.50 | 7H0.00 | 660. 00 | 440. 00 
} 25, G00. 00 1, 0 1, 237.50} 1,097. W | 850. 00 640. 00 { 510. 00 
“i} 26, 000. 00 1,7 W) 1, 297. 50 1, 157. 50 | 980. 00 720. 00 | 580. 00 
27, OX ) | 1,8 j 1, 357. 50 1, 217. 50 | 1, 090. 00 810. 00 660. 00 
j |} 1, 2 ) 1, 417. 50 | 1, 277. % | 1, 200. 00 | 900. 00 740. 00 
| Sanu] Zono| Les! Livre] xan] fooxeo| saree 
\ Pe , 537. 50 , 397. 50 | , 440. 00 1, 100. 00 929. 00 
Of ) ‘ ) 1,597.50! 1, | 1,570.00 | 1, 210. 00 1, 029. 09 
| 2, 240. 00 | 1,657.50] 1,6 ( 1, 700. 09 | 1, 320. 00 1, 120. 00 
2, 320. OU 1,71 0 | 1,{ ) 1, $50. 09 | 1, 440. 00 1, 220. 00 
4, OOK 2, 400. 00 1,777. 50 1, 637. 50 | 2, 600. 00 1, 560. 00 1, 320. 00 
] n 2, 480. 00 1,837.50] 1,697.50 | 2' 150.00 | 1, 690. 00 1' 430. 00 
| i 16U. OO 1,997.50 | 1,757. 60 2, 300. 00 | 1, 820. 60 1, 540. 00 
37, 2, 640, 0 1,957.50] 1,817. 59 2, 460). 00 1, 960. 00 1, 660. 00 
Ae } 720. 00 2,017. 50 1, 877. 50 2, 620. 00 2, 100, 00 1, 780. 09 
| 39, OOK ) 10. 00 2, 077. 50 | 1, 937. 50 2, 790. 00 | 2. 240. 00 1, 910. 00 
| 40, 00 ) 8). OO 2, 137. 50 1, 907. 50 2, 960. 00 | 2. 380. 00 2, 040, 00 
if 41, 00 00 | 2, 197. 50 2, 057. | 3 140, 00 | 2, 6 530. 00 | 2, 170. GO 
' 42, 0 " 040. 00 | 2, 257.50 | 2,117.50 g, 320. 00 2 680. oo 2, 300. 00 
| 43, 000. OF 120. 00 2,317.50} 2,17 3, 510. 00 | 2, 830. 00 2, 440. 00 
i| 44, | . 200. 00 | 2, 377. 50 | 2 3, 700. 00 | 2, 98V. 00 2, 580. 00 
f 45, ) oR0. 00 2, 437. 50 | 3, 90u. GO 8, 130. 00 2, 730. 00 
| 46, 000. 00 0, OO | 2, 497. 50 | } 4, 100. 00 8, 280. 00 2, 880. 00 
| 47, 000. Of 3, 440. 00 | 2, 557. 50 | 4, 310.00 | 3, 440. 00 8, 040. 00 
} 48, 000. 3, 520. 00 | 7. 5 4, 520. 00 | 3, 600, 00 3, 200. 00 
49, Guu. UO 8, 600. 00 | , 677. 5 4, 740. 00 3, 760. 00 3, 370. 00 
50, 000. 3, G80. 00 | . 787. 5 4, 960. 09 | 8, 920. 00 3, 540. 00 
51, 00 60. 00 | 797.5 | 5, 190. 00 4, 080. 00 3, 720. 00 
52. 000. 00 3,840.00} 2,857.5 5, 420. 00 4, 240. 00 8, 900. 60 
63, 000. GO 3, 920. 00 | § 5 } 5, 660. 00 4, 410. 00 4, 090. 00 
54, 000. 00 4, 000. 00 977. 50 | | 5, 900. 00 4, 580. 00 4, 280. 00 
! 55, 000, 00 | 4, 080. 00 , 087. 5 6, 150. 00 4, 750. 00 4, 470. 00 
56, 000. 00 | 4, 160. 00 | , 097. 5 | 6, 400. 00 4, 920. 00 4, 660. 00 
57,000.00} 4, 240. 00 3, 167.5 | 6, 660. 00 5, 090. 00 4, 860. 00 
68, G00. 00 | 1, 320. 00 3, 217. 5 | 6, 920. 00 5, 260. 00 5, 060. 09 
59, 000. 00 4, 400. 00 8, 277. 5 i 7, 190. 00 5, 440. 00 5, 270. 00 
60,000.00} 4, 480. 00 337. § 7, 460. 00 5, 620, 00 5, 480. 00 
61, 000. 00 4, 560. 00 | 3, 397. 5 | 7, 740. 00 5, 800. 00 5, 690, 00 
| 62, 000. 00 4, 640. 00 ‘ | &, 020. 00 5, 980. 00 5, 900. 00 
63, 000. 00 | 4, 720.00 7 ; 5 8, 310. 00 6, 160. a 6, 120. 00 
| 64, 000. 00 | 4, 800. 00 3, & 2, 437. ! 8, 600. 00 6, 340. 00 } 6, 340.00 
65,000.00 | 4,880.00 | $37. 5 3, 497. 50 | 8, 900. 00 6, 530. 00 6, 570, 00 
66, 000. 00 | 4, 960. 00 8, 557. 50 9, 200. 00 6, 720. 00 6, 800. 00 
67, 000. 00 | 5, 040. 00 7.§ 8, 617. 50 9, 510. 00 6, 910. 00 7, 040. 00 
68, 000. 00 | 5, 120. 00 ‘ . 5 3, 677. 50 9, 820. 00 7, 100. 7,2 
69, 000. 00 5, 200. 00 877. 3, 737.50 10, 149. 00 7200.00 + 530 00 
70, 000. 00 | 6, 280. 00 937.5 3, 797. 50 10, 460. 00 7, 480. 00 7, 730. 00 
71, 000. 00 | 6, 360. 00 | 7.6 3, 857. 50 10, 790. 00 7,680. 00 8, 040. 00 
72, 000. 00 | 5, 440. 00 7.5 3, 917. 50 11, 120. 00 7, 880. 00 8, 300. 00 
| 73, 000. 00 | , 520. 00 7. 5 3, 977. 50 11, 460. 00 8, 080. 00 8, 560. 00 
74, 000 0 5, OU 00 | Bt 4, 087. 50 11, 800. 00 8, 280. 00 &, 820. 00 
75, 000. 00 5, 680. 00 | 6 4, O97, 5 | 12, 150. 00 8, 480. 00 9, 090. 00 
76, O00, OK 5, 760. 00 | 207. 5f 4, 157. 50 12, 500. 00 8, 680. 00 9, 360. GO 
77, 000. 00 | §, 840. 00 | 4,217.5 12, 860. 00 8, 890. 00 9, 640. 00 
| 78,000.00} 5,920.00 | | 4,277. 18, 220. 00 9, 100. 00 9, 920. 00 
| 79, 000 6, 000. 00 | j 4,837.5 13, 590. 00 9, 310. 00 10, 260. 00 
80, 000. 00 6, O80. 00 | a 13, 960. 00 9, 520. 00 } 10, 480. 00 
if $1, 000. 00 6, 160. 00 | | 4, 457. 5¢ 14, 340. 00 9,730.00 10,770.00 
82, 000. 6, 240. 00 | | 4 | 14, 720. 00 9,940.00} 11, 060. 00 
83, 000. 00 6, 320. 00 4, 6 15, 110. 00 10, 160. 00 11, 360. 00 
84, 000, 00 6, 409. 00 4, 637. 50 15, 500, 00 | 10, 380, 00 11, 660. 00 
85, 000. 00 6, 480. 00 | 4, 697. 50 | 15, 900. 00 10, 600, 00 | 11, 970. 00 
86, 000. 00 6, 560. 00 4 4, 757. 50 i 16, 300. 00 | 10, 820. 00 | 12, 280. 00 
87. 000. 00 6. 640. 00 .{ 4,817. 50 | 16, 710, 00 11, 040. 00 | 12, 590. 00 
88, 000. 00 6, 720. 00 | 5, 4,877.50} 17,120.00; 11, 260.00 12, 900. 00 | 
89,000.00} 6,800.00] 6, 4,937.50} 17,540.00 | 11,490.00} 13, 220.00 
90, 000. 00 6, 880. 00 | 5, 4, 997. 50 17, 960. 00 11, 720. 00 | 13, 540. 00 
1 91, 000. 00 6, 960. 00 5, 5, 057. 50 18, 390. 00 11, 950. 00 13, 870. 00 | 
| 92, GOO, O 7,040. 00 | 5, 2 5, 18, 820. 00 12, 180. 00 | 14, 200. 00 | 
93,000.00 | 7, 120.00 f 6, 177. 5 19, 260. 00 12,410.00} 14, 540.00 | 
} 94, 000. 00 | 7, 200. 00 | 6,3 5, 19, 700. 00 12, 640. 00 | 14, 880. 00 | 
95, 000. 00 | 7, 280. 00 j 5, 5, 297. : 20, 150. G0 12, 880. 00 15, 230. 00 
96, 000.00 7,360.00}  &, $357.50} gneoneo|  13.130.00 15, 580. 00 | 
| 97, 000. 00 7, 440. 00 6, 5, 417. 60 21, 060. 00 | 13, 360. 00 } 15, 940. 00 
98, 000. 00 7, 520.00 | 5 6, 477. 80 21, 520. 00 | 13, (00. 00 | 1G, 300. 00 | 
| 99, 000. 00 | 7, 600. 00 | 5 5, 537. 50 21, 990. 00 | 13, 540. 00 16, 660. 00 
100, GOO. 00 A 680. 00 | 5, : 5, 597. 50 22, 460. 00 | 14, GRO. 00 17, 020. 00 
f 150, 000. 00 1, 680. 00 & E 8, 497. 30 46, 460. 00 26, 580. 00 35, 520. @ 
\ 200, 000. 00 15,680.00] 41 50 | » 597. 50 | 70, 960. 00 3, 080.00 54, 020. 00 
j 250, 000. 00 19, 680. 00 14 50 | 14, 507. 50 | 95, 960. 00 51, 589. 00 73, 020. 00 | 
300, 000.00 } 23, 680. 00 7 i 17,597.50 | 120,960.00 64, 080. 06 92, 020. 06 
| 500, 000.00] , 680. 00 29, 50 | 29, 597. 50 220, 960. 00 114, 080. 00 | 170, 020. 00 
__1, 000, 000, 00 | _79, 680.00 | 58, 737.50 | 59, 597. 50 470, 960. 00 239, 080. 00 870, 020. 00 





























It is a ue th it it is unfair toe compel the rich man to pay 
40 | cent f his income w e taxing the ordinary or sma 
NCOTE payer 1 | t I t might be true if it were a 
1 If { l t vé ble he wi l fi h 
; pays : t the poor man 
income of 510 ( that to sav. Mr. Mel , or Mr. Me » < 
Mr. Rockefeller each pays the same tax as any other taxpayt 
receiving an in ne of $10,000 annually True, W 1 the 1 
man gets an income over $10,000, then he | @ ty r) 
graduated surtax. The theory is, those who profit out <« he 
economic condition of the country should be willing t e | 

a part of that pre to maintain the Government vw 
protects them and permits them to e such profits There 
is one way they ca avoid paying these hich surtaxes, and 
that is cease making such ey ; profit An exami liom © 
the last table will show that on an in eo a wil 291 
$25,000 annually under the law « 1 Othe xpaver p j 
$1,680; under the Mellon plan he would e paid $1,257.50, 
or $442.50 less than under the old law Under the present 
law he will pay $1,097.50, or $582.50 less than under the 1921 
act and $140 less than Mellon proposed. We will jump now 
to an income of $50,000 The 1921 act comnelled the ta 
payer to pay a normal tax « $3.680. while unde the Mellon 
plan he would have paid $2,737.50, being $042.50 less f t 
the 1921 law, while the present law compels him to pay 
$2597.50. or $1.082.50 less than the 1921 act or $140 less tha 
the Mellon plan. We will now jump to a £100,000 income or 
which under the law of 1921 the taxpaver had to pay a nor 
mal tax of 87.680, while the Mellon plan pre viek for 5.737.700 
or $1,942.50 less than that of 192 The present law provides 
for a payment of $5,597.50, or $2,082.50 less than the 1921 law 


er $140 less than the Mellon ph: n. 


It is not the normal tax, however, that tells the story of w 
Mr. Mellon and others of the same class were so anxiou I 
you will examine the surtax column, you can easi reach a 
conclusion as to why the intense interest of the millionaire tax 
payer in the Mellon plan. For instance, it will be seen under 
the 1921 act the surtax on $10,000 was $40, while under the 
Melion plan and the present law there is no surtax. Take the 


under the 1921 act the surtax was 
The Melion plan provided for $640, or $240 less than the 
1921 act, while the present law provides for $510, or $370 


case of an income of $25,000: 
S880, 


less 


than the 1921 act lake an income of $35,000. Under the old 
law of 1921 the surtax was $2,150, while the Mellon plan car- 
ried a tax of $1,690, or $460 less than the old law. The present 
law provides $1,430, or $720 less than the eld law. <A $50,000 


income under the old law carried a surtax of $4.960. The Mel 
lon plan provided $3,920, or $1,040 less than the old law, while 
the present law provides $3,540, or $1,420 less than the old law. 
You will observe from the table the amount saved by the pres- 
ent law and that preposed by the Mellon plan was all in favor 
of the present law as against the Mellon plan until you reach an 
income of $64,000, when it is exactly the same. That is to say 
the preposed Mellon plan saved the taxpayer in surtaxes on an 
income of $64,000, $2,260, and so does the present law. I hepe 
all will make a close examination of the table from that on. 
For instance, take an income of $75,000. The Mellon plan 
proposed a saving of $3,670, while the present law saves $3,060; 


while on an income of $100,000 the Mellon plan proposed a 
saving of $8,380, and the present law saves $5,440. On a 


$200,000 income the Mellon plan preposed a saving of $31,880, 
while the present law saves $16,940. Take a $500,000 income; the 
Mellon plan would have saved the taxpayer $106,880, while the 
present law him $50,940. On an income of $1 


ST.000,000 the 
Mellon plan made a difference 


Saves 
in surtax from the old law of $231,- 
880, while the present law makes a difference of $100,940, or a dif- 
ference between the Mellon plan and the present law of $130,840. 

I thinl se figures explain much. I am inclined 


to thir 





however, when a man receives an income of from $50,006 

$64,000 annually he should be satisfied with the reduction he is 
receiving; and certainly the income-tax payer who gets more 
than that will be able to keep the wolf away from the door afte: 


ij under the new law. 
POSTAL LEGISLATION 

Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
legislation will not a charge upon the Treasury a 
subcommittee of the Post Office committee has gathered much 
data to enable them to formulate proposed legislation revising 


paying ! tax 
PROPOSED 


iH 


because 


use 


be 





the postal rates on all classes of mail matter. Congressman 
KELLY, chairman of the subcommittee in charge of the revi 

of rates program, has advised the Congress that his subcom- 
mittee had gone as far as it could go, pending the report of 


the Cost Ascertainment Commission, 
report would be in pos 


and that he expected such 
essiok of the subcommittee in ample 
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. this | 


. 

wee 

tae 
— 


time F e introducti ‘ i a 
om ing of the shor wes ' ) ' 
in ad { ic A A I ( ‘ 
efliciency, productivit and ent! i 
t i postal 1 or} 
y } I iw ! ‘ 
to ad os ii Ulit © i i l 
economies Lin ry 
ihe LoLow re I or ft pr S [ 
ALARY 4 Ht i 
A tht in ise of 9000 Lor a erks and sp 
city tett ( riers in I na a ¢ S| ‘ ‘ 
i existing | s ol I I on ilk ‘ i 
I grace ind credit sl titu ‘ tinue 
Provision is mack t 4 utomatle progression of ch 
ind « ) es in the ite kt grades to 1 pondit 
£ i ‘ t new iiw W out inte ‘ e WwW the Lo 
I ) 1 ¢ hit ier 
‘ r I ‘ t ¢ il ] I vill be 
per (for ¢ an | t 1 based on d 1‘ 
the annual « pensation by . which Ww 1 be fc id 
hy & 
Cc el ry t : Sunday ser hall | nte I 
( t x days ur y ‘ ce and for 
d on om t! sO) ad: folk oliday of service 
f ept the last three Sundays in the endat ear, ( l 
pensatory time for the last t e Sunday tle lar ye 
t r lon o7 ( tl 0 days fe W Sur ‘ 
ce if the xigencies tl ervice I 
S ( I I 1 ivtl r t ' ‘ rt ‘ thea 
li l es ays In the calendar year and for Christmas Day 
ren Ss k lea \ pay in each fiscal year, exclusive 
of Sundi ind holidays provided. Such sick leave to be 
‘ iti but not re than 3O days’ sick leave shall be 
granied in any one fiscal yea 
substitute clerks and carriers will receive 65 cents per hour. 
MOTOR-VEHICLE BMPLOY DB: 
Mo vehicl emp! ees are classified into grades with auto- 
tic promotion and varying salary increases, none of which 
‘ SO) 
SF Dm THIRD CLAS re T™ AR TERS 
Second and third class postma rs receive an average in 
creuse of $100. Third-class postmasters also receive specific al- 
lowances for clerk hire not to be decreased by more than 25 


per cent. Fourth-class postmasters receive an average increase 
|} of 15 per cent on cancellations 
| Kt Al, CARRIUR 
Ktural carriers are allowed 4 cents per mile per day for the 


upkeep of their equipment. 
of $360 for such employees 
Laborers, 
$150 

in 
Liou 
report 


This provides an average increase 
messengers, and so forth, will reeeive a flat increase 
of , 

view of these facts, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
se, I trust that you will adept th 
and give to the faithful employees in the Postal Service a 


sincerel) conference 


well«leserved and well-merited, though tardy, recognition of 
their splendid work 
IMMIGRATION ACT 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, the statements made on the 
floor of the House yesterday by the gentleman from Kansas 


[Mr. Trncher], the gentleman from ¢ 
and the gentleman from Texas [Mr 
again stated to-day to the number of 
whom my resolution would apply and relic 
without any justification and with willful d 


wilifornia 
Box], 


(Mr. Raker] 
and which we 


rrants to 


re 
those immi 


have 


as 
made 


of facts 


ve, heen 


The only excuse I can find for their wild and irrational state 
ments is their fierce and unfounded prejudice against the for 
¢ion born s whenever tne question of gration or prohi 
bition j he r considered they become ysterical, and their 
‘ 1 | speech borders on insanity and fanaticism But 
gentlemen of the House, this is not a question of immigratior 
as Was se propel ly state by the gentleman from North Caro 
lina [Mr. Pou] nis is a questi of deportation 

And as has been stated e gentleman from Geor Mr 
UPSHAW it is a humane question—a questioi “ , 
should let the wives and iidren, the fathers and methe i 


American citizens and, in some instanc orph nd a few 
hundred others already admitted, to remain in the United 
States, or whether, in view of the ruling of ie Supreme Cvurt, 
they should be deported. 

My original reselution would not have permitted, as has beer 
stated by the gentleman from California |Mr. RAKgEK], the 
} ¢ ntry ol hundreds of thousands who are on the seas and in 
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foreign ports. It was carefully prepared to legalize the admis- 

ion of t who are now in the United States and of those 
who embarked prior to or on May 26, the date the Supreme 
Court rendered its decision reversing the ruling of the Federal 
district and circuit courts of New York. 


jose 


lburing my 17 years of service I pride myself that I have 
er deliberately made misstatements to the House, and I 
resent any imputation that I have endeavored to mislead the 


Htouse by the wording of this 
of ® Tlouse | 


For the information 
the resolution: 


resolution. 
read the text of 


Resolved, etc., That aliens who embarked for the United States on or 
efor May 26, 1924, arriving in excess of quotas fixed under authority 
of tl ict entitled “An act to limit the immigration of aliens into the 
United States,” approved May 19, 1921, as amended and extended, may, 
i w admissible and if not subject to deportation for other 


iu , be permitted to enter and to remain in the United States with- 
out regard to the provisions of such act of May 19, 1921, 


nded 


as amended 
id te 


The 


and is 


resolution comes back from the Senate in amended form, 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Raker] and the 
centieman from Texas [Mr. Box] have taken it upon themselves 
to inform some members of the Senate Committee on Immigra- 

m that my resolution as originally passed by the House 
would authorize and permit to remain those designated in the 
resolution, but would also allow the coming of hundreds of 
thousands of others and serve as a loophole to defeat our 
present restrictive immigration laws, I take the liberty of in- 
cluding in my remarks the Senate amendments, which authorize 
to remain in the United States the following: 


(1) 


Aliens heretofore admitted 
for a later month; 


in excess quota and charged to the 
quota 
(2) Aliens heretofore admitted under a construction of such act of 
May 19, 1921, required by court decision; 
Aliens arriving in the United States after May 26 and before 
July 1, 1924, who departed for the United States on or before May 26, 
1924, believing in good faith that they would be admitted pursuant to a 
construction of such act of May 19, 1921, required by court decision ; 
and 
(4) Aliens 


extreme hardship 


heretofore temporarily admitted under bond to relieve 


ises of 


The statements made to some of the members of the Senate 
committee were unwarranted and unjustified, as the wording 
of the resolution clearly showed the intent of affording relief 
solely to the unfortunate immigrants who were already here 
or who had embarked prior to or on May 26. In no sense of 
ihe word would it have permitted the coming of the number 
churged by the gentlemen who are suffering with immigration 
hysteria, To disprove the assertion of these gentlemen that I 
intended to permit the coming of any other, I desire to state 
that I acquiesced to the Senate amendments which specifically 
enumerate the classes to be relieved, and this the gentlemen 
were well aware of at the time of the meeting of the House 
Committee on Immigration, because the classes named in the 
Senate amendments were those, and only those, that would 
be covered by my original resolution. It were they alone 
that I sought to save and spare from the horrors of deporta- 
tion and the misery which would follow. I believe that if I 
to-day called upon this House to disagree to the Senate amend- 
ments, a majority would be with me, because they are convinced 
that my original resolution was not misleading but clear in its 
scope, meritorious, and entitled to the vote and support of 
every man who is not blinded by prejudice and uncontrolled by 
the un-American organization which is responsible for nearly 
all, if not all, the irrational attacks and activities on the im- 
migration question. Right here I take the privilege of insert- 
ing an editorial of a great newspaper—the New York World. 
It expresses the view of the duty of Congress as to the action 
that should be taken on this resolution: 


IT SHOULD NOT FAIL TO PASS 
The Sabath resolution for the relief of immigrants facing deportation 


as a result of the United States Supreme Court's decision in the Gott- 


lieb case has passed the House, It is inconceivable that it should fail 
in the Senate. 
Many thousands of persons, through no fault of their 


own, are 
Most of them are women and 
children—the wives and offspring of immigrants belonging to the ex- 
cepted classes under the restrictions of the immigration law. They 
have followed their husbands and fathers in good faith and on the 
strength of lower Federal court interpretations of the law which the 
Supreme Court has recently overruled. To tear them away now and 
send them back homeless and helpless is business little becoming the 
American Republic. 


affected by the Supreme Court's decision. 








It must not be. It would shame us unspeakably in the eyes of tha 
civilized world. Congress should not adjourn until the Sabath resolu 
tion has been put through. 


PUEBLO INDIAN BILL 


MORROW. Mr. Speaker, the passage of Senate bil] 
which is intended for a quieting of the title to lands 
within the Pueblo land grants of New Mexico, meets a situation 
in the State of New Mexico that has needed this legislation for a 
period of half a century. The history of Pueblo Indians and 
legislation for them dates back as early as 1551, when they 
were under the control of Spain. 

It was at this period when the Spanish Emperor Charles 
attempted to have these Pueblos taught the Roman Catholic 
faith. At this early date these Pueblo Indians were practicing 
agriculture before any other European settlement had been 
attempted on the shores of America. The Spanish priests did 
a great work in bringing to the Indians a certain amount of 
Christian belief; while most of these Indians practice the 
Christian religion, they still cling to many of their forms of 
pagan worship. It ought to be called to the attention of our 
American lawmakers that these Indians when found here near] 
four centuries ago had reached perhaps in some respects as 
high a degree of civilization as they now possess. In the 
construction of buildings and in many ways their method of 
living was, indeed, similar, except that some of the Pueblos 
resorted to cliff dwellings and cavite habitations. It would 
appear that this form of habitation was for the purpose of 
protection to themselves against other warlike or marauding 
bands, 

These real American people led a simple life of hunting and 
to some extent tilling the soil, and raising corn for food, work 
ing the same up into meal by means of stone implements. 

To show how complicated much of the titles to this real 
estate has become it is only necessary to refer to some of the 
old laws or decrees under the Spanish Government which per 
mitted them to sell at public auction their real estate. This 
dates back to May 24, 1571. Much of this data that I am 
stating here I am indebted for to the speech of Hon A. B. 
Renehan, delivered at the conference of the League of the 
Southwest at Santa Barbara, Calif., June 9, 1923. In the 
speech is embodied a very clear history of the Pueblo life 
from the time that the Government of Spain took charge 
down to this date. 


Mr. 
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LAW OF JUNB 18, 1518 

(a) So that our vassals may promote discovery and settlement in 
the Indies and live in the comfort and advantage which we desire for 
them, it is our will that houses, lands, lots, and caballerias (a piece 
of land 100 feet wide and 200 feet long) and peonias (a piece of land 
50 feet wide and 100 feet long) be set off to all those who went 
forth to populate new territory in towns and places, which by the 
governor of the new settlement, shall be marked out to them main- 
taining the distinction between gentlemen and laborers, and those of 
higher rank and merit, and in order that they increase and better 
them, considering the quality of their services, and that they may 
practice husbandry and stock raising; and having established upen 
them their homes and farms, and resided in those towns four years, we 
grant them the power thenceforward to sell them and do with them as 
they wish, freely, as their own property; and likewise according to 
their character, the governor or whoever may have our faculty, shall 
look out for the Indians in the partition which he may make so that 
they may enjoy their benefits and the stays comformable to the rates 
and that which may be ordained, ete. 


LAW 12 OF THE EMPEROR CHARLES OF MARCI 14 AND MAY 2, 1550 


Whereas the grazing of cattle, horses, hogs, and other large and 
smal] stock does great damage to the cornfields of the Indians, and 
particularly where they go at large and without herders. 

We command that there be no such pasturing in districts and places 
where injury may result, therefore let them be aloof from the pueblos of 
the Indians and their planted ground, without fail, since there are 
lands and herbage afar off for herding and grazing without doing dam 
age, and let the justices see that the owners of flocks and those inter- 
ested in the public welfare employ as many herders and guards as may 
suffice to prevent damage, and if any damage happens take steps for 
satisfying the same. 

Another decree of Charles V, of the year 1533 (which is the 7th law, 
title 17, book 4, of the Recopilacion de las Indias}, commanded that 
the forests contained within the grants, which may have been made 
or may be made in the Indies, should be common alike to the Spaniards 
and to the Indians, “and so we direct the viceroys and courts to cause 
it to be kept and fulfilled.” 

And as some persons without authority from his Majesty have oc 
cupied a very large portion of the limits and lands without lawful 
consent for making corrals, building shacks and cabins, and bringing 








24 


19 











their floeks t! witl t their being common to all the residents, any 

ordinance or regulation to the contrary notwithstanding and final! 

by the royal decree of O r 20, 1598 (which is law 14, title 8, book 

6 of the R. I.), Don Fel lso co anded 

“TT f the Ss, | lents, and governors have provided 

and taken measures for the ilfillment and aceomplishment of the 

re ns sior q ed to be made aceording to the 

E or’s ¥V and if any person should be aggrieved and should 

interpos ppea k it be heard by the council of th Indies 

and no other tribunal * * © And as there were to be marked 

off and given lands, waters, and forests to the Indians tif they 

should taken away from them by the Spaniards, Just compensa- 

tion therefor shall be made to them somewhere el and in such 

case there shall be created a eommissian of three members of the 

audiencia (law court) so that if any persons be aggrieved they 

may hear them on appeal and cause reparation of the injury, as t 
that which is prohi yited to the audiencias.” 

LAW OF MAY 24, 1571 
When the Indians would sell their rea] estate or personal estate, let 


them be brought to public auction upon publication of notice by the eom 
mon erier, real property for the period of 30 days and personal prop- 








erty for the period of 9 days, and let whatever may be struck off in 
any other way be of no value or effect; but if it seem right to the 
judge, for any reason, to abridge the time as to personal property he 
may do so. 

And as the properties which Indians usually sell are of little price, 
and if in all sales they would have to proceed according to these regu 
lations, it would be to cause such costs as the principal would amount 
to. 


We ordain that this law shall be kept and enforced where the prin- 
cipal exceeds $30 in common gold, and not where less, and therefore 
in such case it will be sufficient for the Indian vendor to appear before 
the ordinary judge to ask leave to make the sale, and it appearing upon 
investigation that what he wants to sell is his, and that it will not 
be injurious to him to alienate it, he may give leave, setting forth his 
authority in writing which the purchaser shall execute, as being suff 
cient for the purpose. 


LAW OF MARCH 16, 1642 


We ordain that the sale, culture, and adjustment of lands be made 
with such regard for the Indians that all thereof which belongs to them 
will remain theirs, and eyen more, as well in private ownership as in 
community ownership, also the waters and the irrigation; and the 
lands on which they may have made ditches or other improvements 
whereby, through their personal industry, they may have been made 
productive, shall, in the first place, be reserved, and on no account 
may they be sold or alienated; and the judges who, for this purpose, 
are sent shall list the Indians whom they find on the lands, and the 
lands which they leave to each one of the tributaries, old men, re- 
serves, caciques, governors, absentees, and communities. 


LAW 17 OF DON FEIAPH IV OF JUND 20, 1646 

The more to favor and protect the Indians and so that they may not 
euffer injury: 

We command that the allotments of lands be not of these which 
Spaniards may have acquired from the Indians contrary to our royal 
decrees and ordinances or possess by vicious title, for, in respect to 
these lands, it is our will that the protector attorneys and the attorneys 
for the audiencias, if there are no protector attorneys, follow equity 
and the law which empowers them by decrees and ordinances for the 
purpose of seeking the nullification of such contracts. 
viceroys, presidents, and audiencias to give every 


complete accomplishment. 


And we charge 


asSistance for its 


DECREE OF JUNE 4, 1687 

Whereas in my royal council of the Indies there is knowledge that 
the Marquis de Falces, count of Santisteban, while Viceroy of the 
Provinces of New Spain, promulgated an ordinance on the 26th of 
May, 1567, whereby he commanded that in the pueblos of the Indians, 
which might need lands to live upon and to plant, there should be 
given 500 varas, or so much more as might be necessary, and that 
therefore there should not be made to any person any grant of any 
tract of land which might not be at a distance of 1,000 varas, cloth or 
silk measurement, and away from the settlement and houses of the Indians 
and lands separated 500 varas from said settlement, as has been shown 
by the copy of the gaid ordinance which has come to the council, and 
that against this proceeding, order, and practice the owners of ranches 


and lands continue to go upon the lands of the Indians, ousting them 
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settlements, whereby they will come to be without anvyt to gy 
them, understanding that from the last 500 ‘ ] four wine 
is meant that which is declared and commanded in vs 12 and 18 
title 12, book 9, of the Nueva Recopi i 1 Ind v pil 
tion of the laws of the Indies), and because « he n | ment 
damages, and diminutions which from this t i res t 
these native (naturales) it as been consid : conmanid 
that to the Indian pueblos which need lands to and to plant 
there be given not only the 500 varas as provided by t rdinane 
but also what varas they may need, to be measured d from th 
last boundaries and houses of the place to all the four wind fe 
instance, 500 varas or more to the east, and a like manne ihe west 
north, and south, the rim of the pucblo always ren g vacant 
hucco el casco), these 500 varas to be given ne nly to the pu 
which may be a seat (or capital) but to all eo which may a 
for them, and need them, as well those already inhabited as t! 
which may hereafter be founded and settled, since t! way al 
would have lands to plant, and by which they may have something t 
eat, and upon which to graze their flocks, it being right and very muel 
in accord with my royal kindr 3 for me to < out for the Indian 
who, I notice, suffer many injustices and molestation view of the 
fact that they a those who sustain, benelit, and fructify my royal 
rown and all my vassals. 

1E AMENDMENT OF THE DECREP O TUNE 4 7 

Royal Cedula, of July 12, 169° ked by f ler f New Spain 
to V ite the manner and form to be followed in maki t! measure 
menut of the G00 varas of land which are to be g 1 t I of 
the Indians and assigned to them by the roy decree « tl at f 
May, 1567. 

The KinG, President and civil judges of my royal audiencia of 
Mexico : 

In behalf of the farmers of this New Spain it has been represented 
to me that many are the vexations and molestations whieh they 
undergo and suffer because of the suits which the Indians are continu 
ally instituting, from which results the diminution not alone of the 


public revenues but of my own; and for the remedy whereof they beg 
that I will be pleased to order that the privileges may be 
which were granted to them by the lords, 
observed literally and without 
given to them an advocaté 


maintained 
kings, my predecessors, to be 
interpretation, and that may be 
their cnuses who should be a 
minister of the audiencia, and they say that the Indians, with the idea 
of depriving them of their farms and flocks, find it worth while to 
build huts of sod and stone and mud and thereupon with this idea run 
to the audiencia, so that in conformity with the ordinance of Marques 
de Galves, count of Santistevan of May 26, 1567 ight be 
to be measured the 500 bet ween 
ranches and those of the Indians, and in this manner the Indians bring 
it to pass that the lands of farmers conflict with their own, and 
that although this injury is of great gravity, yet greater is that which 
results from the ecdula issued June 4, 1687, whereby there was granted 
to the pueblos of Indians another 100 varas over and above the 500 
commanded to measured to them to all the four winds, from the 
last house, the rim of the pueblo remaining free, and this being of so 
much detriment to the farmers they ask that it be not followed, and 
that the requirement of the ordinance have force only in those pueblos 
which were settled before the made and before the estab 
lishment of their ranches, and that the measurements be understood a 
starting, not from the last house of the pueblo the center 
and the church, which ts in the middle, and this should only be effective 
in those pueblos which are seats, whither the people necessarily repair 
four the administration of the holy sacraments, and so that the other 
varas may be measured off to the Indians—which they ask the 
church, sufficient reason is to be found in the fact that the Indians 
do not have their houses in regular form, for they are distant on« 


there 
to appear in 


, there 1 
intervene 


caused 


varas which should their 


these 


be 


grants were 


but from 


from 


trom 
the other 30 or 40 varas, and some of them as much as a quarter of a 
league from where their farms are injured; and they furt! ask 
the Indians be not permitted to build their huts or brotherhood h: 
on their farming lands, for thereby they make the pretense of a town 
for themselves upon false basis, and thence take the measurement of the 
lands, and the farmers are despolled of their farms and their places 
by means of the sales which the Indians make of 


er that 


04 


them and other proper 
ties, and besides the quantity of money which the farmers pay to Indian 
workmen and what more collected in the and the of 
the visits which the governor and alcaldes mayores—chief local 
judges—wmake to their farms and ranches for their own particular ends 
and objects Involve an ever-increasing fee bill, and the matter ha 
been considered in council of the Indies, the close 


is woods, costs 


my with attention 





or driving them off, sometimes by force and sometimes by fraud, on | which it requires, and having considered what you h reported con 
which account the unfortunate Indians leave their lands and their | cerning it in the letter of January 7 of this year d al that which 
pueblos, just what the Spanish hunger for and want, intending and | im this regard the attorney general has stated I |! resolved that the 
attaining that these 1,000 varas, which are to be separate from the | Cedula, issued June 4 of the year past—1657 already mentioned, shall 
pueblos, shall be mensured from the Church of Hermitage, which the be kept, fulfilled, and enforced precisely, and of v ! ! nowledged 
settlements usually have in the center of the place, and that it should | receipt, but that it shall be understood that t t 600 + 

happen that the whole body of the pueblos will be included in the i which are to lie in between the land and ' I 4 
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jurisdl 


nicer of tl 


ind those measured from the 


hureh of the 


tion of the farmers shall be 
underst 
the 


reapect 


ie pueblos 
from 
in 
from 
t hae 


anding by this from the 
house ; I 


and not and that the 


1,100 


ranches 


last 
the 
the pueblo to the livestock 
And from this method 
iand of the Indians 
ited to one and the 


same 
followed to which 
ire to 
ex 
of 
lengthen- 
and 
no lands 
ind 
injury fet it 
gre 
no 


distance ot the varas 
there are t 


which 


toe 


sunt n right way if be 


whether the p 
it shall be « 
line 


injury 


perienced to artition yr to those 


the farmers, mpens »ther by 


h 
ind 


»nsidered 
if there 
compositions 
the 


it out their in su is be least 


either 


plac 
the 


Indians 


s may just 


pr other; and 


the 


judicial to one party ire 


rom the partition of th or 


the 
the 


with laborers from which be done 


that 
for 
and 
par- 


to compensate 


belong 


tHKke at care 


that 


to 


and will 
and 


Indians 


from lands which 
this 
omplaint 


h 


to me, you 


with much fairness 
shall 
manner 

ilarly, that 
to hold himself 


particularly 


done 40 equality 
to the 


them 


reason 


be given either 
that 
all 


within 


t} 
ne 


farmers 
ind 


1 
Shall 
*h 
to him 


in su among no lawsuits arise 


show 80 much equity that ea 


the 
the 


one m 


*ncouraged 


limits anil will 


the 


elonging 
ind adv 


yu more 


attend to welfare antage of Indians as I 


have commanded 
Wherefore, 
ind 


main inh Obese 


“fited vill 


may 


in order that they may be bens for such is my 


order that lirection 


he 


upon receipt of this dispatch, and in my 


vance, you will advise 
Decreed at Madrid, July 12, 1695 


Signed) I 


me at its ppportunity 


By order of the king 


Signed DERNARIMNG AD myTO OD *aARDINAS 


lla de Franco 


From the time of the early Spanish 
back nearly 400 years ago, these 
together, trading back and forth, und in many 
ried, that in many instances the lands 
came the Spaniards’ and have remained to their 
Chis especially true the more fertile lands 
irrigated when there was a water supply for 
rhat these Indians practiced this method of 
evidenced upon every hand in New Mexico and 
they had dams and ditches and utilized water f 
ef crops, presumed to have been mostly mad 


seitiements, extending 
Indians and Spaniards lived 
CHESS 
Indians be 
lescendants 
that could 
tliat 
iwriculture is 
Arizona; that 


? al 
so 7 the 


is ol 


na 


tt 


‘orn since the date 


of the Spanish Government into New Mexico they have culti 
vated other grains and vegetables, 

That the water supply, so as to afford irrigation of land to 
ill of these different pueblos for their support, is in many 
enses insuflicient In fact, the area of cultivatable land to 
furnish food for the Indians to remain at home and cultivate 


the same is In some of the pueblos insufficient, 
is presented for solution that after the finding by the 
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Southern pueblos: 


Cochiti sab ts ec icy inibaalh ty sibiioesi laid nha eiotiptak ae 1 
Jemes aes att catnip Dac Ss predentin apelin tga aie oe = he ! 
} Sia 
cin abstain ce tiemaeaadaniem apie inns cen i a ati inane eae is ] 

} OGD itnnimeinmense a _— a a no 
DOOD sscccicnitctlepdnicnna ieediod dp taba Seiad hilililindin stains ou, G, G31 
Navaho Indians under southern pueblos__.....-__________ : 400) 

| = 
GEORG (OD «cncincichaliimbemmmmst iweb a 8, G44 
rhis population of quasi citizens of New Mexico should re 


vdijustments | 


tntermar- | 


purpose, | 


the growing | 


ind a problem j{ 
“pueblo | 


land board,” as is provided in the bill, has been made and when | 


the real needs of these Indiaus has been determined as to lund 
ind water in order to live and develop, steps should be taken 
to provide for the same before our public land is exhausted 
Che joint commission appointed under Senate bill 2932 should 
promptiy in dealing with this situation of the title to these 
Indian lands, so that the title of the settlers can be finally and 
firmly fixed and that the lands of the Indians likewise may be 
safeguarded 

This law, in my opinion, if carried to its real finality, 
should settle for all time the disputes 1 existing between the 
settlers, who claim certain title to land whieh has been in their 
and the descendants of many genera- 


~ 


act le 


+ 


ml 
1oV" 
for 


POSSESSLON, settlers 


tions rhe speedy clearing up of these titles should be brought 
about by this act: the Pueblo Indians now remaining, | herein 


set forth according to pueblos and papulation 


Northern pueblos; Population 
Nambe , 117 
Picuris ae . 108 
Pojoaque - . -< - 5 
San Ildefonso . = 3 100 
San Juan inti a ; 445 
Santa Clara — - tains snteiidiin penal 334 
Taos iia a. iat . . H07 
Tesuque ss ‘ 4 114 

DO UIE  cecenenanie = o om 1, 833 

Southern pueblos 
Acomita ‘ we 2 
McCartys " as — . inicio 182 
Ne TI cic caren an tite siidayeolliieniiaian oe 182 
Old Laguna -_- ons opiate tdenie . ne 409 
Seama oi _ . 280 
Mesita Fis caged tics tienes tility Rein india gy _— “ 177 
cnet ee 3 / " merci 545 
Kincinalanca nk ; shastnead 157 
(asa Blanca aie ra ash alinedthaal ddan ache ensanele atin aeiadidbiinad bis ides PR 
Sante Domingo _-~- t 2 5 on teestniadl 977 
aN 0 ae nae . asthiniahtentipis 225 
Sandia See - . 93 
ee eros Sere ee ecru is dep ctils sweintie 999 


| 
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ceive the attention of the State, and the State should give them 
the right of full citizenship as intended in the recently enacted 
legislation. The authorities of the Government to whom is 
detailed the working out of the problem of this land contro 
versy between the settler and the Pueblo people should make 
the settlement quickly and in complete conformity with the 
legislation enacted. Then the State should proceed to briny 
these people as closely under the jurisdiction of State laws as 
other citizens, with a view of encouraging individual effort for 
development among the Indians. 

In concluding my remarks upon the discussion IT have made 
I want to add the following as the views of a new Member o! 
Congress. In my short experience in Congress I want to say 
that { really believe that the Members of this body are hard 
working, conscientious men who desire to legislate in the inter 
ests of their constituents. And when I say that I also want 
to add that Iam a great believer in environment: that a Mem 
ber’s position upon a public question is frequently swayed by 
the peculiar conditions of his loeality. I have an editoria! 
rom the New Mexico State Tribune, of Albuquerque, N. Mex., 
whose editor is a fearless writer, and I believe in this article, 
which I here insert and take responsibility for. The article 
gives a different light concerning Congress than that which the 
press has been giving the public for some time. The article is o1 
June 1, 1924, and I embody it and extend it as a part of my own 
views, in perfect agreement with the same, and in contrast with 
the subsidized press that has so recently abused this Congress. 

The article is as follows: 

A year 
thers did 
by 


io if was fashion 
it 
utilizing 
that back 


the 


the to speak lightly of Congress We 
We proposed saving the expense of heating the 
the oratory, and made other pert remarks We 


AMEN 
Capitol 


ake all 


angress 


is representative body of the country. It is the funda 
mental government It should not, could not, be abolished 
If be mrade an effective body, worthy of respect, 
then there is no hope for a government in which the people rule, as 


we To treat it as a joke is to invite the only alterna 


thine in 


Congress ould not 


wish ours te be 


tive lictatorship 

But there bas been a great change. The growth of the progressive 
movement, breaking down party lines, old prejudices, and self-interest, 
has dignified Congress In the session now closing we find Congress 


on the whole intelligently acting to pass laws in the interest of the 
people, killing attempts to put through raw deals, and going even 
further to shew the people just how the administrative officers have 
betraved them Congress to-day is greater and nobler than the Execu 
tive. It is worthy of the American people. 


Let us never make the mistake again of treating Congress as a joke 


As an institution let us give it the dignity it deserves. Let us estab 
lish the custom that the greatest honor that can come te any man is 


to sit in the lawmaking body of his couatry. Then we shall have all 
our great public men in Congress, and we can safely give to Congress 
responsibility for the whole Government by making Cabinet officers 


report to it 


” 


WHAT IS MATTER 


rHE 


Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Speaker, this is my answer 
to the Literary Digest on “* What is the matter with Congress?’ 


Mr 


WITH CONGRESS? 


Wirntiam SkAVER Woops, 
Editor Literary Digest, 
354-860 Fourth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 


My Drar Mr. Woops: Congress errs in forbearing. We 
should have ordered some magnates before a firing squad. The 
people would approve. Then we could stand before the same 
squad, for the reasons for us would be dead before us. We 
fail, for the people enact the laws but interests administer 
them. Our laws are silent while money talks. Rifle shots can 


silence money. 
Fault found with bloes. Gary prefers one bloc- 
business bloc with a Mark Hanna as contact. 
Legislation is on sale, but only for votes. Voting is vulgar 
and golf retined. Election day sees the people at the polls and 
the best minds at the links, 


the big- 


is 
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| 


| fiden 


fs men call us reds beeause of us they can not squeeze the 
red blood out of infants in the mills 

faury has one vote For it he ould own the United States 
King Steel dislikes Congress Charles I, George III, and 
Louis XVI were antipathetic to their master’s voice 

fusiness prefers the Executive Congress operates openly 
with a spry stenographer on hand. Executive records are in 
posthumous and charitable memoirs. Business whispers to the 
[cx itive that So-and-So should administer that “fool law” 
‘W ng “ us.’ 

\oolish Congress: its Members have no social hones but the | 

t of constituencies. Hang, draw, and quarter Congress- 

men, tor they bawl not “Ave, me tord,.” when Grand Duke 
Andy proclaymes his planne to benefit ye riche and further to 
harrausse ve miserable poore 

Let the chambers of commerce ind us a ezar through an 
ex parte Literary Digest poll 

Waste of time in muekraking, ete; dear brothers of the 
Senate will meet this count in the indietment of the Self 
Sutlicients (‘ongress lime was wasted by Calvin and his 
senatorial satellites trying to cover up instead of to clean up 
tly ness 

We fail to enact needed measures—for we pass a bonus 
whi the veterans do not wuant—see pictures of veterans re- 
fusing the bonus in New York. We puss a fair tax reduction 


bill framed by Congressmen who were drawing 


when Mellon was in the licit whisky business. 


revenue bills 
We send to the 


White House ax a pension bill to let aging veterans live less | 
a la Mills Hotel but far from a la Ritz, where the knockers 
put up. We would pay more to the postal employees, but the | 
Great Heart in the White House is icebound. A decent retire 
ment bill for Federal workers is needed—but retirement has a 
harsh sound this year in quarters where $75,000 is the prevail 
ing rate of wage 

We ure jealous of the Executive—seeing fight pictures at 


MeLean’s. 


hard luek to sit behind Hughes” 


The Klephant went to a stag. 
Wa 


ire cowards, We fear the voters, We pussy-foot— 
Calvin is a roaring lion. 
How un-American—the loeal voice is heard in the general 


government. 
men, more local voices. 
ot 


Washington, poor dullard, wanted more Congress- 
We ought to have a Senate made 
Eibert Gary, Inc., and a House of Nicholas Murray Butler 


(St. Nicholas since he slipped from the vehicle). With Mellon 
as President, Hughes as the Supreme Court, and Hanibhara 
Secretary of the Navy, Caution could take his cat under his 


What other pictures were shown and who had the | 


up | 


arm and carefully deliberate as to which cow he would eonfer | 
with on father’s farm 
We usurp State rights. We would not let the Pittsburgh 


prodigy tax State bonds. Tax-exempt bonds will give the people 
meuns to recapture their utilities from the exploiters who deify 
him 

We lack ideals—we will not follow like sick sheep America’s 


beliwethers for since they have made the most money they 
have the highest ideals. 


Subordination of business interests of the country to politics 
is the conservative expression for conforming business methods 
to the popular will. 

Gary says Congress is the worst thing we have. That is his 
trouble—he has not Congress. Independent, it draws its judg- 
ments from the rule of reason and not from the rule of money 
or purty. We would satisfy better if we jumped when 
their whip cracks. 

Vote for the “ Mellon plan” was a crushing slogan, but 
product does not analyze up to democratic standards. 

Our judgments are compromises of contending opinions and 
so approximate fairness. No matter what bis mirror 
to us Gary is not “ We, the people.” 

Very truly yours, 


Som, 


reports, 


Lorine M. Biack, 
TARIFF BRINGS PROSPERITY 
Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, when addressing the House on 
March 2, 1925, I discussed at some length the benefits accruing 
to our country as a result of the operation of the Fordney 
tariff law, which had been then in force nearly six months. 
I said in closing: 


af, 
THE PROTECTIVE 


And now, Mr. Speaker, I will conclude my remarks by declaring that, 
all things considered, having in mind the innumerable problems with 
which Congress had to wrestle, this Fordmcy tariff law, as a protective 
measure, a revenue raiser, and a stimulus to industry and agriculture 
is a splendid piece of work The Republican Party can go to the 
country with it in the presidential campaign of 1924 in perfect con- 
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the | 


| I3if 


e that it represents duty well p “il It presents a d . 
which is impregnable to Dem tie assault so long the grea i 
jority of the people hold st I t to the pr $ which they have 

ipported for generations 

I am still of that opinion and believe that anyone who is un 
prejudiced must be convinced, in view of the actual proofs 
which are so evident that the protective policy represented by 
the Fordney law not only gives steady employment to labor 
but enriches our country by keeping our money within our own 
borders and at the same time brings ample revenues to the 
Government, thus resulting in the reduction of Federal taxes 


Through the protective 
of our own people. 


tariff policy we discriminate in favor 
Free trade really means giving prefere 


to those not our own, those not of our own house, but to aliens 
and strangers in foreign lands iy refusing to protect ou 
own we in fact protect our rivals. We create by our neglect a 
preference for the goods of the people of other nations; we in 
effect invite them to occupy our market and to supply our 
needs to the exclusion of the products of our own people 
Chis causes the closing down of industrial plants. Thus our 


own are thrown out of employment. The more general the free 
trade, the more widespread our neglect of our own, the greater 
the distress and want due to unemployment. In the end free 
trade defeats itself, because the diminished purchasing power 
of the people, many of whom are unemployed, and others who 
are limited in their work only to part time, prevents them from 
making purchases with their usual liberality, and the demand 
for the foreign products finally becomes less than it would be 
under adequate protection and with employment 
at good wages. 


general and 


HOW A FREB TRADE [MPORTHDR BECAALB A PROTECTIONIST 


In proof of this, I am told of a large importer who called 


upon a high official of our Government some months after the 
existing prosperity tariff went into effect to tell him that he 
had ceased to be a free trader and was now an avowed and 
ardent protectionist. This importer said that he had given 


both of his time and money to help defeat the Fordney tariff 
bill In the belief that it was a menace to the people and con 
vinced that it would greatly restrict his own business In 
both of these views this importer found he was mistaken. The 
enactment of the Fordney tariff not only proved to be a bless 
ing to the people in that quickly it first stabilized, then stiff 
ened, wages and in a number of cases led to increases, If led 
to the employment of four or five million idle Americans; it 
greatiy stimulated home trade; it established general prosper 
ity; and it enormously enhanced the purchasing power of the 
people. The result of these changed conditions, this importer 


suid, actually had substantially and profitably increased his 
own business. With an abundance of money with which to 
buy, he found that the American market was better for his 
imports, the consumption of which increased, greatly to his 


profit and his prosperity. 
The proof of this is to be found in our increased imports 


during the year and a half the prosperity tariff has been in 
effect when the latest statistics of the Government were issued 
in the Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce, from which 


the following facts are tabulated: 


Imports during 18 months preceding Octobe 


1922, and the 18 montha 
ending with March, 1924, in millions of dollars 
Free of Dutt . 
duty able Potal 
1921— April ‘ 150 104 4 
ae aie 120 RS 205 
June 118 | 67 | 186 
BO ohersiesemeilaatehciedvciiilement attaaadiaeartateincae silica 114} 64 178 
August...... 121 74 | 105 
Ss cw cccictccoscases 113 66 179 
iia eel Nl ate ell 112 } 76 138 
intact tint 133 738 211 
SN incd we eitcitrtniacliesinenentaciati 158 79 | 23 
1922—January sillvictctpittetesthendndbibies 136 | 81 |} 21 
I Pn cincnacimegtbeetuabaitmemiteeania 133 83 216 
SE cia ivtnachin datebienindetiibind 145 | 112 256 
Sts bs deldncndiinastnnatia nil ; 125 | 02 17 
Set sc ihinleeeschbbeiahdiec Dania tedneaiibiandan iutnbnbedtin | 149 104 253 
bie dnadaitiadaeanennanpinngpiinuehicd 160 101 260 
SUI iccniieithchhntediabitnienenniindaaeteimsmamiaii 151 | 101 | 252 
August binideaeeeblanatibesdidcaadaiuite 169 112) 2At 
Gepeemer 4... .dchadecdspec enbdinitinbictdinbhlee® Tih shin J 141 | 89 229 
| 2, 448 1, 568 4,018 


| Figures of imports of merchandise cover period Sept 
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Import ‘ is monthe preceding October, 19 and the 18 months 
’ f March 1924, in mAllior fa W ( tinued 
I f ] m 
a | Total 
} 0 hve 213 | | 845 
172 | 119 292 
178 115 | 204 
192% } 126 | 320 
170 133 | 303 
2 is7 | B98 
Aj ae — 
June 178 | 42 | 7 
aa | 120 | 
143 | 111 | 
172 | 136 | 
a 2 Oa8 
176 | 19 | 296 
3 149 333 
! $21 
3, 220 2,448 | 6, 671 
Figtres of port fr widlise cover period from Sept. 22 to Oct. 31 
ir ti t ill be seen that the imports during the 18 
mont nding with March this year, during all of which the } 
| ty tariff has been in effect, had a value in round num- | 
hie f $5. 677.000.000 compared with $4,014,000,000 during | 
the 15 eedil the enactment of the Fordney tariff, 
the j tuling £1.657,000.000, or 41 per cent. 
INCREASE ID EAD OF DECREASE IN 
a therefore, under the prosperity fT, instead of 
ly decreasing as was so generally and so positively pre- 
‘ t ‘ free-t Democratic friends, actually increased 
ne le than 41 percent. That is something for our Democratic 
friends to reflect upon. We would be unable to buy foreign 
Is, thes ne free-trade Democratic friends told us, be- 
‘ f tl} ( ly increased pri due t¢ increased 
ae re ow uuld not expect to sell our irpluses to 
people of other count ind we would suffer a reduction 
in our export wit ul of the evil consequences that follow 
in cumulation of production, preceding a diminution of pro- 
duction, and a final abandonment of it. Of that I shall speak | 
present] But I am not ready to abandon as yet 1 study of 
tremendous and utterly demoralizing increase in our im- 
port emoralizing from a free-trade Democratic point of view. 
At this point T wish to digress for a moment to state that I 
have come into possession of symposium of terse, clear-cut, 
mor r less epigrammatic expressions on the tariff, gathered 
by the American Protective Tariff League, of New York, which 
or rivy 5O years has been unceasing in the distribution of 
riff a ments and facts, all showing the necessity of main- 
taining at all times an adequately protective tariff; and it is 
inv plan te interpolate from time to time, in what I have to say 
at this time on the prosperity tariff, quotations and excerpts 


culled from that symposium I quote Senator McLean, of Con- 
ecticut, as follows: 

Ih I of the effective work accomplished by the American 
] t \ Tariff L ue, and if the American people are wise they 

to it their hearty support. 

And Senator Purpeps, of Colorado, says: 

Phe y ective tariff principle is one which stands at the base of our 
Dusit and agricultural prosperity 

Of our impor free of duty the total during the 18 months 
preceding the enactment of the prosperity tariff, in round 
numbers, totaled $2,448.000,000, but during the 18 months of the 


resent tariff our imports free of duty totaled in value no less 
] I J 


than $3,220,000,000, an inerease in imports free of duty of 
S772,000,000 or no less than 81 per cent. 

Of our dutiable imports the increase, it will be noted, was 
from $1,568,000,000 in the 18 months preceding the enactment 
of protective tariff to $2,448,000,000 during the 18 mcaths 
that elapsed after the enactment of that instrument, an increase 
of SSS0,000,000, or 56 per cent more than during the 18 months 


of semitree trace, 


Notwithstanding the protective duty, there- 
fere, the dutiable imports increased far more than did imports 


free of duty. I should like te have some of my free-trade 
Democratic friends explain what to them must be a most 
amuzing protective-tarif phenomenon. It may help them to 


do so if they will accept as a basic fact a short statement from 
Senator SuHortrnrmce, of California, who has said: 
It 


framed on 


is n longer 


0 a matter of theory; experience proves that a tariff 
protective principles is absolutely necessary to national and 


individual prosperity, 


eee 
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PURCHASING POWER OF THE PEOPLE 

Democrats are wise enough to knew that there is but one 
explanation for this phenomenon, and that is that the increased 
and very general employment of the people at higher wages 
than they have ever before known in peace times gives to them 
a purchasing power that in the aggregate pushes aside al! 
barriers to purchases of the things they desire, be they dutiable 
imports or home products. The protective tariff substituted 
employment for unemployment, high wages for no earnings, 
prosperity for poverty, comfort and contentment for mise 
and deprivation—that is the reason! 

Right here we get to the very essence of the difference he- 
tween protection and free trade in the United States. The 
increased prosperity, that increased purchasing power of the 
money in the hands of great majority of the people 
110,000,000 of them, remember—-was more favorable to imports 
than the hard times they endured previous to the enactment of 
the prosperity tariff. 

I pause to quote my friend Representative Fenn, of Con- 
necticut, who says: 


+} 
tne 


Despite the assertions of these who opposed its passage I 


beli« e 
the country is convinced now that the Fordney-McCumber tariff bill 
is the best tariff, taking the world conditions into consideration, ever 
passed by any Congress. 


What a wonderful country this would become if such tariff 

truths were only acceptable to our Democratic friends. 
WHY DO DEMOCRATS PAVOR FOREIGN PRODUCTS 

Free traders themselves, therefore, must see, even if unwilling 
to admit, that conditions are infinitely more favorable to im- 
ports under a reasonably protective tariff than they are under 
a semifree-trade tariff. How are our free-trade Democratic 
friends to find a way out of their dilemma? If this purpose is to 
encourage the purchase of foreign goods, protection, not free 
trade, is the road to it. But if they desire to diminish American 
purchases of foreign goods, they must put free trade, or semi- 
free trade, conditions in operation. When the great bulk of 
the people are prosperous they buy more freely, regardless of 
the cost of purchases, than they do when free-trade conditions 
make times hard, with employment uncertain and money hard 
to get. 

It has seemed to me that our rates of duty on a great many 
competing foreign articles too low; that they could be 
incrensed beneficially to everybody in the United States, pre 
ducers and consumers alike. Which causes me to insert here a 
remark of my Illinois friend, Representative Sprout, who said: 

I believe that the past year has proven, if proof was necessary, the 
great good to the country through our tariff 
law. If I was it in any way, it would be to inerease the 
rates of the various schedules. 


are 


that has come 


present 


to change 


Democrats are not likely to approve of that unless they hap- 


pen to produce sugar, or wool, or rice, or even peanuts. But 
there is food for thought in the statement. 
MINIMUM WAGP IS FREE TRADER’S CHIEF AIM 
Of course, the real object of free traders is to force our 


workers to accept wages that are on a parity with those in less- 
favored countries, because it will always be found that under 
free-trade conditions the tendency is constantly to reduce wages, 
and it is easier to effect reductions in wages when there are 
more men seeking employment than there is employment offer- 
ing. The effects of free trade in the United States or semifree 
trade have heen, of course, to diminish the average wages paid 
to workers, but this diminution has not been anything like as 
great as free traders have wished; nothing like, for example, as 
great as would bring wages in this country to a parity with 
wages in countries whose goods seek to compete with our own 
in the home market. Instead of being willing to accept reduc- 
tions that would establish such a parity of wages between 
American and foreign workers many American workers prefer 
to quit work until a return of the time when they shall be able 
to obtain what they regard as proper wages; that is to say, the 
American standard of wages. 
AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR’S VIEW 


In my speech of March 2, 19238, on the tariff I quoted from a 
resolution adopted by the American Federation of Labor in con- 
vention at Buffalo in 1917, just as appropriate now as when 
that great body of workingmen adopted it. Listen to it. 


Resolved, That this convention go on record in favor of a policy of 
industrial preparedness and the enactment of laws by Congress that 
will adequately protect all wage earners of our country against loss of 
employment through any invasion of the products of any other nation. 


Democrats like to beguile themselves with the thought that 
theirs is the party of the people, the common people, but the 
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meaning of that resolution, adopted only artez the most extended 
and careful consideration, should clarify sach illusive Demo- 


cratic pipe dreams. The party of protectioa is the people's 
party, which stands ivr the American standard of living with 
wages adequate to the maintenance of that standard. 


DANGER OF FREB TRADD OR SEMIFREB TRADE 


If free trade or semifree trade periods were longer in this 
country than they have been under tariffs for revenue only, 
such as have obtained during Democratic administrations, pos- 
sibly the object of free traders in time might be attained; that 
is to say, workers might be forced, by their very necessities, to 
save themselves from actual starvation, to accept wages on a 
parity with those in effect in foreign countries. But the lower 
our standard of wages the smaller our purchasing power, 
real free-trade wage standards would not yield revenue for 
purchases of foreign products to any considerable extent. As 
lias been so well said by Representative GArser, of Oklahoma: 


The theories of free 


trade taught in a great many of our universities 
and the advantage taken by monopolistic corporations constantly re 
quire a watchman on the tower to safeguard our national defense of a 


protective tariff. During the last 60 years we have had but 
of free trade or a tariff for revenue only. 
depression, when 


12 years 
Select the periods of greatest 
manufacturing plants and factories idle, when 
reduced to want and standing in line for jobs and 
then you have the periods referred to 

The whole question resolves into whom should be given the employ 
nreent—the American farmer and the American workingman, or the 
foreigners with cheap labor and cheap modes of living, who are able 


were 
laboring 


bread 


men were 


to successfully compete and capture our home markets unless prevented 
from doing so by a tariff high enough at least to more than equalize 
the difference in such conditions 

FRER TRADERS HIDE THEIR ULTIMATE AIM 


I'ree traders do not like to admit frankly and bluntly that 
their ultimate object is to force workers to accept minimum 
Wages or wages on a parity with the wages of their competitors 
in foreign countries. But that is, nevertheless, their prime ob- 
ject. The free trader seeks to establish world-wide conditions 
where the cheapest product in a given line should be left 
to the production of people who can produce it most cheaply— 
usually these are the people least paid. This would establish 
world conditions in which the great body of workers the world 
over would be working for starvation wages—barely enough to 
keep body and soul together—as was the case in Great Britain 
for so long after the repeal of the corn laws, in 1846. Pro- 
tection of agriculturists at that time was definitely abandoned 


with the sole object of obtaining foodstuffs and raw materials | 


from abroad at lower prices than they could be produced for at 
home. 


to accept minimum wages, Great Britain was able to continue to 
be the world’s workshop, so to speak. But it will be perceived 
that it was at the expense of the workers—workers in agricul- 
ture as well as in manufactures. The result was that the 
british home market was of but little value to foreigners, ex- 
cept such as sold Briton’s foodstuffs and raw materials. Being 
the cheapest market in the world for manufactures, of course 
foreign manufactures had no opportunity to invade the British 
market. The gradual decline of home production of food prod- 
ucts in Great Britain following the repeal of the British corn 


laws was greatly marked, many agriculturists abandoning 
agriculture rather than attempt to compete with food pro- 


ducers the world over, perhaps the least-paid laborers in the 
world. 


Naturally, inevitably these workers drifted into manufactur- 


ing. practically the only line of general employment open to 
them. This had a tendency to keep wages Mm manufacturing 
always at the minimum—the level of starvation conditions. 


sritish propagandists preached free trade to the world in 
order to secure free access to the foreign markets, and naturally 
they and their abettors and dfipes always were and still are 
radically opposed to protective measures of any kind. 

The great and valuable home market of the United States, 


the market that all foreigners are so eager to enter, would 
cease to exist under general and prolonged free-trade condi- 


tions—something that we should always strive to prevent. 
Representative Farrcuinp, of New York, a sterling protec- 


tionist, clearly sees and thus warns his countrymen against 
this danger: 

Protectionists should be ever on guard against an insidious foe. 
That is my watchword for everyone who believes in the American 
policy of protecting home industries \ protectionist should unceas 


ingly and aggressively work to maintain the policy of protection. Free 


Acquiring these foodstuffs and raw materials at the | 
minimum of cost and forcing labor employed in manufacturing | 
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feo] > 
BeeaoD 
traders, importers, and also whitewashed , \ 


citizens are constantly and geress 
protective policy, 


weary in 


and protectio 


well-doing 


} ; ; } ; 
clesire » | it 


Tf American workers really 


lid) tap 
pen to them under prolonged free-trade « mS them 
study the progress of events in Great bi ‘ e \ 
of the corn laws nearly 80 years ago. The more such condi 
tions are studied by American workmen the : i ‘ 
will be to participate in bringing about free trade or semi 
trade conditions in this country Such evils us ma irise 
through long-continued protection can be remedied from thi 
far better than from without; and there are no evils possil 
under protection that are not infinitely more tolerable thar 

| such evils as exist under free trade. This brings 1 to ite 
ment by Senator Moses, of New Hampshire, that is most app 
cable: 

While there are some featur f the in Pp 
act which provoke just criticism, th nder p p the 1 
ure, through which runs the stant for f vir ning 
an American scale of wages and American t | i f i ig 
American workingmen, is so appa hat h 5 h 
are shamed into silenc 

We have seen what the prosperity tariff has done during 18 
months for imports—so much more than the Underwood © tarifl 
for revenue only” accomplished. Let us glance for a moment 
at what this prosperity tariff has done for our home pioduce 
in the way of finding foreign markets for their surplu 
products. 

Democratic prognostications regarding the effeets ou 
protective tariff law at the time of its enactment have proven 
to be wholly wrong—absolutely and totally wrong If Demo 
crats believed what they then said, it is manifest now how ill 
informed they were: and if. as in many instances was the cause, 
their sole purpose Was fe mislead, what claim have hey to 
serious consideration? They said our prosperity tariff would 
cut down imports, whereas they have increased 41 per cent 
they said that this “robber tariff ould also curtail ou 
exports—they were positi of that—some of them are pos 
of it vet 

Let us see therefore, what has happened to our export 
during 18 months of this “ unspeakable tariff as compared 
with what happened to them during the 18 months that pre 
ceded the enactment of what is really a prosperity tarifl 





The following table is prepared from the 
foreign commerce issued by 


monthivy summary of 


the Department of Commerce 
Exports during the 18 montha preceding October 192 ind the 
months ending with March, 1925, i illions of dollara 
Value ot 
1921: sorta 
April 40 
May a 
June 
July “ 2D 
August _ na iO7 
September 5s ae 
October ™ 8435 
November nnd 4 4 
December wieiahlba "5 
1922: 
January = o out 
February 271 
 — a te 
April . 18 
May - ‘ 
June — 
July < 0 
August va s0) 
September _ — 1 
» Hod 
October il 
November —. 0 
December ‘ 4 
1923 
January—-—- . ; 
February : LOT 
March ~~ » 7 441 
April - — » ‘> 
May : 8 
June — “ * “” 
July ame oy 
August “ * ° 11 
September wy 
October a 109 
November —_—" 1 
December ‘en eentinas 127 
1924 : 
STE cctcictiniiaiecnts ‘ bias SOD 
February ‘ S66 
March es £ 340 
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Here we find that Democratic forebodings and predictions 
went for naught. Even our exports have increased during 
the period of the operation of prosperity tariff, increased in 
thie 1 of “$667,000,000, in round numbers, or 12 per cent. 
Democrats can not idly pass tl off, any more than they can 
escape distrust because of their utterly wrong predictions that 
our prosperity tariff would greatly curtail imports. If they 
did not know, how dependable are they? If they did know, 
then, like Bret Hlart’s Ah Sin, they spoke with “intent to 
deceive.” Which makes me think of what former Senator, 
now Postmaster General New, so well said: 

Ca 1igus may come and go and new issues be from time tp time 
injected to our politics, but the one principle that mrust not be | 
and i not be forgotten, and upon which the two great parties are 
d l,j of protection to American industry. 

WiLL BREE TRADE DEMOCRATS ADMIT THEY WERE WRONG 

Democrats 1 talk loudly and tell about the “issue” they 
} making of the protective tariff, but theirs is the spirit 
! n er which causes a timid youngster to whistle as 

pu i graveyard at night. They will be glad when they 
get | They do not want to be pinned down to specific ques- 
tion east of all to be asked to give specific data of the really 
ol tionable features of this “robber tariff.” They will 
tlize, but they ure not apt to particularize. How can 
they and tell the truth? But dare they longer attempt to mis- 
lend? Note a remark by Representative FLEETWoop, of Ver- 
mont - 

lhe national distribution of Document No. 33, “ Comparison of 
tarifl 1909, 1913, and 1922,” published by the W 3 und Means 
( ! ‘ | been of much value, I think, in informing the public 
in reward to the benefit of the protective policy. I think the American 
Protective Tariff League in the distribution of this document has 
heen of much value 

This document has been placed in public libraries, where 
whoever chooses may consult it and thus get first-hand official 
information regarding varying tariff schedules. And it has 


heen sent to practically every newspaper editor in the country, 


close to whose elbow, if he is on his job, you will find it, well 
thumbed, its owner ready to “nail” tariff misstatements and 
nt the same time furnish the truth. So anyone thinking of 
“vetting away” with a campaign of untruths on the tariff 
would better watch out. 


Really 
the 
tI 


there is nothing for honest Democrats to say about 
nrosperity tariff except that it worked out very differently 
their party leaders said it would, and that it did just 
the contrary to what Democratic leaders and newspapers said 
it would do. But we do not expect Democrats to admit such 
truths, not during a presidential campaign year; and all of 
this leads me to believe that Democrats, instead of making an 
issue of the tariff, will be found dodging such an issue; and 
they will be wise if they do dodge it, if they can dodge it. 


in 


DEPRESSION AMONG WHBAT GROWERS 


Unquestionably Democrats and free traders 
so strenuously to substitute foreign for American products in 
the American market—will try to make the most of the de- 
pressed condition that affects our wheat growers of the North- 


those who work 


west Already these producers have been told that they are the 
dupes, the victims of the tariff; they have been told that the 
tariff is of no benefit to them; that, on the contrary, it is a 
thing that increases the cost of everything they buy and has no 
power to hetp them. Everything they buy they must pay “ high 
tariff’ rates” for, they are told, while what they seil must all 
be sold at world prices. These are deliberate falsehoods, and 


known to be such by those who utter them. But they are uttered 


in the belief—at least the hope—that the “ordinary man” does 
not know the truth and is unlikely to seek it, in respect to a 
tariff matter. 

There is abundant proof that many wheat producers, and 
others within the area of large wheat production, who are in a 
state of financial and mental depression, are being told that it 
is all due to the “ robber tariff.” They are urged to do all they 
can to have the tariff repealed, to wipe protection off the Amer- 
ican political slate. There is good reason to believe that these 


statements are all too readily believed by farmers who think 
they are “up against it,” because it happened that the thing 
they produced in great abundance was in greater abundance the 
world over than it has been before the World War began. The 
protective tariff can not alter the law of supply and demand. 
It and it does, prevent competing foreign products from 
entering the American market without paying a good round 
duty on the product. The things the farmers have to sell never 
were so well protected as they are now; but the protection ap- 
plies in the home market, it protects the farmers against for- 


can, 





| upon 


eign competition at home; it has never been pretended that it 
would prevent the producer who sells his product abroad from 
being obliged to accept the world’s price for what he sells 
abroad. 

On everything farmers are compelled to buy, especially such 
things as are peculiar to the needs and the uses of the farmers, 
there is no duty at all—all of them are on the free list, 
tariff does not affect them. But Democrats will never tell you 
this. If you ask them they will either say this is not true, or 
they will hedge and evade the point. They think the lie helps 
them, and perhaps it does—for a time. 


MISSTATEMENTS IN NEW YORK TIMES 


The New York Times is a great American newspaper, per- 
haps one of the most prosperous and powerful newspapers in 
the world. But being a consistent free-trade newspaper, it is 
difficult for it to state accurately the facts respecting a pro- 
tective tariff. Even such a newspaper as the New York Times 
does not hesitate to misstate and distort facts in order to 
tnalign and cast distrust upon the prosperity tariff. <A ca 
in point is before me in its issue of June 5, 1924, which con 
tains an editorial captioned “ Opening the eyes of farmers.” 
It would, indeed, cause well-informed farmers to open their 
eyes very wide and to rub them, too, if they read it. ‘ Farmers,” 
declares this article, “have found out that the duties levied 
on agricultural products are wholly illusory.” Farmers, in 
truth, have found no such thing. They have found that duties 
on agricultural products serve to keep competing foreign agri- 
cultural products out of the American market; that such duties 
preserve the American markets for American farmers. There 
is at present a duty of 42 cents a bushel on wheat, and every 
bushel of foreign wheat that seeks to onter the American 
market must first pay 42 cents to get in. With wheat selling 
at a little above a dollar this is a serious handicap to place 
foreign wheat that seeks to compete in the American 
market with American wheat, too serious a handicap for for- 
eign wheat growers to care to try and overcome. Perhaps the 
worst misstatement in the New York Times article is this: 


and 


The tariff can not help the farmer, but hurts him by compelling 
him to pay high prices for all that he has to buy. 


Politicians have not fooled farmers any more than the New 
York Times seeks to do. Such a statement as I have quoted 
from the New York Times is unworthy of the high position it 
occupies in the journalistic field. 

The New York Times states that “one Representative pro- 
poses gravely to continue the process by asking the Tariff 
Commission to reduce the duties on farm implements.” Every 
Representative in Congress knows, as the writer of the New 
York Times editorial under review does, that farm implements 
are all on the free list, and it convicts itself out of its own 
mouth when it admits that Canadians “import great quantities 
of implements used on the farms” and declares that “it is a 
fact that American manufacturers of farm implements domi- 
nate the industry and export to many foreign countries up to 
the value of $50,000,000 a year.” Manifestly American makers 
of farm implements need no protection from the tariff and enjoy 
none. 

Here the New York Times discloses its purpose in indulging 
in such wild and purposely misleading statements as are con- 
tained in the article quoted: 


There is no hope that the American farmer can find a shelter 
behind a protective tariff. He ought to insist with might and main 


that others be deprived of it, especially when they enjoy it at his 
expense, 


The New York Times taunts the farmers with their alleged 
desire to obtain subsidies, but it does not say that it and otber 
newspapers like it enjoy the largest subsidies to-day paid by 
the United States Government; subsidies that run into tens 
of millions of dollars each year—aye, perhaps as high as a 
hundred million dollars—im' the rates at which the Govern- 
ment transports their periodicals all over the country. It ill 
becomes any American newspaper that enjoys second-class 
mail privileges to inveigh against subsidies, because the gen- 
eral taxpayers of the country are obliged to contribute the 
great bulk of the money that the Government spends to carry 
and distribute American newspapers. Let the New York Times 
tell the farmers of the country how much it would have to 
pay to the Government if it merely paid the actual cost of 
having its journal carried and distributed by the Govern- 
ment. Subsidies, forsooth! The New York Times presents 2 
pitiable picture in declaiming against special privileges and 
subsidies while it is a conspicuous beneficiary of them. 

What can be expected of ordinary newspaperS when they 
are set such an example by an American newspaper with the 
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prestige of the New York Times? T! 


The great, 


e campaign of misrepre- 
free-trade New York Times leads! 
It seems to hate the prosperity tariff even more than it hates 
the truth. 

Farmers know that the tariff protection enjoyed by our 
manufactures, our mines, and our forests enable them to 
produce when profitable production would be ftmpossible if 
eompeting foreign products were permitted freely to enter our 
markets. All of those so protected are consumers of American 
farm products, and they consume far more than they would 
if unemployed and with no money with which to buy, such as 
so often obtains when a Demoeratie revenue tariff is the law 
of the land. 

Speaking on this floor on February 1, 1894, that brilliant 
American, the late Thomas B. Reed, discussed the tariff in- 
terestingly, illuminatingly, eloquently. 

In the course of that speech he quoted at length from a pub- 
lished statement of a British editor who had but recently 
visited this country and who was amazed at the prosperity 
he found in the United States. Said Mr. Reed: 
glowing testimony of the Englishmen 
who have seen us with their own prosperity,” 
“Greatest market in the world,” “ Paradise of the workingman.” 
These are strong words, but let us see if cold mathematics do not 
put to shame the fervor of adjectives. 

We are nominally 70,000,000 people. 


sentation is on! 


I have given you already t 


eyes. “Amazing 


That is what we are in mere 
numbers, But as a market for manufactures and chotce foods we are 
potentially 175,000,000 as compared with the next best nation on the 
globe. 

Again, former Speaker Reed said: 

Mulhall gives certain statistics which will serve to make the com- 
parison clear. On page 365 of his Dictionary, of Statistics he says 
the total yearly product of-the manufactures of the world are £4,474,- 
000,000, of which the United States produces £1,443,000,000. 

I do not vouch, nor can anybody vouch, for these figures, but the 
proportion of one-third to two-thirds nobody can fairly dispute. We 
produce one-third and the rest of the world, England included, two- 
thirds. 

The population of the world is 1,500,000,000, of which we have 
70,000,000, which leaves 1,450,000,000 for the rest of mankind. We 
use all our manufactures or the equivalent of them. Hence we are 
equal to one-half the whole globe outside of ourselves, England in- 
cluded, and compared as a market with the rest of the world our 
population is equal to 700,000,000. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

I repeat, as compared with England herself as a market, our 
people are equivalent to 175,000,000. As compared with the rest of 
the world, England included, we are equal as a market to 700,000,000. 
These figures more than justify the adjectives of the Englishman, and 
the cold facts of mathematics surpass the spasms of rhetoric. 


And this is the market that free traders would turn over to 
the free competition of all the world! No wonder it is so 
eagerly sought by the rest of the world, considering what a 
wonderful consumer we are, 

Said the beloved “Tom” Reed further: 


Who bave these markets of the world now? There is hardly a spot 
on the globe where three generations of Englishmen, Frenchmen, or 
Germans have not been camped in possession of every avenue of trade. 
Do you suppose that machinery nearly as good as ours and wages at 
one-half these men are going to surrender to us the markets of the 
world? Why, the very duties you keep on show that you do not believe 
it. If we can not without duties hold our own markets, how shall we 
pay freight, the expense of introducing goods, and meet the foreigner 
where he lives? 


And yet free traders would have us abandon to the foreigner 
the wonderful home market that we are at perfect liberty to 
enjoy for ourselves if we but protect ourselves against foreign 
competition and go roaming the world for other markets to 
exploit! Let us make the most of that which is ours and that 
lies all around us. 

Our producers of wheat know that at home they possess a 
market equal to none to be found elsewhere in the world; they 
know that if tariff protection is withdrawn, if industries close 
down, factories and mills cease to operate, or operate only on 
part time, as was the case before the prosperity tariff came 
into effect, that the diminution of wheat consumption right here 
in our own market will be the very worst thing that can happen 
to them. 

In the American Economist of June 6, 1924, on page 188, 
appears an illuminating editorial on “ How the tariff favors the 
farmer.” It is an article that the editorial writers on the New 
York Times and other free-trade newspapers should read and 








digest. It discusses a great variety rtinent matters show- 
ing how the tariff benefits the farmer, and it shows how wm 
informed one Representative in Congress was in stating tl 


articles were on the dutiable list of the tariff 
duty, proof of which the editor is able to furnish out of the 
mouth of a well-informed and honest Democratic Representa- 
tive, Mr. Rarney, of lilinois, who is quoted as s 
protection given our farmers— 


is proportionately ag large when reduced to equivalent ad valore 
is given to any other articles in the entire tariff 
textiles. * * * Jn addition, the farmer was 
everything else he produces. © * * The protection he bas r ved 
in terms does not differ in the lea 
else, and it is Just as high, per 


t from the protection given at 1@ 
aps higher. 

Then the e@ttorial in the American Economist, which, as no 
doubt you all know, is published by the American Protective 
Tariff League, discusses the freedom 
used by farmers. 


from duties of articles 
It Says: 





As to the cost of farm machinery, it Is probably due to the fact that 
there is no tariff on it that has Increased the farmer’s cost. Not a 
single farm implement fs on the dutiable Ust of the Fordney-McCumber 
Act. And one would gain the impression from ling Mr. Wilson’s 
statement that the farmer buys new machinery ry year to harvest 
his crops. Nothing could be further from the truth. To say that the 
tariff is reflected In hats and shoes, so far as the farmer is concerned, 


is likewise somewhat at variance with the facts. 

There is a tariff on straw hats, the kind of harvest hats that the 
farmers use, and it is 25 per cent ad valorem if the hats are valued 
at $3 per dozen or less—that is, 25 cents each. When sewed straw 
hats of the type that the city chap wears are imported at 20 cents each 
to sell for $1.69 each, it can easily be seen that the farmer is rather 
the victim of the middleman than the tariff. 

As to shoes, where in the whole tari law can Mr. Wilson find the 
shoes that the farmer wears paying a tariff duty? And where can 
he find a duty on the leather from which the shoes are made? 
is none on either the 


There 
hoes or the leather, and Mr. Wilson knows it. 

The farmer buys fence posts to keep his cattle in Fence posts are 
on the free list. The farmer buys barbed wire to make the fence, 
turbed wire is also free, 

The farmer buys plows, tooth or disk harrows, headers, harvesters, 
reapers, agricultural drills and planters, mowers, horse rakes, culti 
vators, threshing machines, wagons, carts, “and all other agricultural 
implements of any kind and description, not specially provided for in 
whole or in part, including repair parts,” but both Mr. Wilson and 
Mr. Oliver apparently are unaware of the fact that they are on the 
free list. Binding twine is also free. 

The farmer also is a great bread eater. That Is on the free list. 
He uses common brick and cement—that is, if he is modern—but he 
pays no duty on them if he brings them in from a foreign conntry. 
He must burn coal, wood, or crude oil. These are all on the, fre e list. 

He uses cyanide and other chemicals for spraying his crops. These 
are on the free list. [le uses hones and whetstones; he uses all kinds 
of fertilizers, natural or chemically made; oil cake and oil-cake meal 
as feed; pads for his horses; plaster rock or gypsum for building walls 
in his houses; and tea and coffee; but all of these are on the free list. 

The only necessities he buys that are taxed, therefore, must be 
certain cotton and wool clothing that he wears, and he asked for the 
duties on these things himself. 

The farmer knows that his prosperity and industrial prosperity in 
general are interdependent, because 90 per cent of his products are 
sold in the home market. 

This philosophy was ably set forth by Stuart W. Cramer, of North 
Carolina, recently at the convention of the American Cotton Mann- 
facturers’ Association. Im part he said: 

“The interdependence of industry and commerce, of factory 
and farm, and of all the various activities of life should be so 
obvious as not to require comment; yet so many think only in 
terms of agriculture, so many from industrial districts think only 
in terms of industry, and so many from commercial centers think 
only in terms of commerce and trade. Is it not true that agri- 
culture prospers only when those engaged in industry and com 
merce prosper and have full buying power; is it not true that 
industry prospers only when the farmer and merchant prosper 
and their buying power is unimpaired; and can the merchant 
prosper unless the farmers prosper and those engaged in industry 
are employed and all have money with which to purchase his 
goods? Strike at one of these institutions and you hit all three. 
America is happy, contented, and prosperous only as a whole— 
no North, no South, no PDast, and no West; no farmer, no manu- 
facturer, and no merechant—all American, pulling together.” 

The farmer knows that the Republican Party kept its pledge to him 


with respect to the tariff. He knows that what Mr. Cramer says fs 
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the truth And the far will not be 


terated nk woout ti tara 


misled by any 


and its effect on him ecause it has 


mall measure 


ben ed him nono 


it is but fair to state that it never has been claimed by pro- 
tectionists that the tariff would protect exports. To be sure, 
free traders and Democrats like to say, mistakenly, or untruth- 
fully, that protectionists claim to be able to protect our farmers 


in the prices they obtain for the products they export. Pro- 
tection applies only within the United States and against the 
importation of competing foreign products. When the products 
of our farms are so lurge as to create a surplus not within the 


ability of our own people to consume, and the surplus has to 


be exported, manifestly such surplus can not command more 
than the world price—free-trade price, if you will. How, then, 
can a protective tariff—applicable only to imports—help pro- 


tect our exports or the producers of them? 
tectionists would 
tlic price pp id 
plus PN 

\cain, if producers of wheat will limit its production to what 
is easily and naturally consumable in the United States, with 
our present protective duty of 42 cents a bushel on imported 
Wheat, owners foreign wheat would obliged to suffer a 
loss equal to the amount of that protective wheat duty before 


Hoav foolish pro- 
to claim that tariff protection can affect 
the distant markets of the world for our sur- 


be 
ill 


ports 


ol be 


such foreign ~ Seat could compete in our own market with our 
own home-grown wheat. Say that the American price of wheat 
is $1 a bushel. With a duty of 42 cents a bushel on imported | 
Wheat—the present rate, recently increased from 30 cents a 
bushel by President Coolidge—the imported wheat would net the 
seller but 5S cents sold in our market. The value of foreign 
Wheat, in short, would have to equal the value of our own 
wheat less the amount of our customs duty on wheat in order 
to enter our market. That is all that protectionists claim pro- 


tection through the tariff can do. But if we have a surplus of 


Wheat that must be sold abroad, how can tariff protection help | 


y plain, unadul | When general deflation of prices began in the summer of 1920 wheat 





the Ainerican seller of exported wheat to obtain the home price 


for what he sells abroad? 
Then, how can the farmer's plight in respect to wheat be 
blamed against the tariff? 
WITEAT EXPORTS DURING PAST SEVEN YEARS 


From 1918 there was a tremendous rise in exports of wheat 


and prices received therefor in foreign markets, while since 


1921 the decline has been abrupt, the prices received having so | 








very greatly diminished. Here are the official figures: 
Exports of American wheat 
ee ee a lines . : as 
Year Bushels | Value 
1918 34,118,853 | $80, 802, 542 
1919 178, 582, 673 424, 543, 010 | 
19) 122, 430, 72 306, 163, 023 
1¥v21 293, 267, 637 689, 813, 094 | 
1922 208,321,091 | 279,656,478 | 
1923 154,950,971 | 192, 015, 328 
1924! 67, 260, 473 | 74, SOR, 474 
1 Nine months ending Mar. 31 
There is the record of foreign taking of our wheat. Our ex- 


ports in 1922 dropped 30 per cent in quantity and 438 per cent 


in value as compared with the previous (peak) year. But it 
conveyed a warning that should have been heeded. The war 


was ended. Inevitably nations that had suspended wheat pro- 
duction would begin to produce wheat for themselves anew, so 
that the outlook for wheat markets and profitable wheat prices 
was forbidding. In short, our wheat producers had reason for 
curtailing production, and on a large scale, as compared with 
war and post-war production. But they continued to produce 


abnormal quantities and now they are suffering the conse- 
quences. The country sympathizes with them and Congress 


has sought to help them, if possible, to meet the temporary em- 
barrassment confronting them, but the permanent remedy can 
only be found in decreased production, 

In his report of November 30, 1923, to the President on the 


wheat situation, Secretary of Agriculture Wallace clearly shows | 


how the demand for vast quantities of wheat began with the 
outbreak of the World War, how quickly production overtook 
demand, the drop in 1915-16, the renewed demand and again 
increased production, with price regulation in 1917, 1918, and 
1919 crops. Mr. Wallace says: 

Under continuous appeals for production of food the production of 
wheat rose from an average of 690,000,000 bushels in the period of 
1909-1913 to 968,000,000 in 1919, an increase of 40 per cent, and the 


wheat area expanded from an average of 47,000,000 acres to 75,000,000 
in 1910. ° * ® 








prices broke sharply and have continued to decline into the present 


season, As a result substantial reductions have taken place in both 
acreage and production of wheat. Nevertheless, the crop for 1923 is 
781,000,000 bushels, or 13 per cent, greater than the average before 


the war, 


and the acreage is about 24 per cent larger. The corn acre- 
age which was replaced by wheat has now recovered most of this loss, 
but still slightly under the pre-war average. While there has been 
some reduction in cultivated crops the total crop area of the country is 


still between 80,000,000 and 40,000,000 acres larger than before the 
war. 


Secretary Wallace’s recommendation to remedy the situation 
is, in part, as follows: 
The increasing foreign competition in wheat production points to a 
relatively low level of prices for wheat and to the advisability of mate 
rially reducing the acreage. Our wheat production should be placed 
gradually on a domestic basis and then should keep pace with our 
growth population and domestic demand. In those regions where 
wheat displaced other crops in response to war-time prices the acreags 
of wheat should be reduced fast 
found. 


in 
as 


as profitable alternatives can be 


Secretary Wallace says that the wheat surplus may be re- 


duced materially by increased domestic consumption. “ The 
per capita consumption of wheat flour and bread,” he says, 
“has been lessened by the war-time campaign to save food 


coupled with the high prices for bread which have since been 
maintained.” Statistics show that during the past two years 
the total wheat retained for consumption in the United States 
has aggregated about 550,000,000 bushels, which was the aver- 
age retained for consumption in 1911, 1912, and 1913—in fact, 
the amount retained for consumption between 1906 and 1910 
averaged no less than 560,577,241 bushels. As bearing on 
whether or not our tariff protects our wheat growers within 
the United States, note the margin of American No. 1 dark 
northern wheat prices over Canadian—Winnipeg No. 2 north- 
ern—prices during the first 10 months of 1923: 


imerican margins over Canadian prices, 1923 


| Duluth ——- 

apolis 

Cents Cents 
January iptieiec nat snnidens Sap ening ae eanaaNiG aetna ian 16 18 
PN 86 coincident mediadabstuie ncn Gebataas Durem dani unied demee aes | 15 18 
I onic Scents coteninwaatehabs ae banca tte daibiasndactaaibinatiee | 14 16 
J ae Speandilnnnns dian athittienks wailing «Realities | 11 | 12 
SR ckhicheesibietnaialon = tienes wane eamanal 12 | 12 
I a ce A SSS i Stn nena kat eae ' 3 | 4 
as. ib dk 88 i SR Rc i Rhee | 5 6 
I 5 5c beens sophia tien nln mighindinh timate, 10 | 10 
RE LLP LLL LAL LL ELE IEF ET | 24 | 19 
SPO vss cdccn nace ccumsdcudackonceucsdceseanksnsbtamntananiaen 30 32 


This is a good place to interpolate a statement made by my 
friend Representative Broo, of Ohio, in January, this year: 

Our Democratic friends attack the tariff in general terms as it 
applies to the farmers, but on checking statistics for 1923 yon will 
find that the farmers of the United States sold more than 711,000,000 
bushels of wheat, and the average price in the United States as com- 


| prred with the average price in Canada was near 30 cents a bushel 


to our advantage, 
American farmers. 

A further study of statistics will show that under the Underwood 
tariff the differential in the wheat crop, comparing the United States 
with Canada, was as high as 7 cents per bushel. In other words, on 
711,000,000 bushels of wheat the average sale over a period of five 
years showed « direct loss to the American farmer as compared with 
the Canadian farmer. If the tariff is no good, what is the explana- 
tion for this difference? 


Again, if the tariff is no good, why@is it that the 4,000,000 men who 


or something like $210,000,000 in the pockets of 


| were out of work when the Harding administration took control are 


to-day all employed and there is a shortage of labor and the wages are 
the best ever known in peace times? If the protective tariff did not 
put those men to work, who did? 


Representative StumMers of Washington made the following 


| contribution on the subject of wheat in January last: 


Please be advised that the Western wheat growers, all parties, are 
agreed for the first time in history that there should be a high tariff 
on wheat, not less than 50 cents a bushel and preferably 75 cents 
per bushel. 


If all western wheat growers are agreed that there should 
be such a high duty on imported wheat, surely they all must 
agree that the protective tariff is helpful to American wheat 
That being so, why imperil wheat growers by putting 


growers. 
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in power the party that took the duty off of wheat and other 
cereal products during the period of the Underwood tariff? 

The real, lasting, and effective remedy for the depression of | 
the wheat producers is to eurtail its production and keep it 
within the domestic requirements of the country, where it can 
be adequately protected against foreign competition. 

In order graphically to contrast conditiens affecting our 
imports and exports since the new tariff came into existence 
with a similar period preceding its enactment I have adopted 
the method of grouping our imports and exports in the same 
manner that they are expressed in the monthly summary of 
foreign commerce. The figures presented are in millions of 
dollars, as was dene in the earlier part of my remarks. 


Talue of imports and exports of the United States in 18-month periods 
preceding and following enactment of the Fordney tariff 


99° 


many 


1922) 


(The tari went into effect on Se ptember | 








For the 18 months 
ending with— 


| 
| 
| se 
j 1922 
- 
| 











ing, as, in fact, are all of the increases, with 
manufactures ready for consumption, being 
more under protection than semifree tra ade. 
| Should prove, that the duties are not burdensome. 
less please free traders to note such a substantial increase in 
manufactures ready for consumption, their interest is 
always keen in that particular feature of our import business. 

It is 


the exce] ition « 
nearly $ $904). 000.000 
This proves, 

It will dk 


or 
rust 


since 


noted, again, that the percentage of increase in non- 
dutiable imports is 31 per cent and in our dutiable imports 56 
per cent. This, again, should be most reassuring to free traders 
; and should lead them to feel that a protective tariff that pro 
duces such pleasing results can not be the monstrous and un- 


- m-| March, 
124 
mMTORTS 
Free of duty: 
Crude materials for use in mannfacturing..............-.- $1,196 $1, 67 
Foodstattfs in crude condition, and food animals........... } 363 427 
Foodstuffs partly or wholly manufactured = wane -e0==ee=-| 74 72 
Manufactures for further use in manufacturing-.........--| 422 713 
Manufactures ready for consumption....................-- 378 358 
IIE ss <:4-< ccd ancasticneles tudbdideitatiasiandipticninadeidilinscouanlnadacloeaieiat LS 6 
I aia aaa itch lata cata } 2,448} 3,223 
Dutiable: | 
Crude materials for use in manufactaring-_..............-- 
Foodstufls in crude condition, and food animals.-........-. | 
Foodstuffs partly or wholly manufactured siecdaiaiibbiapetacd | 
Manufactures for further use in mane@fiacturing..-......-.--! 
Manufactures ready for consumption........-......------<| 769 | 
lined ctnacienboducotianteseidencadtainashieadl 
a adenbinbnetcaddnematinnsdiiatinndbbeiillens 1, 568 
Free and dutiable: | 
Crude materials for use in manufacturing..................| 1,410 | 2, ~ 
Foodstuils in crude condition, and food animals ..~..-—..-| 441 | 
Foodstuffs partly or wholly manufactured ___............-- 1 546 71 
Manufactures for further uge in mannfacturing --.........- 1, 080 
Manufactures ready for consumption _................--..- »12 ro 
PEER c eccntisccqessmainaseucer>canecenanatebesete 
eal. 84 a2 aa) Pi ot tee ek eer © 016 | a7 5 72 
EXPORTS , 
Domestic: | 
(rude materials for use in manufacturing...........-...... 1, 306 1, 926 
Foodstutis in crnde condition, and food animals-........... M3 400 
Foodstuffs partly or wholly manufactured ._..............- 914 | <4 
Manufactures for further use in manafacturing............ 623 822 
Manufactures ready for consumption -...................-.. 1,879 2, 198 
I Ee wunypamabocenabanbtcant 10 | 11 
Feld; cutie. bcs ock rhe oA! sopereg DAS ei: | 5.5741 = 6, 20 
Betcha dé sb bn ene b odsuhedte Bicctistbitintidedtthobsstdbid ' M2 | 92 | 
ee eee ecanenameiemieuns | 5, 686 | 5, 342 
Duties collected from customs .......................--.....-- | 562 R59 
Increase during protective tariff OND ite cheb atttitehectindidkistboctiedic’ 297 
i | 





Percentage of increase, 52.8 per cent. 


This presentation verifies the figures I presented earlier in 
my remarks in the tables, giving free and dutiable imports 
separately by months, and free and dutiabte imports combined, 
as well as exports, also by months. But it goes much further 
and shows the character of our imports, free and dutiable, sepa- 
rately and combined, and the character of our exports. A study 
of this table will give students of the subject opportunity to 
satisfy themselves as to whether or not the country is better 
off because of the variations In the character of our impertis 
and exports. 

In the increase of imports free of duty, which increase 
amounts to $775,000,000, more than one-half represents crude 
materials for use in manufacturing, which should be pleasing 
both to protectionists and free traders. The other big increase 
was in manufactures for further use in manufacturing, which 
should also be pleasing te all shades of economists. Protection- 
ists will be pleased to note a slight reduction during the period 
of the prosperity tariff in manufactures ready for consumption, 
as compared with the preceding period. Altogether the figures 
revealed of nondutiable imports should be satisfactory to pro- 
tectionists. 

As to the dutiable, swhstantially smaller in the aggregate, the 
doubling of crude materials for use in manufacturing is pleas- 


ee 
ee 


| in learning that there has been an increase in wages 


speakable thing that they are wont to characterize it ing 
No wonder that Senater Smoor of Utah is moved to ren: Wk : : 


as bei 


No American citizen who has any desire whatever to be honest can 
help but admit that the present tariff bill is accomplishing more than 
was ever promised for it. In my opinion it is the best tariff? bill ever 
enacted Into law. The longer it is in operation the great will be the 
benefits to the people of the United States 

And Senator Greene of Vermont: 

It does seem to me, however, that the Tnited States has had ex 
perience enough with tariffs by now to recognize beyond all doubt 
not merely the wisdom but the economic necessity for maintaining the 
protective principle. 

It should be equally gratifying to free traders that our total 
imports should increase no less than 41 per cent, whether the 
increase be due to a protective or a semifree trade tariff. The 


more we buy abroad the happier they are, 
that it is under a protective tariff that such increase should 
occur should not greatly displease them. Of course, it will 
not altogether delight them to find that a protective tariff is 
more conducive to large importations than is a semifree trade 
tariff for revenue only. Doubtless it will somewhat jar their 
sensibilities to be advised, as 1 can not refrain from advising 
them, that this really 
the tremendously 


and the mere detail 


prodigious increase in imports is due te 
increased purchasing power of the people, 
millions more of whom are employed in the United States be 
cause of the existence of the prosperity tariff than could find 
employment under the semifree trade tariff for revenue only. 
When four or five million idie people are able to find steady 
employment at an average of $5 a day—because 
decreased but little since the war—of course the 
of money available for purchases of all kinds, including non- 
dutiable as well as dutiable imports, becomes tremendous. 
And then, again, the quick employment of such a large army 
of unemployed Americans had a marked tendency both to stiffen 
wages paid to those who had been fortunate sh to find 
employment during the dull period of the semifree-trade tariff 
for revenue only in many to increase them quite sub- 
stantially. 

Your out-and-out free trader never takes 


wages huve 
agerecate sum 


ebou 


and 


cusses 


any real pleasnre 


$; to such, 
increases seem abnormal, something to be corre 

Protectionisits are pleased that the prosperity 
pletely refuted the 


cted, 

tariff so com- 
predictions of the free traders, made in the 
heat of anger at the time of the enactment of the protective 
tariff. They see, but they do net like to dwell upon the fact, 


that instead of their vehemently predicted decrease in imports 


there has been a really phenomenal imcrease instead. If the 
astonishing, to them, fact should but lead them to study the 
economic situation with less bias and greater fairness, in time 


they might be reconciled if net won over to a protective tariff, 
since it accomplishes so amazingly what they so strenuously 
contend for—an increase in the consumption of imported 
ticles rather than im the consumption of similar home 
ductions. 
But, of course, it is the dutiable feature of the imports that 
free traders regard as so outrageous, and to think that. once 
prosperity returned with the new tariff, the people should 
actually prefer to buy more dutiable than nondutiable articles, 
surely niust serieusly arouse them. It only goes to show, they 
will be apt to remark, how very much larger the consumption 
by Americans of foreign-made articles would have been had 
there been no duties at all. Perhaps, like in dear old Pngland, 
they would have preferred to see the duties piled hich on non- 
competitive imperts, and our desire for increased revenue 
fied in that way. 

But then they would be forced back to the conctusion that ft 
was only because these duties were imposed that employment 
became so general throughout the United 
the money for these tremendously incres 
short, it is a case of not being able 
it, too, 


“ar- 
pro- 


satis- 


Stufes as te furnish 
In 


und eut 


sed ioreign articles 


to hawe one’s enke 
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Protectionists can not study the vast increase in dutiable 
imports without becoming convinced that the rates of duty are 
too low; that they could be increased substantially in a manner 
that would not impair the revenue-producing qualities so much 
desired and at the same time give greater opportunity for home 
producers to meet the market demands for competing articles 
now so largely imported. The purpose of protectionists is to in- 
crease home production, not home cousumption of competing for- 
eign products; and it should be manifest to all that the new 
prosperity tariff does not give the full opportunity to our own 
home producers that protectionists would like to see them en- 
Joy. 

It will be noted, however, that, in the items of crude mate- 
rials for use in manufacturing, foodstuffs in crude condition, 
and food animals, foodstuffs partly or wholly manufactured, and 
inanufactures for further use in manufacturing, are to be found 
four-tifths of our imports, and that, after all, only one-fifth 
actually constitutes manufactures ready for consumption. Four- 
fifths of our imports contribute to further uses, at least part em- 
ployment by our own people, before they become manufactures 
ready for consumption, and only one-fifth imports all ready for 
consumption, The more one analyzes the prosperity tariff the 


more one admires it. 


As a matter of real fact, the existing prosperity tariff is one | 


that should earry joy to both protectionists and free traders, 
because it has accomplished what each so strongly desires; 
that is to say, it has been the active cause of putting the idle 
in the United States to work at steady and high wages, with 
all of the material blessings that flow from such a condition ; 


and it has so greatly increased our imports, even of competing 
foreign products, as to mollify all but the most rabid of free 


traders—but there are so many free traders who are rabid! 
Senator Jones of Washington truly says: 


The need of protection is greater now than ever before. 


And Representative Free, of California, with equal truth 
declares : 
The recent tariff act, in my judgment, has been a great blessing to 


the country. 


Representative LINEBERGER, also 


mizes the situation: 


of California, thus epito- 


In order that the necessity of adequate tariff legislation may be kept 
before us as a people, a continuous and consistent educational cam- 
paign must be waged. The effect of the tariff of 1922 speaks for 
itself more eloquently than I or anyone else could speak for it. Pros- 
perity reigns, and the American workman and the American producer 
and manufacturer, both equally codependent, are enjoying widespread 
employment and prosperity, both fundamental requirements for the 
social and economic well-being of the United States. 


EXPORTS INCREASE UNDER PROTECTION 


The important fact must not be overlooked that our exports 
increased 12 per cent during the 18 months as compared with 
the preceding 18 months of nonprotection. This, too, is an 
accomplishment that our free-trade Democratic friends pre- 
dicted was an impossibility. Our protective tariff, they de- 
clared, was tantamount to an announcement to the world that 
we desired isolation; that we were enough unto ourselves; 
that our tariff duties would hereafter be too high to enable 
eur people to buy abroad; and, as a consequence, we should 
find that we could not sell abroad if we did not buy. But, 
having increased our imports 41 per cent—having shown our 
free-trade Democratic friends how wrong they were in respect 
to imports—they are prepared, of course, for proof that they 
were wrong, too, in respect to our exports. Instead of these 
shrinking, as was predicted, they have expanded instead. What 
a sorry lot, to be sure, free-trade and semifree-trade Democrats 
are as forecasters of the consequences of the adoption of what 
has proved to be our prosperity tariff. 

Democrats should sit in sackcloth and ashes in order to 
expiate the errors they committed in discussing the “ robber 
tariff.” But, blithely, notwithstanding they purpose, so it is 
said, to “make an issue of the tariff”! If thet be so, I can 
only say that their hardihood is only equaled by their assur- 
ance. Plenty of Republicans will be around with the figures 
to refute their misstatements, besides which a splendid oppor- 
tunity will thus be given to Republican protectionists to refute 
free-trade Democratic misstatements and to let the people know 
just how they have benefited, are now benefiting, and are sure 
to continue to benefit under our splendid prosperity: tariff. 

CUSTOMS REVENUP 


GAINS UNDER PROTECTIVE TARIFF 


Even though I may be charged with repetition, I can not 
conclude my remarks on the prosperity tariff without again 
adverting to, with a view to emphasizing, the extremely im- 
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portant Increase in customs duties during the first 18 months 
of the prosperity tariff as compared with the last 18 months 
of the semifree trade-blighting tariff of our Democratie friends. 
The study of these customs returns is something that people of 
all shades of economic thought should rejoice in, free traders 
as well as protectionists, because revenue is so badly needed 
just now in order to keep down taxes. So I ask our friends 
again to note that during the 18 months preceding the enact- 
ment of the tariff under which prosperity is so general, 
so widespread, and so deep-rooted we collected in round figures 
the tidy sum of $562,000,000 from customs duties while during 
the 18 months the prosperity tariff has been in effect we have 
collected no less than $859,000,000, an increase of 52.8 per cent. 
That is the crown, the capstone of the prosperity tariff. What 
on earth can our free-trade Democratic friends say about that? 
Can they, will they, dare they attack a measure that has 
yielded more than 50 per cent increase in needed revenue 
while at the same time prosperity has taken the place of ad- 
versity, and especially with employment offering for everyone 
Who wishes to work, and at wages that outrank, individually 
and collectively, anything this country—or, for that matter, 
any country—has ever known? 

I wholly agree with my friend Representative Hickey, of 
Indiana, who says: 


I know of no organization or agency that has had more to do in 
stimulating interest in the protective system than your organization— 
the American Protective Tariff League. You should have the support 
of everyone interested in a protective tariff. 


And my other friend, Representative FAtrrrectp, of Indiana, 
who says: 

No better evidence of the value of an adequate protective tariff 
could be given to the country than the prosperity which developed 


almost immediately all over the country upon the passage of the 
tariff act. 


Never in the history of American tariffs—free-trade or pro- 
tective—has there been such customs collections as have been 
known under the Fordney prosperity tariff of 1922. Put a pin 
in there. We all know how greatly revenue is needed in order 
to moderate the rigor of our war taxes. The people are to 
enjoy a cut of 25 per cent in their income taxes. What enabled 
the Government to make that reduction? The receipts—the 
increased receipts—from the new prosperity tariff. 

So we have a prosperity-engendering, an employment-beget- 
ting, a revenue-producing, a tax-reducing Republican protec- 
tive tariff to be thankful for and to hold fast to if we have 
good sense and proper appreciation of the benefits we enjoy. 

Representative Vesta, of Indiana, says it this way: 


To understand the tariff means to be in favor of the protective 
policy. 


And Representative Green, of Iowa, says it like this: 


We begin the year 1924 with renewed assurances of the value of the 
new tariff. Under its influence the wheels of every factory are turn- 
ing, there is employment for everybody at higher wages than ever be- 
fore in peace times, the railroads never carried so much freight, our 
exports and imports are about double what they were before the war, 
and the revenue received from our customs duties are twice as much 
as any Democratic tariff bill ever produced in normal times. All this 
has been done notwithstanding the free list has been greatly increased 
over that of any tariff bill, as the average rate of the Fordney bill on 
all goods imported is only a little over 15 per cent, while under the 
Payne bill they were 20.61 per cent and under the Dingley bill 25.45 
per cent. The new tariff is a phenomenal success. 


Representative FrorHINGHAM, of Massachusetts, says: 


If there was ever a time when a tariff act was necessary for this 
country it was after the World War, when without such a measure this 
country would have been flooded with cheap goods. The revenues 
received from this measure exceed the predictions of its fondest ad- 
mirers. 


Former Representative Fordney, of Michigan, author of the 
prosperity tariff, says: 

The need of an adequate tariff is imperative. Its operation has 
proved its necessity. Upon its maintenance depends the success of 
the farm, the factory, and labor employed therein. 


Representative Paice, of Massachusetts, makes this timely 
remark : 


The textile industries in Massachusetts are suffering to-day from 
the high price of cotton, which makes it impossible for manufacturers 
to produce goods at the price they are being sold. This is not the 
result of the tariff, but is the result of a short crop of cotton and 
one of those things that occur frequently. Generally speaking, the 
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industrial conditions of the country are highly prosperous. The price 
of cotton and the mild season we have had has prevented a free move- 
ment of merchandise, which the enemies of protection will claim is the 
result of a protective tariff. This Is all nonsense. Without the pro- 
tective tariff our industries would be stagnant, and with 
tariff foreign goods are coming into this country in vast quantities, 
and I think in many instances the rates should be raised instead of 
lowered, if we desire to protect the industries all over the country. 


the present 


Things are not all they should be in the cotton-manufactur- 
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ing business, especially in Massachusetts, but I am convinced | 


that the tariff is not to blame, as so many of our free-trade 
Democratic friends, looking around for bricks to throw at the 
prosperity tariff, would be too ready to say. For example, 
during the 18 months preceding the adoption of the present 
protective tariff we imported cotton manufactures totaling 
$179,652,879, and during the 18 months the prosperity tariff 
has been in effect our imports of cotton manufactures totaled 
in value $202,835.045, an increase under the protective tariff of 
$23,182,166, or not quite 13 per cent, and it should be remem- 
bered that the increase in all dutiable imports, of which manu- 
factures of cotton are a part, was 56 per cent. Again, during 
the 18 months that immediately preceded the enactment of the 
prosperity tariff we exported cotton manufactures valued at 
$133,525,843, while during the 18 months immediately succeed- 
ing the enactment of the protective tariff our exports of cotton 
manufactures totaled in value $184,810,500, an increase of 
$51,284,657, or more than 36 per cent, although, it should be 
remembered, our total exports increased but 12 per cent during 
the same period last named. 

Representative BACHARACH, of New Jersey, sees it in this 
way: 

The splendid results in our foreign commerce, our increased cus- 
toms receipts, and in general prosperity of American industry clearly 
justify all that was claimed for the Fordney-McCumber tariff law, 
and demonstrates the wisdom of the Republican Party in its policy of 
an adequate protective law. 


And Representative Lesatracn, from the same State, gives 
this well-deserved 


testimonial to an organization that con- 
stantly works for an adequate protective tariff: 
The American Protective Tariff League is performing a splendid 


service in disseminating information regarding the workings of the 
present tariff law, and in correcting the distortions and misrepresenta- 
tions of its opponents. In so doing it is not only strengthening the 
Republican Party, the champion of protection, but it is to this extent 
insuring the prosperity and well-being of the country. 


Representative MacGrecor, of Buffalo, N. Y., also pays this 
tribute: 


There never was a time in the history of the country when a pro- 
tective tariff was more necessary than at the present time, and I con 
gratulate the league on its willing patriotism and efficient work in 
bringing tar‘ff truths to the attention of the voters. 


If I have not already given convincing proof of the great 
contribution to the national welfare in the enactment of the 
prosperity tariff, then I have failed completely in what I have 
undertaken. But how can that be possible, when the effect of 
that tariff during the first 18 months of its operation—the whole 
period of which we have record of its operation—has been to 
increase our nondutiable imports 31 per cent, our dutiable im- 
ports 56 per cent, and our combined free and dutiable imports 
41 per cent; and during the same period this same prosperity 
tariff has increased our exports 12 per cent, and the collections 
from customs duties more than 52 per cent, as compared 
with the 18 months immediately preceding the enactment of this 
prosperity tariff. 

Perhaps what I have said will not change free traders into 
protectionists, but it should stay the hand of any protectionist 
when he comes to vote next November from helping by his vote 
to return to power the party that would restore a semifree-trade 
tariff, such as was in partial effect during the 18 months pre- 
ceding the enactment of the existing prosperity tariff. No pro- 
tectionist who claims a valid right to the title will be justified 
in voting against any representative of the party of protection 
at the coming election. And this I feel sure of: Whoever does, 
by his vote, help to restore to control of the Government those 
who stand for free trade, or as near to free trade as they dare 
make a tariff for revenue only, will bitterly regret their action, 
if the total result thereof actually does restore to power the 
party of free trade, because they and the country as a whole 
will suffer as a consequence of such restoration. 

The Lone Star State does not send a great many protec- 
tionist Representatives to Congress, but it does so occasionally, 
and when it does it generally sends one who is a credit to his 





sig 


State, to his party, and to himself. Such a Representative is 
in this body now from the Lone-Star State, who has sound views 
on a protective tariff, a sample of which it is my pleasure to pre- 
sent from the lone protectionist (Republican), Mr 
of Texas: 


W URZBACH, 


I have the very strong impression that during recent years protec 
tive-tariff advocates, and the Republican Party in particular, are not 
making an appeal to the wage earners on the merits of the protective 


policy and who are the greatest beneficiaries of that policy. This 
was not so in the days of President McKinley It seems to me that 
we are losing touch with that great class of American producers, 
The “full dinner pail" argument could be made just as effective now 


as it was not so many years ago. 

The wage earners of the country are strong for a restrictive immi- 
gration policy, and arguments they make against immigra 
tion on econonric grounds and as affecting their wage scale and stand- 
ard of living can be effectively made against the nonprotective policy 
of the Democratic Party. 


the same 


Representative Cotton, of Utah, has this to say: 


More than any other factor, in my opinion, 
means of restoring the West to normalcy. 
all broke and 


the tariff has been the 
Our stockmen were nearly 
farmers 


our thoroughly 


discouraged While there is 
still a bad situation in agricultural lines, yet matters are improving 
every day. The sheep industry has been saved, the alfalfa seed has 


become one of our great products, and the mines are nearly all run- 
ning full 


at capacity. ‘This condition in a large measure can be 
traced directly to the enactment of the tariff law. 
Representative Winter, of Wyoming, contributes the fol- 
lowing: 
There is great necessity of special continuous effort from this 


moment on in order to prevent a reaction to Democratic low tariff or 
free trade in the next election. There will be a attack made 
on the party of the tariff’ in the coming campaign. We 
must remind and reeducate and instruct the people and the new voters 
from this time on. 


vicious 
protective 


I wish to close what I have to say just now on the subject 
of the existing prosperity tariff with a quotation from a state- 
ment made by John T. Adams, of Lowa, the retiring chairman 
of the Republican National Committee, a splendid protectionist 
and a Republican to be proud of. He said: 


The Fordney-McCumber tariff act in its first year’s operation demon- 
strated that it protected American production and at the same time 
brought more revenue into the Treasury than was ever before realized 
from customs taxation. The report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
shows that the customs receipts for the fiscal year 1923 were 
$562,189,039, exceeding the receipts of the previous year by $204, 
644,327, under the Democratic policy of “a tariff for revenue only.” 

The import and export figures presented in the Secretary’s report 
show that while giving protection to our own producers the new tariff 
law did not restrict our foreign trade. The imports during the fiscal 
year 1923 were valued at a billion and a quarter more than those of 
the preceding year and the exports at nearly $4,000,000,000, and an 
increase of $185,896,326 over the fiscal year of 1922 The balance of 
trade in favor of the United States was reduced from $1,163,172,589 
in 1922 to $175,818,789 in 1923. 

All lines of business and industry in this country have grown under 
the operation of the new law with a steady increase of employment 
at the highest wage ever known, and the revival of manufactures with 
the great volume of earnings has increased the home market the 
products of agriculture as to spread prosperity whole 
country. 

The friends of the principle of protection should be vigilant during 
the next year with the demonstration of the great effect of that 
principle brought vividly and effectively to the minds of all the people. 

Former protective tariffs have been repealed not because they failed 
to do that which was promised but because after exerting themselves 
to put it on the statute books the friends of protection ceased their 
activity. This is the time when all believers in protection should 
redouble their efforts to sustain the party that has always stood for 
that principle, so retaining the present tariff laws and maintaining 
the present prosperity in industry, agriculture, and business. 


i) over the 


THE REVENUE ACT OF 192 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the revenue act is prob- 
ably the most important legislation that has been passed 
by the Sixty-eighth Congress, because it reduces the tax 


burdens of aimost 4,000,000 citizens who pay income taxes and 
many more who pay excise taxes. When Congress assembled 
in December, 1923, we found a cash surplus in the Treasury 
of the United States of about $360,000,000, and knowing the 
people needed relief from the tax burden that had prevailed 
since the World War, practically all Members of 
wanted sweeping reductions, and the only question 


Congress 
in their 











11320 CONGRESSIONAL 





JUNE 7 


RKRECORD—HOUSE 





} —_—— —_, 
| per cent on net incomes between $4,000 and $8,000, as proposed 


by the Mellon plan, it will be 4 per cent under the present law, 
and Congress, instead of Mellon and Coolidge, should be thanked 
for this reduction. 

ln appraising the present tax law keep in mind the reduc- 
tions in excise taxes, as follows: That all tax is removed on 
telegraph and telephone messages, admission to the moving-pic- 
ture shows up to 50 cents, on soft drinks, candy, theater, and 
circus tickets, hunting and sporting goods, jewelry in value 
under $30, watches under $60, ordinary priced carpets, rugs, 
and traveling luggage, license fees of produce brokers, stamps 
on notes und bills; and the tax on automobiles, trucks, and 
wagons under $1,000 entirely exempt, and a cut of 50 per cent 
on auto parts; likewise all gifts and estates under $50,000 are 
entirely exempt. The cuts and exemptions are all just and 
accrue to a great number of people upon whom the tax burden 
was keenly felt. 


The present bill provides for publicity of returns, for examina- 


| tion of returns by committees of Congress and taxing officers of 


i was the adjustment of the rates and where the sub- 
! cuts should be made 
hederal Constitution confers on the House of Repre- 
e wuthority to propose revenue measures, but 
j t) Congre when they assembled it 
the Secretar the Treasury had proposed a 
ulled the Mellon plan, and with the help of the 
l DoWapaj s und the moving picture shows had 
eu ell this plan to the country as the only model 
p wider which tlie people could have substantial tax reduc 
tious ius people not understanding the details of a tax 
hia ell for tl selfish propagunda, but Congress Was courage 
ous enol o stand between Mr. Mellon, liis cohorts, and the | 
people and hive preceeded to give the people a better tax re- 
aul on Ww than the Mellon plan The metropolitan news- 
pridy like Mr. Mellon, pay incomes in the higher brackets, 
und Mi. Mellon with fine political strategy proposed the elimi- 
ni n of the excise tax on admissions to the movies and 
received their educational influence, but forgot many 
classes Who had equal Claims for reductions of excise taxes. 


fhe boldest and most unjust suggestion of Mr. Mellon was | 


that the surtaxes in the higher brackets should be reduced one- 
haif, viz, from 50 per cent down to 25 per cent, and this proved 


the bene of contention against which many of the Republicans | 
entered their protests the same as the progressives aud Demo- | 


crats, 60 that at no time eould the Mellon plan muster in its 
suppert more than one-fourth of the total vote of the House, 
and upon final passage of the present law only 9 votes in the 
Hlouse and 6 in the Senate were the total that could be found 
ugainst the present bill. Mr. Mellon had the support of Presi- 
dent Coolidge until after passage of the present law, and by a 
veto the President could have tested the strength of the Melton 
plain, but decided not to stand pat on the Mellon plan 

While Mr. Mellon proposed to reduce surtaxes 50 per cent, at 
ihe same time he advocated a reduction of only 25 per cent on 
the normal taxes of the large numbers of the smaller taxpayers. 
‘Vuking the total taxpayers under the former law for the year 
L921, which was 6,662,176, there would have been benefited 
under the Mellon plan a total of 6,109 more compared to the old 
law, while under the present Simmons law there will be greater 
benefits accruing to 6,636,067. Should a Congressman represent 
the 6.000 or the 6,000,000? In Indiana on the same basis of 
1921 laxpayers, totaling 150,500, 52 would have been benefited 
more by the Mellon plan, while 150,248 will be benefited more by 
the law that Congress passed. As an Indiana Congressman I 
preferred to vote for the law that would benefit the 150,248 
rather than the 52, none of whom, so far as I know, live in my 
disirict. Liacoln once said: 


Cod must have loved the common people the most, as he made so 
any more of them, 


Congress has withstood the severe denunciation of the large 
newspapers, the ridicule and characterization of the cartoonist, 
and the misguided criticism of chambers of commerce and 
others pulling for the classes, and has stood by the masses and 
enacted into law a revenue bill constructive in character and 
much superior to the Mellon plan. Although this bill was 
framed by men like WILLIAM GREEN, of Iowa, JOHN N. GARNER, 
of Texas, JAMES A. FREAR, of Wisconsin, and others who have 
served on the Ways and Means Committee of the House for 20 
years and more, even before Mr. Mellon and Mr. Coolidge were 
known in American politics, yet the newspapers have continued 
to picture the executive department as the council of wise men 
and Congress as an aggregation of dishonest politicians. The 
credit for this legislation should be credited to courageous indi- 
viduals in both Houses of Congress and not to a political party. 
Party lines broke down and the best law was enacted, and TI 
propose bow to analyze some of the merits of the new revenue 
law. 

They say the present bill is not scientific, yet the administra- 
tive features of the law desired by the Treasury Department 
have been incorporated into the new law, thereby making many 
improvements. The plan proposed by Mr. Mellon did not give 
the 25 per cent reduction on the current taxes for 1923 payable 
this year. Mr. Taxpayer, when you receive this rebate this 
year you can thank Congress for that, as Mr. Mellon was think- 
ing about surtaxes. The exemption for each dependent in the 
new law still remains at $400 per capita, and if your income runs 
over $5,000 you will not be held down to a married person’s 
exemption of $2,000, but will be allowed the same as the person 
with income under $5,000, namely, $2,500. Is not this scientific, 
to place both upon an equality? And youcan thank Congress fer 
that equality of treatment. Instead of your normal taxes be- 
ing 3 per cent on net income under $4,000, as proposed by Mr. 
Mellon, your rate will be 2 per cent; and instead of it being 6 
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ihe States, and this feature was strongly opposed by the Treas- 
ury Department. Congress believed that since the taxpayer in 
the States had to list and make oath to his assessment, and the 
sume was made a part of the public records, that a similar pro- 
vision was equally just as to Federal taxation. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, supported by those who pos- 
sess large estates, opposed the gift and inheritance provi- 
sions of the present law. ‘These estates arose from monopoly, 
exploitation of natural resources, increased value of vested 
holdings in preperty created by the growth of communities, 
with organization and centralization of business, all under the 
beneficent protection of a stable government; and it seems most 
just that when death comes to the possessors of these vast for- 


| tunes the Government should be entitled to its toll to per- 


petuate its peace, progress, and safety of the whole society. 
This policy dissipates these large holdings and estates and 
takes them back to society without taking the taxes from the 
eurrent year’s operating expenses of the particular business 
and thereby crippling the business. The death of the posses- 
sor becomes the adjusting and distributing period, and car- 
ries a portion of these vast estates and wealth back to the 
people. These taxes begin at $50,000 and are graduated up- 
ward. 

Now, Mr. Taxpayer, as to some of the details of this new 
revenue law. Under the old law your surtaxes began at $6,000, 
whereas under the present law surtaxes begin at $10,000 with 
1 per cent and are graduated upward to a maximum of 40 
per cent on ineomes over $500,000. Flere was the bone of 
contention, and if Mr. Mellon and his colleagues could have 
dictated this particular schedule all would have been well, 
as they wanted a flat reduction of 50 per cent from the pres- 
ent rate of 50 per cent down to 25 per cent as the maximum 
rate on incomes of $500,000 and upward. 

In addition to the other advantages of the present law in 
favor of the small taxpayer, there is allowed a deduction 
of 25 per cent on earned net incomes up to $10,000, being on 
items of compensation for persenal services, such as wages, 
salary, fees, and earnings frem the store, shop, and farm, and 
all net incomes under $5,000 are defined by the law as earned 
incomes. ‘This favors incomes from personal services actually 
earned as distinguished from interest, rents, dividends, and 
similar items, allowing an advantage of 25 per cent on the 
normal tax to the business man, professienal man, farmer, store- 
keeper, and others whose earned incomes are under $10,000. 
Let the smaller taxpayer study this littl table for a com- 
parison of income taxes calculated upon earned incomes of 
a married person without other dependents than wife or 
husband and observe the relative taxes to be paid under the 
old law, the Mellon plan, and the present law, to wit: 








Tax ander 


Tax under 
the Mellon law of 1924 


Tax under 


Net income the old law 





plan 
POO i ik. oie dees wtitdictbicedicendddaok $20. 00 $15.00 $7.50 
NN is 5 ck int cnnaiduibhalhdodiibudhibaddnabhel 40. 00 45.00 22. 50 
ES ee eee 100. 00 75. 00 37. 50 
Ila cian eptinmacidieikuiealentnapvepnipielittipysideinnaaraani 120. 00 57.30 
I dn chbsatdba ticle acceded ck earbitcahbglelldens 180. 00 7.50 
GREER. ciksiicmsnhousidbiss <smsddedibedaiatain 240. 00 127. 30 
SR can mentngnitesi cietinintiiainntantibblmmea til 300. 00 167. 50 
GENES. cncnace’ *Spptingnatascocgapeanqqneeite 360. 90 7. 50 
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Will you in conclusion bear in mind that there are 3,417,626 
taxpayers, according te the 1922 returns, whose incomes are 
under the $10,000, while there are incomes of only 172,359 tax- 
payers whose incomes exceed $10,000. 
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Some honestly, no doubt, contend that lower surtaxes will 
bring money invested in nontaxable securities out into the 
channels of active business. I ask, who will buy these securi- 
ties? The money.of other American taxpayers; and this 
taking out of one pocket and placing it in another. 
ever considered that the large savings of taxes under the new 
law, which affects so many, leaves these earnings anvong the 
people in the local communities, where it will be used to pro- 
mote local prosperity? 
Congress should be given the benefit of that conclusion—that 
the revenue law of 1924 is a great piece of constructive legis- 


is 


lation, made in the interest of all, while favoring the smaller | 
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Have you | 


There is but one just conclusion, and | 


taxpayer, while the plan proposed by Mr. Mellow was intended 


to specially favor the rich. The final observation 
this legislation is that Congress did not surrender its authority 
and constitutional duty to propose and enact a revenue law 


concerning | 


and did not succumb to a gigantic false propaganda, but gave | 


the whole people 
Secretary 


a superior law to the one proposed by the 
of the Treasury, and the actuaries of the Treasury 


: | 
Department have made calculations and reported that the new 


law will raise the revenue necessary to operate the activities 
of our Government, will pay the soldiers’ compensation, and 
leave a surplus in the Treasury. Congress has kept the faith 
with the people. 
FLAG 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, under the leave granted 
extend my remarks in the Recorp I include the following: 


DAY 
to 


FLAG DAY ALDRESS BY THOMAS W. PHILLIPS, JR., JUNE 14, 10924, BEFORE 
THE KICHARD BUTLER CHAPTER, D. A. R., OF BUTLER, PA, 
On July 2, 1776, the Continental Congress “ resolved that these 


United Colonies are, and of a right ought to be, free and independent 
States.” 

On July 4, 1776, the Declaration of Independence was adopted by the 
Congress. 


On June 14, 1777, 147 years ago to-day, Congress resolved “ that the 
flag of the thirteen United States be 13 stripes, alternate red and 
white; that the Union be 13 stars, white in a blue field, representing 


a new constellation.” 

In 1791 Vermont was admitted to the Union and in 1792 Kentucky 
became a State, and in 1794 ordered “that from and after 
lst day of May, 1795, the flag of the United States be 15 stripes, 
alternate red and white, and that the Union 15 stars, white 
blue field.” 

From 1796 to 1818 five additional States were admitted, but no official 
change was made in the flag. It became evident that each new State 
could not be represented by a stripe so the final act to establish the 
flag of the United States was approved April 4, 1818, as follows: 

‘“SecTion 1, Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the 4th of 
July next, the flag of the United States be 13 horizontal stripes, 
alternate red and white; that the Union heve 20 stars, white in a 
blue field, 

“ Sac. And be it further enacted, That on the admission of 
every new State into the Union one star be added to the union of 
the flag, and that such addition shall take effect on the 4th of 
July next succeeding such admission.” 

In these few paragraphs is contained the skeleton, the outline, the 
chronology of our flag. But our flag is more than an inanimate or in- 
articulate skeleton; for, as a symbol of unity, liberty, equality, fra- 
ternity, it speaks to us as one having flesh and blood and mind and 
heart and soul. It is the embodiment of valor and virtue, of hope and 
happiness, of justice and judgment. It is the fulfillment of the visions 
of the patriarchs and prophets of the ancient world. It is the out- 
growth of ethical teaching proclaimed in Palestine long centuries ago. 
It is the consummation of principles for which the patriots in all ages 
have fought. 

That for which Old Glory stands can not be appraised or appreci- 
ated; it can not be painted by word or portrayed by brush; neither 
can it be woven of threads of wool and silk or of silver and gold, for 
it is an ideal, an emotion, an inspiration. 

We revere it because it wintered with Washington at Valley Forge. 
We honor it because it protects our homes. We cherish it with loving 
devotion, because it is our hope for future years, 

As Daughters of the American Revolution you are familiar with the 
trials and triumphs of our ancestors. You know the American flag is 
to-day flying over a united country, a country which can best be 
described as a land of opportunity because a noble race counted not 
the cost but paid the price. Bleeding men, weeping women, and crying 
children paid that price through sacrifice, sorrow, and suffering. Theirs 
was the glory, ours the gain; but duty did not die, disintegrate, and 
disappear with their dust. If liberty is to live, each succeeding gen- 
eration must give the spirit of liberty a new birth, a new baptism— 
if need be, a baptism of blood. 


Congress 


the 


be in a 
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“Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty,” for liberty may be lost 
in time of peace as well as in time of war and must be defended by 
brain as well as by blood. Our Government has drifted into troubled 
waters and toward uncharted seas. Our flag, with its stars and stripes, 
signifies a union of sovereign States; but sovereign State to-day has 
little more than historical significance. Ours was a government of 
laws, which bureaucracy is turning into vernment of me Our 
fathers detested tyranny, but we are placing irritating restrictions on 
private business and private affairs. Our ancestors fought to be free 
from unjust taxation, but no enlightened nation has ever subjected its 

| citizens to the unnecessary, unjust, and inequitable taxation which is 


imposed upon us. Formerly we followed the precep at “the best- 
governed people are the least governed.” Our present policy is to 
enact laws so numerous and nonsensical that soon all, not through 
cheice but of necessity, must become lawbreakers, thereby merging into 
a new, a common democracy, a single class, a criminal class By 
condoning these innovations or conniving at further alterations in the 


basic principles of our Government we encourage those who seek to 
stamp out the tricolor and replace it with one color, the red of riot, 
revolution, and ruin 

It requires initiative, ingenuity, energy, and industry to construet, 
but only indifference to corrupt. Popular rule, upon which our 
principles of Government rest, implies popular interest and intelligent 
participation, but not so much for the purpose of expanding the 
activities and increasing the burdens of the State as to restrain those 
who would use the people to serve the State rather than utilize the 
State to serve and protect the peopl Laws should serve to mark 
out the pathway to a Hfe broad and abundant, rich, and replete in 
good will and in all good works rather than seek to restrict, restrain, 
and repress the God-given desire for individual independent expre 


sion and development. Paul spoke in the light of history and with 


a marvelously intimate understanding of human nature when he said 
“The letter killeth, but the spirit giveth life.” 

It is right, it is fitting for the Daughters of the American Revolu 
tion and other patriotic organizations to erect historic monuments, 
to keep alive the traditions of the past, to elevate the standard of 
citizenship by commemorating the praiseworthy deeds of former xen- 
erations, and to keep green their memory by song an: 1 story, but the 
best tribute that can be paid to our worthy ancestors is to preserve 
the form of government which their flag and our flag typifies and to 
perpetuate their noble qualities through a lineal upright posterity. 
The Colonial and Revolutionary stock is disappearing be« 


Aust un 


worthy descendants will not pay 


the price necessary for its preserva 


tion. If our respect for ancestry exceeds our love for posterity, the 
future belongs to others. 

You are to be congratulated, not because your accidental or provi 
dential birth has made you eligible to become a member of this 
honorable body, but you and I and all those now living and all those 
who are to come after us are to be congratulated because you have 
been willing to assume and discharge a most sacred obligation. In 
a word, it is your duty and your obligation to teach the children, 
who will soon take up the tools with which we work and the taxks 


which we must now perform that all we hold most dear, all that makes 
life worth while, all our civil and religious liberties were blood bought, 
were purchased for a great price, and that even it 
now it will in time be their duty to not only love our 
not only cherish our institutions, but to preserve our 
their perfect symmetry. 

“As he thinketh in his heart, so is he.” The coming 
must be taught to think right if they are to do right. Doctrine must 
precede duty; but instruction is imparted by demonstrations, not by 
declarations; by performances, not by professions; by results, not by 
resolutions, 

The flag typifies American patriotism, American performance, Ameri- 
can progress. Flag Day lends itself most appropriately to the teach- 
ing of those traditions and the implanting of those ideals of which 
you Daughters of the American Revolution, are natural 
foster mothers. 


as is our duty 
institutions, 
institutions in 


generations 


guardians 


SIX MONTHS AND THREE DAYS IN CONGRESS 

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, there is an unwritten rule of 
Congress to the effect that new Members “should be seen and 
not heard.” From the manner in which Congressmen absent 
themselves one would conclude that another rule obtains to the 
effect that old Members “should be neither seen nor heard.” 
Both are wrong, and that Member who subscribes to them is 
false to his constituency and unfit to be a Congressman. 

During my campaign for Congress my enemies stated that I 
would not be able to accomplish anything, that I would be un- 
known and unheard of in Congress, and that I would not get a 
single committee assignment of any value; whereas I promised 
results and advocated, among other things, selective and re- 
strictive immigration, adjusted compensation, tax reduction, 
child-labor prohibition, hospitalization for all veterans, increase 
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and readjustment of pay for postal employees, and adequate 
pensions for veterans of the Civil War, Indian wars, and the 


Spanish-American War. 
Qn taking my seat six months ago, after a strenuous fight a 
place on the Immigration Committee was won, destined to be 


t most important committee in Congress and at that time the 
me svsught for in the House of Representatives. By vir .uie of 
that assignment the opportunity was afforded me to help write 
and pass the very measure urged in my campaign, namely, a 

ve and restrictive immigration law, which for its con- 


st eness and comprehensiveness is unequaled In the fight 
for legislation 1 made several speeches and also took a 
! ling part in guiding the measure through the committee and 
the House, incurrir by ny aggressiveness the hatred of every 
enemy of America und those alien to our institutions. 

Vending before this same committee are several bills intro- 
duced by me which, when enacted into law, will solve our nat- 
ul tien difficulties as well as cause the deportation of every 

minal alien within our borders. I shall battle for these 

r til they are enacted into law. 

M econd accomplishment is rooted In soldiers’ legislation. 
I introduced the first adjusted compensation measure in this 
Congress; appeared before the committee in support of this 

lation: made speeches on the floor of the House; voted for 
its p ige and finally helped to pass it over the veto of the 
President Furthermore, my bill for general hospitalization 
for veterans of all wars and for the decentralization of the 
Veterans’ Bureau became and is a part of the omnibus bill 
passed by Congress this very week 


In pension matters for Spanish-American War and Civil War 

ter and inereased compensation and better hospitaliza- 

World War veterans much time and effort have been 
en to the general satisfaction of claimants. 

My third campaign pledge was fulfilled when with the help 
of the progressives of both parties the resolution to amend the 
Constitution so as to prohibit child labor was reported out. In 
support of this measure I made a speech and actively assisted 


in its passage. 





Everything within my power was done toward relieving 
Oregon taxpayers. I actively and substantially helped in 
securing repeal of the nuisance taxes on telephone messages, 
telegrams, and candy, and farmers selling their own produce in 
public markets; total elimination of excise taxes on all surgical 
instruments, eyeglasses, musical instruments, silver-plated flat 
tableware, and watches under $60; a partial reduction of excise 
taxes on automobiles, automobile parts, tires, tubes, and acces- 
sories, and admissions to theaters. 

I believe that further reduction of income taxes is possible 
and that all excise taxes should be repealed. These things 
can be accomplished by rigid economy In governmental expendi- 
tures, which I shall coniinue to advocate. 

The Howell-Barkley bill was taken from the Interstate and 
Morelgn Commerce Committee by the petition of 150 progres- 
sive Republicans and Democrats. I was the only Member from 
Oregon on the petition and thereafter the only one from my 
State favoring and voting for this measure. This is the bill 
the late President Harding advocated and favored. 

A veterans’ hospital for Portland is practically assured. 
General Hines stated that if the general hospitalization bill 
passed—and it did—there would be a need in Portland for a 
hospital. Hon, Martin Mappen, chairman of the Appropria- 
tions Committee, and the most powerful and influential man in 
Congress, has promised me to look into the matter and do 
what he could for Portland. Knowing that a hospital is justi- 
tied, with the assurances already given, I am certain that the 
next Congress will authorize a hospital in Portland. 

'n addition to the accomplishments delineated heretofore, I 
have actively participated in the general debates on the floor 
of the House on matters in general, and the following in par- 
ticular: Alaskan fisheries bill; Crater Lake appropriation, se- 
curing $298,000 therefor; securing a $25,000 appropriation for 
widening and deepening the channel in the Columbia River 
from the mouth of the Willamette to Vancouver; fixing auc- 
tioneers’ fees in sale of Army goods not to exceed $100 a day, 
thereby preventing huge graft heretofore prevailing; secured 
promise of Major Putnam, of the Lighthouse Service, to include 
in the next budget the sum of $100,000 for improving the aids 
to navigation in the Columbia River; made speech condemning 
excessive and exorbitant profits; aided in adopting measure 
to create prohibition bureau, thereby insuring better law en- 
forcement; testified in favor of and urged the passage of the 
Dill bill in the interest of radio broadcasting and musical con- 
certs; aided in passage of Clarke reforestation bill and the 
lederal aid road bill; active in support of McNary-Haugen bill 
and much time spent in departmental matters on private 
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claims, pensions, and the like; helped to secure increased app: 
priation for proper enforcement of immigration laws; and 
actively aided in passing war minerals relief act. 

Finally, I voted against adjournment unfil relief for agrt- 
culture and other equally important legislation had been placed 
on the statute book. 

I now have pending in Congress the following bills: Tha 
Columbia River power act, which provides for the development 
of water power, irrigation, and reclamation and fixation of 
nitrogen, with dams to be constructed at Celilo Falls and at 
Umatilla Rapids; a bill to create a department of education 
along the lines of the Sterling-Reed bill, but without its ob- 
jectionable features; a bill for the deportation of all criminal 
aliens; a bill for the convening of Congress immediately after 
election; a bill to erect a 12-story Federal building in Port- 
land; and a bill for a veterans’ hospital in Portland. If 
Oregon will get behind these measures, their enactment into 
law is assured. 

I have labored night and day in the interests of the people 
of my district, my State, and my country and without question 
have fulfilled my promises and kept the trust given me. [ 
challenge anyone to show wherein I voted contrary to the 
interests of the people of my district; not only that, but [ 
challenge anyone to show wherein I voted wrong, 

I came to Congress dedicated to the proposition of voting 
and working not as a party man but as an American; I shall 
continue this course as long as I am in public office. 

EVERYBODY PROSPERS BUT THE FARMER—WHY? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, we are now in 
the closing hours of this the first session of the Sixty-eighth 
Congress. We have been in continuous session for over six 
months; and now that the adjournment hour is approaching it 
may be of interest to make a brief survey of the conditions con- 
fronting the country, of what has been accomplished by this 
Congress, and what, if anything, can be done to bring relief to 
agriculture, the one great basic industry now suffering as never 
before in the history of the country. We have in the United 
States some six major or basic industries, as follows: Finance, 
manufacturing, transportation, commerce, labor, and agricul- 
ture. 

A survey, based upon official and authentic reports, shows 
that a number of these great industries have and are enjoying 
unprecedented prosperity, while agriculture laneuishes and 
bankruptey and ruin, like a hideous monster, stares millions of 
our citizens in the face. 

Industries which are organized, without exception, are pros- 
perous. Finance, represented by the big banks of the larger 
cities; manufacturing, represented by the great industrial com- 
binations; and transportation, represented by the great railway 
systems, have no cause for complaint and are demanding that 
“well enough” should be let alone. 

Without elaboration, let me call attention to the present con- 
dition of organized industry as reported by the Wall Street 
Journal, a New York City publication, reflecting the condition 
of the Nation's business. The following headlines tell in brief 
the story: 

February 2, 1924: New Haven shows its earning ability—Reduces 
operating ratio to 75 per cent—Best net in 63 months—Repaid manage- 
ment’s efforts. 

February 2, 1924: Southern had its best year in 1923. 

January 25, 1924: Shareholders had a profitable year. 

August 6, 1922: Rail income high first half year—Nearly all carriers 
indicate better results for 1923 than obtained in 1922. 

January 15, 1924: North American does well in 1923—Gross increasa 
$19,000,000—New properties acquired 77 per cent of net derived from 
electric sales—North American has just completed one of the most suc- 
cessful years in its history. * * * 

August 1, 19283. Big increase in Steel’s earnings—Net profit reported 
for second quarter is $47,858,181, against $34,780,069 in previous 
quarter. 

August 2, 1924: Prosperity shown by big earnings—Many concerns 
reporting show full year’s dividend earned in six months, some in 
quarter. 


On April 21, 1924, the Associated Press carried a story under 
the following headlines: 


Railway lines show increase in net profits—Santa Fe, Rock Island, 
both realize bigger earnings in 1923 over 1922. 

Wall Street Journal, March 14, 1924: Why George Baker’s bank pays 
60 per cent—First National Bank, New York, has many hidden assets— 
Big investor in securities—Stock scarce. 

“ Well, I see George Baker has gone and done ft again.” This was 
the comment in financial circles when it was made known on Tuesday 
that First National had declared a quarterly dividend of $15, placing 
the stock on a 60 per cent annual basis, 
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During the past few years the larger banks have prospered 
as never before. Since 1914 the number of banks has increased 
from 26,800 to more than 50,100, and their combined deposits 
have increased from some $19,000,000,000 to more than $40,000,- 
000,000, 

The larger banks are the ones prospering most in proportion. 
The 25 larger banks in 1914 had combined deposits of $2,620,- 
100,000, and now their combined deposits are $6,785,400,000. 

The following table shows the growth and prosperity of a 
few of the great banks of the United States during the past 10 
years: 





1914 | 











National City Bank, New York ...................... $200, 700, 000 $756, 700, 000 
Guaranty Trust Co., New York_._....................| 211, 100, 000 | ‘ » 000 
Continental and Commercial N nal Bank, Chicag 155, 700, 000 | , O00 
Bankers’ Trust Co., New York ee 140, 400, 000 10, 000 
National Bank of Commerce, New York... ...........- 134, 100, 000 | 4, OOD 
Chase National Bank of New York..................-. | 126, 200, 000 4644, 300, 000 
First National Bank, New York..................... .| 108, 800, 000 325, 200, 000 
National Park Bank, New York 7 | 102, 700, 000 167, 800, 000 
Hanover National Bank, New York _...| 98,400,000 | 170, 100, 000 | 
Mechanics and Metals National Bank, New York__. -| 89,200,000 | 25 , 000 
National Shawmut Bank, Bostor i a $6, 900, O00 13 , 000 
Corn Exchange Bank, New York. Sscamiiéaaeweienat See Z , 000 
Equitable Trust Co., New York_.................._.-- | 75, 500, 000 2 , 000 
First National Bank, Boston. simian 75, 500, 000 17 |, O00 
American Exchange National Bank, New York. _.....| 63, 400, 000 15 , OOO 





On February 1924, the Wall Street Journal gave some 
reasons for this great prosperity; and among others set forth 
the following: 


Easy money with Federal reserve banks showing ratios of 81.4 per 
cent against 75.8 per cent a year ago, and New York Federal Reserve 
Bank 87.8 per cent against 79 per cent a year ago. 

Record gold holdings which could be employed when the right time 
comes for placing European countries on a sounder business and finan 
cial foundation. 

Steel corporation operating ingot mills at 94 per cent of capacity. 

Railroads prosperous and taking 30 cent of all the steel pro- 
duced, 

Unusually large cash holdings of the important industrial corpora 
tions. 

Generally, mills, factories, and furnaces are active. 


per 


This prosperity that has been so widely advertised and which 
we have heard so much about is the prosperity of the larger 
banks, the prosperity of the railways, and the prosperity of the 
organized and protected manufacturing concerns. 

Now, permit me to call your attention to another picture; 
the picture of agriculture; the picture of the American farm 
and its proprietor, the American farmer. 

The Congress has just adopted a resolution declaring ag- 
riculture a basic industry, thinking, or perhaps hoping, that 


this recognition of the great industry would satisfy the millions | 


of our citizens who live and have their being upon the farms of 
the Nation. 

Among all our great industries farming 
judged from any standpoint, should be the “ 
in America. 

Agriculture embraces some 6,500,000 farms and practically 


the total area of our country; claims 33,500,000 of our popula- 


or 
biggest business ” 


tion as residents of the farm; and values its possessions at over | 


$85,000,000,000, or almost one-third of our national wealth. 

Railway managers claim that their business is the “ big busi- 
ness” of the country, but railway valuations are less than 25 
per cent of the valuation of the farms, 

Bankers point with pride to their industry, and claim for it 
first rank and importance. 
and National, in the United States, having aggregate resources 
in the sum of $54,034,911,000, 
claim almost double aggregate resources. 

In 1920 we had 130,344 farmers making income-tax 
and reporting a total net income of $229,193,235. 


returns 
In that year 


agriculture stood among the first of the major industries in the 


number of returns submitted and in the amount of income re- 
ported. 

Sut what of the conditions to-fay? Recently Roger Babson, 
the business analyst and statistical expert, reported the farm 
outlook to be critical. To-day reports show that hundreds of 
thousands of farmers have lost their land through foreclosure, 
and that other thousands are under suspended sentences through 
leniency of their creditors. Reports show that farmers are 
forced to leave their homes and séek work elsewhere at the rate 


agriculture, | 


There are some 30,170 banks, State | 


yet agriculture can and does | 


| 


of a million per year. Agriculture in is reported bank 


15 States 


rupt. In South Dakota the Secretary of Agriculture reports 40 
per cent of the farmers virtually bankrupt; Colorado, 42 per 
cent; North Dakota, 50 per cent; Wyoming, 51 per cent; and 


Montana, 62 per cent. 

The failure of agriculture has car destruction 
in its path Both banks and business patronized hy 
have been swept away. Since 1920 over 1.600 banks, 


ed death and 
farmers 
both State 


and National, have failed, causing additional lesses of over 
$800,000,000, 
Within the past year more than 1,000 banks have failed, and 


banks are new failing at a constantly 
Agriculture, in f 
smaller banks 


increasing ratio 


iiling, has not only carried down many of the 


but has also left its mark on the retail and 

wholesale trade of the country. On April 2, 1924, the Wall 
Street Journal printed the following story: 
FIRST QUARTER’S FAILURES 

R. G. Dun & Co. report 5,655 commercial failures in United States in 

first quarter of current year, with $184,865,571 liabilities, compared 

with 5,316 defaults involving $138,231,574 in the 1923 period. The 

heavy total of liabilities in March of $97,651,026 has never been ex 

ceeded in any previous month, and the aggregate for the first quarter of 

$184,865,571 has only twice been equaled in any quarterly period—by 

the $218,000,000 of the first quarter of 1922 and th 


$19 4,000,000 of 
the fourth quarter of 1921. : 


This storm, starting in the producing sections of the West 
moving eastward, is gathering momentum as it approaches, and 
already the threatening clouds are hanging low over the hereto 
fore prosperous East. 


is 


Unless the clonds reeede and the storm 


soon spends its foree, this cyclone of depression, bankruptey, 
} and ruin will reach the East: and if it does, the devastated 
areas of the West will be duplicated in an intensified degree 





among a people in no sense prepared for such a storm. 

Hiow long can this condition last? 

low it possible that at the same time some groups of our 
people may enjoy unprecedented prosperity while others equally 
energetic and deserving suffer depression, hardships, and bank- 
ruptcy 4 

What is the canse? 

What is the remedy? 

What did Congress do to appease the storm and to check its 
course? After six months of daily sessions and in the closing 
hours the Congress, dominated by the representatives of the 
prosperous groups, discovered that agricuiture is in a 
condition and, as a remedy, passed a resolution declaring 
culture to be one of the basic industries. 

Why are other industries prosperous? Take the big financial 
institutions, for example. Is their prosperity due to the fact 
that they have the Federal reserve system mannged by a 
friendly Federal Reserve Board to serve their special interests? 

At the meeting of the American Bankers’ Association held 
at Atlantic City recently Mr. Craig B. Hazlewood, vice presi 


depressed 


agri 


dent of the Union Trust Co., of Chicago, in addressing the 
association, said: 

I doubt that even as bankers we fully realize what a magnificent 
financial structure we have in the Federal reserve system No central 
banking system now or in the histery of the world compares with this 


in point of 
trol 
stimulation. 


resources, in 


activity that 


currency-issving power, or in ability to con- 


business inactivity that 


needs restraint, or needs 


Why are the railroads prosperous? Can their prosperity 
be dne to the fact that they have the Esch-Cummins trans- 
portation law, with a guaranty of earnings provision, and have 
a friendly Interstate Commerce Commission to protect their 
interests as to both rates and competition? 

Why are the organized manufacturing concerns prosperous? 
Can their prosperity Se due to the fact that they have the 
Fordney-McCumber Tariff Act, giving them a high wall of pro 
tection, and the further fact that they have a friendly 
Tariff Commission to protect their schedules and to serve their 
interests? 

Finance, transportation, and industry organized. They 
know exactly what they want and evidently have been e 
tremely successful in getting just what they applied for. Hach 
of the former groups has and using the powers of govern- 
ment, administered by a friendly Federal board, for its own 


a iso 


are 


is 


special and private interest. Federal laws have been passed 
which, administered by a bankers’ beard, have given the 
financial group control of both circulation and credit. Other 
laws have been passed and are now iministered in the 


being adm 
{ md this ondition 


the 


interest of transportation and indus 


favorable to the big interests and detrimental to 


Hu ssen 


ov Se Cer a 


Sa 
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is due in whole to the fact that such interests are organized and | If the other great industries, organized as they are, can no 
wre thereby able to exercise monopolistic control of the busi live and thrive without favorable legislation and the use of the 
nesses in which they are engaged powers of Government administered by friendly agencies, hoy 
\ericulture is not organized. Agriculture neither knows | can we expect agriculture, disorganized as it is, te live and 
what it needs nor how to get results through legislation. Dur- | exist without the assistance of similar favorable legislation? 
ing tl) pust three years demands for relief have been made, If it is for the best interest of the country that the othe 
ind instead of granting aid Congress has passed laws making | great interests have special legislation for their private benefit 
it easier for the farmers to get deeper into debt. Farmers do | why not legislate for agriculture, giving it a similar favorabls 
not need eredit so much as they need conditions whereunder | status? 
i! cau sell their products for a price which will cover over- As compared to agriculture—the production of food and cloth- 
head, cost of production, plus a reasonable profit. To-day they | ing—finance, transportation, and manufacturing are luxuries 
are not getting costs for their products, and until they can | and if luxuries are entitled to enjoy privileges, why not show 
get a profit they are and will be helpless | the same favor to the one great and necessary industry, that of 
Agriculture in its unorganized state has just made a feeble | agriculture? 
effort to have Congress pass a law giving it a privileged | So long as the Government farms out its money and credit 
statu similar to finance, transportation, and manufacturing. | to private interests; so long as transportation is guaranteed 
Pouring thi Congress there has been presented and briefly } prosperity: and so long as manufacturing coneerns are pro 
considered a bill having for its purpose relief of the farmer, | tected by tariff walls, just that long will agriculture demani 
ihe measure being known as the MeNary-Haugen bill The | and soon will receive some recognition at the hands of the 
report submitted by the committee recommending favorable | Government 
action on this bill set forth the following: While at present agriculture is not organized, and by the 
1 That half as many banks had failed between 1920 and | very nature of the business can never be successfully organized 
W223 as during the whole period from 1902 to 1923 yet we do have a number of farm organizations interested in 
That four-sevenths of the total farm income is taken to | class production, such as wheat, cotton, and livestock, whic! 
pay taxes and interest on mortgages and debts could be benefited by governmental assistance. These organi- 
That farm labor has become so costly the average farmer | zations, already in existence, could and should get together in 
cun not afford to hire an agricultural conference. The conference should follow the 
1 That more than 1,120,000 farmers and hired men deserted | example of the other great groups of industry, employ the best 
the farm in 1922 to seek industrial employment brains obtainable, and such conference with its experts, agents 
>. That one-quarter of the farm owners in the corn and | and assistants, should remain in session long enough to make 
wheat States are bankrupt. a complete survey of the economic conditions influencing and 
6. Above all, that the purchasing value of farm products is | controlling each of the other great groups or industries, and 
less than half what it was before the war |} then, with this information in hand, such conference should 


The report. advtsed the House that the MeNary-Haugen 
was scientifically devised to cope with this situation 

\s described in the report, the bill would 

1. Declare a general emergency exists in agriculture 

” Create a $200,000,000 corporation, the capital to be fur- 
nished by the Government, with a board of directors consisting 
of the Secretary of Agriculture and four members appointed by 
he President. 


bill 


3. Empower the corporation to buy and sell wheat, flour, 
rice, corn, wool, cattle, Sheep, swine, and food products of 
cuttle, sheep, and swine whenever a special emergency is de- 
clared. 


When the market price falls below the ratio price the cor- 
poration will buy sufficient of the commodity for export to re- 
store the domestic price. The ratio price is one which shall 
bear the same relation to the pre-war price that current aver- 
uge price of all commodities bears to the average pre-war price 
of all commodities. 

lo protect the ratio price from foreign competition the Secre- 
tury of Agriculture may declare prohibitive or embargo tariff 
rates 

To maintain the capital of the corporation an equalization 
fee is withheld from the producer on every purchase made by 
any buyer, and this fee is deposited with the corporation. 
If. after selling the surplus abroad, anything remains, this will 
be restored proportionately to every producer 

In order to operate, the corporation is given broad adminis- 
trative powers and may, if necessary, construct elevators or 
iny other necessary facilities. The committee's report asserted 
that once in operation the plan would bring up the price of 
furm products to levels comparative to other commodities. 

The one stock argument used against this legislation was 
that it would raise the price of the farmer’s products and force 
the public to pay tribute to the farmer, Answering this argu- 
ment, it is sufficient to say that the farmer is only proposing to 
do for his business the same things which other groups are 
doing for their business 

The Government under law makes the people’s credit in the 
form of note issues available to the larger banks, and these 
banks in turn use this credit for private gain, and in order to 


| proceed to frame a measure for the benetit of the farmer ani 
' for presentation to the Congress which meets in December, and 


| then the conference should remain “on the job” 


make these banks prosperous the borrowing public pays the | 


bills 

The Government permits the railroads to lay such rates and 
tariffs as will guarantee the cost of overhead, cost of opera- 
tion, and in addition a reasonable dividend, and in order to 
make the railways prosperous the passenger and freight paying 
publie pays the bills 

The Government protects our manufacturing institutions by 
imposing tariff duties on competitive imports and the public is 
forced to pay the increased price, and in order to make these 


manufacturing trusts presperous the buying public pays the 
hills 





and see that 
this measure is speedily enacted into law. 

If Jaw can make finance, transportation, industry, and com 
merce prosperous, Surely law can help agriculture, and the sug 
gestion made is the one practical way for agriculture to secure 
early relief at the hands of our National Government. 

It is conceded and agreed that we can not have a prosperous 
Nation unless agriculture is likewise prosperous. 


It is conceded and agreed that a number of our major in 
dustries have been and are now enjoying unprecedented pros- 
perity 

It is likewise conceded and agreed that at this time agri 
culture is in an unprosperous, depressed, if not a bankrupt 


condition 

Therefore it must be conceded that the present prosperity 
not evenly prorated and distributed over the country. 

The problem, then, confronting those in authority is to so 
adjust our economic system as to secure a more even distribu 
tion of the prosperity now enjoyed by some and denied to 
others 

Agriculture, through its importance as the supplier of the 
Nation’s daily food and through its dominance in numbers, has 
the latent power to completely dominate the action of this 
Congress as well as the administration of the Government I? 
an agricultural conference made up of delegates of agriculture’s 
own selection could be assembled, and if such conference, afte 
making a complete survey of the economic conditions of the 
country, should find that some of the major groups or industries 
are enjoying unwarranted governmental subsidies and privi- 
leges, it would be in order for such conference to recommen: 
and demand the repeal or modification of such special privi- 
lege granting laws. 

As T analyze the situation, three courses of action are open 
to agriculture, as follows: 

1. Action looking to the withdrawal of special privileges to 
the favored, prosperous groups or industries. 

2. Action looking toward giving agriculture a_ privilege 
status—a status on a par with the other favored basic indus 
tries, 

3. Action looking toward modification of the unwarranted 
privileges being accorded the prosperous groups and at the 
same time a reasonable recognition of agriculture to the end 
that all our people shall prosper alike in prosperous times 
and all suffer alike in times of depression. 

The Urited States Constitution was prepared and adopted in 
order to “establish justice * * * promote the general wel- 
fare, and to secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our 
posterity.” 

These great ideals of government have been lost sight of 
during the present administration at Washington. The Govern- 


is 
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ment aS now organized and administered is of the privil! 
few, by the privileged few, and for the privileged few. 
I hold that laws should he passed, interpreted, and admit 


eged 


istered on the principle of helping all the most juri 
the fewest the leust. 


The purposes of our Constitution and the teachings of Thomas 
Jefferson should the guiding influences in the impending 
political conflict, and if those interested in agriculture will get 
together and apply these principles to their problems relief 
will be secured and the forward march of our people will ¢ 
forth over broad and safe roads mapped out by the fathers of 
the Republic. 


be 


LONGWORTH TAX PL 


Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, under permission 
anted to me by the House, I am submitting some tables and 
facts relative to the revenue measure recently passed by Con- 
gress and signed by the President. Until the 
came into power in 1921 we still had the oppressive war taxes. 
The Republican administration promptly passed a revenue bill 
which lifted the tax burden of the people of the Nation about 
$1,000,000,000 annually. The national debt has been reduced 
from $27,000,000,000 to less than $22,000,000,000, and vet we had 
a surplus in the Treasury which enabled us to again reduce 
Federal taxes. It most remarkable we had two great tax 
reductions during the present administration. The new reverne 
act of 1924 reduces the income taxes for the present year 25 
per cent and reduces or cuts out many 

to hundreds of millions of dollars. Secretary Mellon submitied 
a revenue plan to Congress. It is known as the Mellon plan. 
It covered about 260 printed pages. There was not much con- 


LN JUST TO ALL 


rT 
#! 


Is 


other taxes amounting 


troversy about any part of it except the question of income 
taxes, inheritance taxes, and gift taxes. Congressman GARNER 
of ‘Texas also submitted a plan. The plan that was finally 
adopted with few minor changes was that of Congressman 
LonGcwortHh, of Ohio, who is the Republican leader of the House. 
The House adopted the bill with the Longworth plan by a 
vote of 408 to 8. The bill received almost as impressive vote 
in the Senate. The Senate made some slight changes and i 


i was 


necessary to send the bill to conference. This was made up of 


| 


tepublican Party | 


69,540 INCOMBE-TAX PAYERS IN KENTUCKY 

The records show that ere were in the year 1922 62.540 
incoeme-tax payers the State of Kentuck rh income ¢ 
H4280 of these was $5,000 or less, the income of 3.722 was be 
tween $5,000 and $10,000, only 152 persons had an income 
between $20,000 and $25,000, 78 persons | ! I ye between 
950,000 and $40,000. Aceording to the records only 54 persons 
had an income of $50,000 or more, only 2 persons had an income 
of between $150,000 and $200,000. No person in Kentucky had 
an income of more than $200,000, 

3.589 NCOME-TAX PAYERS IN THE NAT 

The records show that there were 3,589,985 persons the 
Nation who paid an income tax in the year 1922 The incomes 

SO417,626 were less than $5,000. There were only 114.244 
persons whose incomes reached $15,000 There were less than 
6,000 persons whose Incomes reached . 0,000 1] erie were only 
13567 persons whose incomes reached $100,000 Sixty-four 
persons’ incomes reached $500,000. Only 21. pe ms whose 
incomes were over $1,000,000 A study of these figure snd 
facts will give you an idea as to why Congress by a vote of 
408 to 8 passed the present tax bill, and why the conferees, 
made up of Democrats and Republicans, unanimously agreed 
upon it, and why this report was ack pted by the House by a 
vote of 376 to 9 and by a vote of the Senate of (O to 6. 

MFLLON, LONGWORTH, AND GAR‘ PLAN 


The Melion plan proposed to reduce the taxes of pers: 


very large incomes and wealth 50 per cent and reduce the in 
come taxes of the persons of moderate incomes about per 
cent. This was to take effect in the year 1925. It made no 
mention of the 25 per cent reduction in the present year. | r 
the act of 1921 the income taxes of persons of I n is 
50 per cent Mr. Mellon preposed to reduce this te 25 per cent 
This made a cut of one-half in the big income tax Ile ‘ 

| posed a reduction of the income taxes of the sm ‘ ines 3 
of only one-fourth. The Garner (Democrat) plan was to re¢ 

duce the surtax on the largest incomes from 50 to 44 per cent 


five Members of the House and five Members of the Senate— 
four Democrats and six Republicans. These conferees agreed 
on the revenue measure as it now is. There was a unanimous 
report. These conferees’ report was adopted by the’ House by 
a vote of 376 to 9 and by the Senate by a vote of 60 to 6. 
Some of the nine in the House who voted against the bill were 
Democrats and some were Republicans. The six persons voting | 
against the bill in the Senate were all Republicans; two of 


them were what are known as the “ stand-pat ” or regular Repub- 
licans and the other four were what are known as the progres- 
sive Republicans. I sball briefly undertake to show why the 
liouse and the Senate al unanimously adopted the Long- 
worth plan. I desire to first call your attention to some tables 
and statistics. The following table cives the number of 
tax pavers and the amount of income in the 15 countic 
eleventh congressional district of Kentucky: 


most 


income- 
‘s of the 


— 





Counties ; 7 1 Under $5,000 to | $10,000 
au number $5,000 $10,000 | and over 
976 | 910 50 | 16 

12 BaD hnctsidilieinagiAdiddiincnmanisialien 

°o ; > lecudbeetwulococescesel 

17 } 17 the iccmacaae 
1,228} 1,159 43 26 
134 2 3 3 

| 4 6 1 

Leslie Ge 66606 60 0068000666060 000c 06000E 3 2 1 eaenaudl . 
Gg, ee a ee 117 | 109 4 } 4 
Mar a i i a i ll ll j 23 | , =F as aadilesis 
Pulaski Se Atbdnsnandsndtbaboosacedindel o1 | 374 9 | 3 
I etait, cxccscencesliitecn tlilnalbvenenenenini 87 | Oe lecadiebed } 1 
NO he ai i he china 4} 3 ae 
Wayne ethbhatiindtantadatina albnoonnhaiéin 58 fe 2 EE. 
WD ccsentntntweccehebbbcbownccidtedll 653 634 7 12 

0 ee ae } 3, 768 } 3, 571 
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You will observe there is a total of 3,768 income-tax payers 
in the eleventh congressional district. The incomes of 3,571 
of these are less than $5,000 each. The incomes of 131 others 
are between $5,000 and $10,000, and there are only 66 persons 
in this district whose incomes are $10,000 or over. No persons 
tm this district for that year had a taxable income for as much 


2s $50,000, and I doubt if as many as two persons had a taxable 
income for as much as $25,000, 





Mr. LonewortaAt offered his compromise plan, whicl 


high incomes from 40 to 37 per cent Thi Vl | ron! ed 
to 40 per cent in the Senate But tl 1) per cent only ‘ 
to persons whose incomes are $5000 I ‘ ( 
Longworth plan with the 1921 law, Mr. | tre 
the income taxes of the ir mes of So,000 nad nent 4 
per cent: on incomes of $6,000, 63 per cent ‘ neon ‘ 
$8,000, 624 per cent; on incomes of $09,000, GT per cent: « 
| comes of S10.000, 60 per cent; on incomes ¢ S11.000 é 7 
per cent; on incomes of $12,000, > ye on it ‘ f 
$13,000, 50 per cent; and even incomes a i So5 OOO were 
reduced 374 per cent; incomes as high as 0) el ed 
28} per cent; incomes of $500,000 were reduce per cent 
Incomes of more thin $1,000,000 are re l 1 per cent. 
It will be observed that the bill passed by Congress reduced the 
income tax one-half or more for all incomes up to and inelud 
$13,000, and this embraces 3,474,672 of the 3 ) ! ' 
|} payers of the Nation. The income of 3,578,581 
ers of the Nation are less than $50,000. Ws on ] ) 
income-tax payers whose incomes ar > ) ) 
will readily see that under the Mellon pl 1,1 t 
big taxpayers would get a mu ‘ t ‘ 
their taxes than was given to the 3.578.816 ineome-tayx 1 er 
whose incomes were less thar WO [ ler t Long I 
plan the 3,578,816 taxpayers received a much gre r ra ‘ 
reduction than did the 11,169 1 ‘ 1 ij Cou V 
Member of Congress—unless he represented one ¢ { Cor 
gressional districts of great wealth, like Wall treet—just 
his vote to favor the 11,169 against the 3,578,816 It t 
a matter of polities; it is matter of common jr ce axe 
should be laid according to the ability of the person to pay 
LONGWORTH PLAN BEST I THH COUNTRY, KBENTUC Y¥, AND 11k 
BLEVENTHM Cod RESSIONAL DISTRICT 
We have pointed out that the Longworth plan is most reason- 
able and just to the people of the Nation generally. Now, let us 
come closer home, to the eleventh congressional district, and to 
my own State. There are 3,768 income-tax payers in my dis- 
trict. The income of no one of them reaches $50,000 The 
incomes of all of these 3.768 is less than $13,000, with the 
possible exception of a dozen persons, and perhaps not more 
than two of them go as high as $25,000. The incomes of 3.571 
of them are less than $5,000 each. Under the Longworth plan 
their taxes will be reduced 64 per cent. The incomes of 131 
of these are between $5,000 and $10,000, and under the Long- 
worth plan their taxes would de reduced anywhere from 60 
per cent to 63 per cent, and under the Longworth plan the in- 


ee 
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come taxes of every income-tax payer of my district would be 
reduced 5O per cent or more, with the exception of perhaps a | 
dozen persons, and under the Longworth plan no income-tax | 
payer in my district would receive a reduction of less than 


about 40 per cent over the revenue act of 1921. But under the 


Mellon plan the income taxes of each and all of the income-tax 


pavers of my district would be reduced only 25 per cent, while 


the Income taxes of Henry Ford, John D. Rockefeller, J. P. | 
Morgan, and other men of like wealth would be reduced 50 | 
per cent While I have very great respect for Mr. -Secretary | 
Mellon, vet LT could not see my way clear to make such a dis- | 


crimination as this between the millionaires of the country and | 


the moderate taxpayers of my own district and State, 


LONGWORTH PLAN JUST FOR KENTUCKY 
\s we have pointed out before 

< in the State of Kentucky. The income of 64,289 of these 
vas S5.900 or 68.021 of these had incomes of $10,000 or 
Under the Longworth 
Wy) per cent or 
world be reduced only 3 per eent. 
pers 


more by the Mellon plan than the Longworth plan. 


there are 69,540 income-tax 


less : 
less plan these income taxes will be | 
more. Under the Mellon plan they, 


There are only about 54 


peau ed 


How can 


ComeBtneD NormMat Tax anpd Socurtax, COMPARING 


Ly 





| Amount of normal tax 


| 
ons in the whole State of Kentucky who would be benefited | 
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anyone expect a Kentucky Congressman to vote to give the 
preference in tax reduction to 54 of the richest taxpayers i: 
the State at the expense of 69,460 less fortunate taxpayers? 
TAX-EXEMPT SECURITIES 

I know that some claim that billions have been invested i: 
tax-exempt securities. No law could relieve this situation now 
If these tax-exempt securitieS were sold, as some claim would 
be done if we reduced the taxes of the very rich, I am sure the 
holders of these securities would have to sell them to some 
body. It would merely change ownership of the securities and 
of the money. This would absorb other people's money. To 
relieve the situation we should require the hoiders of all bond: 
and securities to pay taxes. Congress attempted to submit a 
constitutional amendment to this effect, but most of the Demo 
crats voted against it, and thereby defeated it. I voted to sub 
mit this constitutional amendment. For the further informa 


| tion of those who may be interested I submit a table showing 


the number of persons who paid income taxes in 1922 and the 
amount of taxes that a man who is married will pay. If he 
has one or more children under 18, his taxes will be less. These 
tables also show the amount of tax that he would pay unde 
the act of 1921 and what he will pay under the new act of 1924 


Tuk Revenvce Act or 1924 with THe Revenve Act oF 1921, AND SHOWING THE AMOUNTS 
Wuicu Taxes ARE Repucep IN EACH BRACKET, WITH THE Ppr CENT OF REDUCTION 


iparison of the revenue act of 1924 with the present law (married person without dependents), the first $5,000 of all income to be deemed to be earned: balance unearned 


| 
Amount of total tax | Amount of | Percent 


Amount of surtax under— i 




















under— under— . 
Number of persons making returns in each class Net income | Tuan =. 
in 1922 who paid income tax } | | under act tion of 
| Act of 1921 | Act of 1924 Act of 1921 Act of 1924 Act of 1921 Act of 1924 of 1924 total tax 
ag am —— _ | | | we 
$1, 000. 00 A a eee = de 
ROGGE boo cccuusl octets memes | 
| 3, 000. 00 $20. 00 $20. 00 | 
4, 000. 00 60. 00 | 60. 00 | 
‘ 5, 000. 00 100. 00 100. 00 | 
3,417,626... wa nee n ewan anne ene e nee nn en ee eneeeeee 6, 000. 00 | 160. 00 160. 00 
7, 000. 00 240. 00 250. 00 | y 
&, 000. 00 320. 00 $40.00 | 212. 50 | 62. 40 
9, 000. 00 400. 00 430. 00 | i 262. 50 61. 05 
10, 000. 00 480. 00 | : y | 520. 00 | 207. 312. 50 60. 10 
11, 000. 00 560. 00 257. 50 60. 00 | $10, 00 620. 00 267. 50 | 352. 50 56. BS 
| 12, 000. 00 640. 00 | 317.530 80. 00 20. 00 72. 00 | 337. 50 | 382. 50 53. 13 
13, 000, 00 720. 00 277. 110. 00 30. 00 830, 00 | 407. 50 | 422. 50 | 50. 99 
14, 000. 00 800. 00 437. 50 140. 00 40. 00 940. 00 | 477. 50 | 462. 50 | 49. 20 
D14, 244. cccccn nn cncccccccccccccccecccecccccesocses 15, 000. 00 880. 00 497. 50 180. 00 60, 00 | 1, 060. 00 | 557. 50 502. 50 47.41 
16, 000. 00 | 960. 00 557. 50 | 220. 00 80. 00 1, 180. 00 637. 50 | 542. 50 45, 97 
17, 000. 00 | 1, 040. 00 | 617. 50 270. 00 110. 00 1, 310. 00 727. 50 | 582. 50 44.47 
18, 000. 00 1, 120. 00 677. 50 | 320. 00 | 140. 00 1, 440. 00 | 817. 50 | 622. 50 | 43. 22 
19, 000. 00 1, 200. 00 737. 50 380, 00 | 180. 00 1, 580. 00 917. 50 662. 50 | 41. 98 
20, 000. 00 1, 280. 00 | 797. 440. 00 220. 09 1,720. 00 | 1, 017. 50 | 702. 50 | 40. B84 
if 21,000.00} 1,360. 00 57. 50 520. 00 270. 00 1, 880. 00 | 1, 127. 50 | 752. 50 40. 00 
22,000.00} 1, 440. 00 | 917. 50 600. 00 320. 00 2, 040. 00 | 1, 237. 50 802. 50 39. 34 
| 23, 000, 00 1, 520. 00 977, 50 | 690. 00 389. 00 2, 210. 00 | 1, 357. 50 | 852. 50 38. 07 
24, 000. 00 1, 600, 00 1, 037. 50 780, 00 | 440. 00 2, 380. 00 | 1, 477. 50 | 902. 50 7. 92 
28, AAS... 2 nen nn anne enn areranneenneene seneeeweeenee 25,000.00} 1,680.00} = 1, 097. 50 | 880. 00 | 510. 00 2, 560. 00 | 1, 607. 50 | 952. 50 47.21 
26,000.00} 1,760.00} — 1,157. 50 980. 00 580, 00 2, 740. 00 | 1,737.50 | 1,002. 50 36. 59 
27,000.00} 1,840.00) 1,217.50 | 1, 090. 00 660. 00 2, 930. 00 1, 877. 50 1, 052. 50 35, 02 
| 28, 000. 00 | 1,920 00 | 1, 277. 50 1, 200. 00 740. 00 8, 120. 00 | 2, 017. 50 | 1, 102. 50 35. 34 
| 29, 000. 00 2,000.00 | 1,337.50 | 1, 320. 00 830. 00 3, 320. 00 2, 167. 50 1, 152. 50 34. 71 
30,000.00 | 2, 080. 00 1, 397. 50 | 1, 440. 00 920. 00 3, 520. 00 | 2, 317. 50 | 1, 202. 50 | 34. 16 
31,000.00 | 2, 160. 00 1, 457. 50 | 1, 576. 00 1,020.00 3, 730. 00 2,477.50] = 1,252. 50 | 33. 58 
32, 000. 00 2, 240. 00 1, 517. 50 | 1, 700. 00 | 1, 120. 00 8, 940. 00 2, 637. 50 1, 302. 50 | 33. 06 
|} 38,000.00 | 2,320.00 | 1,577. 50 1, 850. 00 1, 220. 00 4, 170. 00 2,797.50 | 1,372.50 | 32.91 
| 34,000.00} 2,400.00 1,637.50 | 2, 000. 00 | 1, 320. 00 4, 400.09 2, 957. 50 | 1, 442. 50 32. 70 
35,000.00 | 2, 480. 00 1, 697. 50 2, 150. 00 1, 430. 00 4, 630. 09 3,127.50 | 1,502.50 $2. 45 
L2OAT . anne nnnenenenen anne enerannernanens ceecece 36, 000. 00 2, 560. 00 1, 757. 50 2, 300. 00 1, 540. 00 4, 860. 00 3, 297. 50 1, 562. 50 | 32.16 
37, 000. 00 2, 640. 00 | 1,817. 0 2, 460. 00 1, 660. 00 | 5, 100. 00 3, 477. 0 | 1, 622. 50 31. 81 
38,000.00 | 2,720.00; 1,877.50 2, 620. 00 1, 730. 00 5, 340. 00 | 3,657.50 | 1, 682. 50 $1. 51 
39,000.00 | 2, 800.00 | 1, 987. 50 2, 790. 00 | 1, 910. 00 5, 590. 00 3, 847. 50 | 1, 742. 50 31.17 
| 40,000.00 | 2,880.00} 1,997.50 , 2, 960. 00 | 2, 040. 00 5, 840. 00 | 4,037.50 | 1,802.50 30. 86 
| 41, 000. 00 | 2,960.00 | 2,057. 50 3,140.00 , 2, 170. 00 6, 100. 00 4, 227.50 1, 872. 50 30. 70 
| 42,000.00 | 3, 040.00 2, 117. 50 3, 320. 00 | 2, 300. 00 6, 360. 00 4, 417. 50 1, 942. 50 | 30. 54 
43, 000. 00 3,120.00 | 2,177.50 | 3, 510. 00 | 2, 440. 00 6, 630. 00 4,617.50 | 2,012.50 | 30. 35 
] 44,000.00 | 3,200.00 | = 2, 237. 50 | 3, 700. 00 2, 580. 00 6, 900. 90 4,817.50 | 2,082.50 | 30. 18 
ROS | 45,000.00 | 3,280.00 2, 297. 50 3, 900. 00 2, 730. 00 7, 180. 00 5,027.50 | 2,152.50 29. 93 
C051 nen ne nnenennnenaeetenenennerenne sceceeene |] 46,000.06} 3,360.00 | 2,357. 50 4, 100. 00 | 2, 880. 00 7, 460. 00 5, 237.50 | 2, 222. 50 29.79 
|] 47,000.00 | 3,440.00 | 2, 417. 50 4, 310. 00 3, 040. 00 7, 750. 00 | 5,457.50 | 2, 192. 50 29. 58 
45. 000. 00 3, 520. 00 2,477. 50 4, 520. 00 | 3, 200. 00 8, 040. 00 5, 677. 50 2, 292. 50 29. 33 
49,000.00 | 3,600.00 | 2, 537. 50 4,740.00} 3,370.00 8,340.00 | 6,907.50) 2, 432. 50 29. 13 
50, 000. 00 3. 680. 00 | 2. 597. 50 4. 960. 00 | 8, 540. 00 8, 640. 00 6. 137. 50 | 2. 502. 50 28. 97 
51, 000. 06 3, 760. 00 2, 657. 50 5, 190. 00 | 3, 720. 00 8, 950. 00 | 6,377.50! 2,572.50 274 
52, 000. 00 3, 840. 00 2,717. 50 6, 420. 00 | 3, 900. 00 8, 260. 00 6,617.50 2,642.50 28, 54 
53, 000. 00 3, 920. 00 | 2, 777. 50 | 5, 660. 00 4, 090. 00 9, 580. 00 6, 867. 50 j 2, 712. 50 28. 31 
54, 000. 00 4, 000. 00 2, 837. 50 | 5, 900. 00 4, 280. 00 9, 900. 00 7,117. 50 | 2, 782. 0 28. 11 
8.431 | 55, 000. 00 4, 080. 00 2, 897. 50 6, 150. 00 | 4, 470. 00 10, 230. 00 7, 367.50 | 2,862.50 27.98 
DrBU) . - -cwccewncecccccccccccccocccssosscncseseconce 56, 000. 00 4, 160. 00 2, 957. 50 6, 400. 00 | 4, 660. 00 10, 560. 00 7,617.50 | 2,942.5 27. 86 
57,000.00 | 4, 240. 00 3, 017. 5 6, 660. 00 | 4, 860. 00 10, 900. 00 7,877.50 | 3,022. 50 27.73 
58, 000. 00 4, 320, 00 3, 077. 3 6, 920. 00 5, 060. 00 11, 240. 00 8, 137. 50 3, 102. 50 27.60 
59, 000. 00 4, 400. 00 3, 137. 50 7, 190. 00 | 5, 270. 00 11, 590. 00 8,407.50 | 3, 182.50 27. 46 
60, 000. 00 4, 480. 00 3, 197. 50 7, 460. 00 5, 480. 00 11, 940. 00 8, 677. 50 3, 262. 50 27. 32 
61, 000. 00 4, 560, 00 3, 257. 50 7, 740. 00 6, 690. 00 12, 200. 00 8, 47. 50 3, 352. 50 27. 26 
62, 000. 00 4, 640. 00 3, 317. 50 | &, 020. 00 | 5, 900. 00 12, 660. 00 9, 217. 50 3, 442. 50 27.19 
63,000.00 | 4:720.00| 3,377.50, 8 310.00/ 612000] 13,030.00 9, 497. 50 | 3, 532. 50 27. 1 
64, 000. 00 4, 800. 00 2, 437. 50 | 8, 600. 00 | 6, 340. 00 13, 400. 00 9, 777. 50 3, 622. 50 27. 04 
ee Sanbiainian eoabetamiiadaibs nein’ 65, 000. 00 4, 880. 00 3, 497. 50 | 8, 900. 00 | 6, 570. 00 13, 780. 00 10, 067.50 | 3,712.50 26. 4 
| 66, 000. 00 4, 960. 00 3, 557. 50 9, 200. 00 | 6, 800. 00 14, 160. 00 10, 357. 50 3, 802. 50 26. 85 
67, 000. 00 5, 040, 00 5, 617. 50 9, 510. 00 7, 040. 00 14, 550. 00 10, 657. 50 3, 892. 50 26. 75 
| 68, 000. 00 6, 120. 00 3, 677. 50 | 9, 820. 00 7, 230. 00 14, 940. 00 10,957.50 | 3, 982. 50 26. 66 
} 6%, 000. 00 5, 200. 00 3, 737. 50 | 10, 140. 00 7, 530. 00 15, 340. 00 11,267.50 | 4,072.50 26. 55 
| 70,000.00 | 5, 280.00 3. 787. 50 | 10, 460, 00 | 7, 730. 00 15, 740.90 11,577.50 | 4,162.50 ‘26. 44 
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WITH THE RBVENTE AcT oF 1921, ET« Continued 


COMBINED NORMAL TAX AND SORTAX, COMPARING THB REVENUE Act oF 1924 


Comparison of the revenue act of 1924 with the present law (married person without dependents), the first $5,00) of all 



































income to be deemed to he earned; bala snear ned mn 
——— tax | amount of surtax under— Amount of total tax Amou Percent- 
Number of persons making returns in each class | Nat ine oil eee of 
in 1922 who paid income tax | Net income |_____ es Ss — of totab tan reduce 
| Act of 1921 | Act of 1924 Act of 1921 Act of 1924 Act of 1921 Act of 1924 “of 1924 total tax 
‘ sessing tic a | - i Bidbcalis ila ae aandeiaceictintia - : | : 
$71,000.00 | $5,360.00 | $3,857. 50 $10,790.00 | $8,040.00} $16, 150. 00 $4, 252 6. 33 
72, 000 oo | 5, 440. 00 3, 917. 50 11, 120. 00 | 8, 300. 00 16, 560. 00 | 4. 442 | mM, 22 
| 73, 000. 00 | 5, 520. 00 3,977. 0 | 11, 460. 00 | &, 560, 00 16, G80. 00 | 4.44 ) 4. 16 
. 74, 000. 00 5, 600. 00 097.50 11, 800.00 | §, 820. 00 17, 400.00 | 4542. 50 “a 
Te Gi aeneivdhdesinssnd cielcirt:th id soca tance inaneicaseasnaieaedaeliareioa | 75, 000. 00 5, 680. 00 4, 097. 50 12, 150.00 | ¥, 090. 00 17, 830. 00 4 64? ‘1 
| 76, 000. 00 5, 760. 08 | , 157. 50 2, 500. 00 9, 360. 00 18, 260. 00 4,742. 50 a7 
|| 77, 000. 00 5,840.00 | 4,217.50 | 12, 860. 00 9,640.00 | 18, 700.00 | 4’ 842. 50 1 
\| 78,000.00} 5,920.00] 4,277.50 13, 220. 00 9,920.00} 19. 140.00 4 942. 50 
79,000.00 | 6, 000. 00 4, 337.50 13, 590. 00 10,200.00} 19,590.00 | 8 ORD 81) ° 
iL $0,000.00 | 6,080.00} 4,397. 50 13, 960. 00 10,480.00 | 20, 040. 00 162. 50 76 
17 81,000.00} 6,160.00 | 4,457.50 | 14,340. 00 10, 770. 00 20, 500. 00 “tt 28. 78 
1} 92,000.00} 6,240.00} 4,517.50 14. 720. 00 11, 060. 00 20, 960. 00 338250] 25.42 
83,000.00 | 6,320.00 | 4,577. 50 15, 110. 00 11,360.00} 21, 430. 00 5 25. 63 
7 84,000.00 | 6,400.00} 4, 637. 50 | 15, 500. 00 11, 660. 00 21; 900. 00 | 25. 58 
CG ihdadiihit sc ctpcatieidnaneibaa adeeb 85,000.00 | 6,480.00) 4,697.50 | 15, 900. 00 11'970.00 | 22° 30. 00 | 25, 53 
| 86, 000. 00 6, 560. 00 4, 757. 50 | 16, 300, 00 12, 280. 00 22, 860.00 | 25.47 
87,000.00 | 6,640. 00 50 | 16, 710.00 12,590.00 | 23, 350. 00 25. 45 
88,000.00 | 6,720.00 50} 17,120.00 12,900.00 | 23, 840. 00 25. 43 
1} 89,000.00} 6,800.00} 4,937. 50 17, 540. 00 13, 220. 00 24, 340. 00 25. 49 
$0,000.00 | 6, 880.00 4,997. 50 17, 960. 00 13, 540. 00 | 24, 840. 00 or, 37 
91,000.0€ | 6, 960. 00 6, 057. 50 | 18, 390. 00 13, 870. 00 | 25, 350. 00 25. 34 
92, 000. 00 7,040.00} 5,117.50 18, 820. 00 14, 200. 00 25, 860. 00 25. 30 
93,000.00 | 7,120.00) 5,177. 50 19, 260. 00 14, 540. 00 | 26, 380. 00 25. 26 
94, 000. 00 7,200.00 | 5, 237. 50 19, 700. 00 14, 880. 00 | 26, 900. 00 25. 21 
I ie cael a te ce ike 95,000.00 | 7,280.00 | 5, 297.50 20, 150. 00 15, 230.00 | 27, 430. 00 | 25. 16 
i} 96,000.00 | 7,360.00} 5,357. 50 20, 600. 00 5, 580. 00 27, 960, 00 25. 12 
97, 000. 00 7, 440. 00 5, 417. 50 21, 060, 00 15, 940. 00 28, 500. 00 oF. 06 
}} 98,000.00 | 7,520.00} 5,477. 50 21, 520. 00 16,300.00 | 29, 040. 00 25. Ol 
99, 000. 00 7, 600. 00 5, 537. 50 21, 990. 00 16, 660. 00 | 29, 590. 00 24. 98. 
1,817... | 100, 000. 00 7,680.00} 5, 597. 50 22, 460. 00 17, 020. 00 30, 140. 00 24. 96 
—? senwneeeneesseneeenseeneesseeneeeseeesl{ 150,000.00 | 11,680.00! 8,597. 50} 46,460.00 | 35,520.00 | 58, 140. 00 | 117.5 24. 12 
200, 000.00 | 15,680.00 | 11, 597. 50 | 70, 960. 00 54, 020. 00 86, 640. 00 65, 617. 50 4. 26 
ia a eit scien le i a a ae 250, 000. 00 19, 680.00 | 14,597.50 | —_ 95, 960. 00 73,020.00 | 115, 640.00 87, 617. 50 24. 23 
’ 300, 000.00 | 23,680.00 | 17, 597. 50 120, 960. 00 92,020.00 | 144, 640. 00 109, 617. 50 5, 022. 24. 21 
LL 500,000.00 | 39,680.00 | 29, 597.50 | 220, 960. 00 170,020.00 | 260, 640. 00 199, 617.50 | 61,022. 50 | 23. 41 
Bem ereeeenerreeceeeenateceernorns eceeeccececes 1, 000; 000.00 | 79,680.00 | 59,597.50 | 470,960.00 | 370,020.00 | 550,640.00 | 429,617. 50 | 121, 022. 50 21. 96 
: eS niet eek ole 2, 000, 000. 00 | 159, 680.00 | 119, 597.50 | 970,960.00 | 770, 020. 00 | 1, 130, 640, 00 889, 617. 50 | 241,022.50 21. 32 
St aot gras aie nee er oe ee * }¢3, 000, 000. 00 | 239, 680,00 | 179, 597. 50 | 1, 470, 960. 00 1, 170, 020. 00 | 1,710, 640.00 | 1, 349, 617. 50 | 361,022. 50 21.11 
> 4, 000, 000. 00 | 319, 680. 00 | 239, 597. 50 | 1, 970, 960.00 | 1, 570,020.00 | 2, 290, 640.00 | 1,809,617. 50 | 481, 022. 50 21.00 
. | 6, 000, 000. 00 399, 680. 00 209, 597. 30 2, 470, 960. 00 | 1,970, 020.00 | 2,870, 640.00 | 2, 269,617.50 | 601,022. 50 20. 4 
) —— - - : $$ -~ 
3 Number paying income taxes in 1922 AMBRICAN FEDERATION Or LABOR, 
) The number of persons making returas in De iicts:sittineninibaii 6, 662, 176 Washington, D. C., June 5, 192}. 
i GE dees OG BOE: WO8- DOE Wisc cities 3,072,191 | Mr. R. O. Jaccrers 
17 _ — ¥ : . 
7 Taxes were paid by......--__.--------____--__.. 8, 589, 985 General Secretary Pittsburg County Central Labor Union, 
2 Those paying on incomes of more than $10,000______--___- 172, 359 McAlester, Okla, 
4 Those paying taxes on incomes of $10,000 or less... 3, 417, 626 DEAR Sir AND BROTHER: Your letter of May 30 in reference to the 
» ; ; legislative record of Representative CHARLES D. Canrer, of the third 
~ The total number paying income taxes were divided accord- | Oklahoma district, received. 
2 ing to income, as follows: Inclosed you will find several copies of the legislative record of 
4 Amount of income: Number paying Representative CARTER on measures of interest to labor. You willl 
; 
~ 1,000 to $10,000_________ ee ieee ie 4. eee ee cas 3, 417, 626 note that there are no votes unfavorable to labor In fact, bis labor 
4 ipo I 2 ac bil a eeimtcntaeilitinnsioarenrbdeaitas cotati 23, 416 | record is 100 per cent. 
7 I Nias incl slit <dlanahloceipani en tindia nad 18, 743 r s , ‘ 
. I a cteeiadhaen ae ee Cee 2 
- i ee 2’ 575 Fraternally yours, FRANK MORRISON, 
( I Cl Oriente ests ennensnicieenaatstnenadrdanpediieiainsaidatn din 10, 393 Secretary American Fed 
o1 I fine a lea ial 34, 230 iis ne ee eee 
7 SE. CO St Mt acmidnicntmtinpeniind smagitingemimetias 18, 100 
45 A, ee em 10, 848 a 
if 20/000 to $40,000 le cae 2 an fae Se ee i ek 12. 047 [National Legislative and Information Bureau, Brotherhood of Locomo- 
81 seo enn = ee seeeean sae Ries hieitadeicietiighwestiheniep iden tnanen $. 33 tive Engineers, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, 
« . * I . » ‘ » . ‘ 
a ee... . 2’ 940 Order of Railway Conductors, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen] 
86 I i i escheat ts brett 1, 428 | , 7 : 
- nn ec denlicaainaalie 957 | WASHINGTON, D. C., June 12, 192}, 
54 ’ BES 00 Bree cn ccicmnemecncccumseonanmeehemenen 666 | Mr. R. O. JAGGERS, 
35 $100,000 to $150,000___...--.--~--~---------------- 1, 367 Gener lec ry. PM ’ ’ 
= a lamelitanceniii 450 yeneral Secretary, Pittsburg County Central Labor Union, 
93 i en i mnie giateen inehainibeh a) 205 McAlester, Okla 
70 OO Eh! OD ——— EEE 84 > : : ‘ 
. A A tnkintn cd bbedionanad 9s Dear Sik AND Brorner: Supplementing our joint letter of June 6, 
33 400,000 to $500,000 a i eal a 64 | 1924, in reply to yours of May 30 requesting the voting record on labor 
13 g790'000 fo ee 00d warn w n-ne one oo + = + + = - - = = = 7 measures of Congressman CHARLES D. Carter, of the third district of 
a4 I chaadbininiaaaaebetia 21 | Oklahoma, we are inclosing to you herewith a copy of the voting 
. _ | . = . > ‘ = ‘ - 
4 ; i : ; record of Congressman CARTER as taken from the official CONGRESSIONAL 
31 RECORD OF HON. CHARLES D, CARTER IN THE INTEREST OF LABOR | Recorp and compiled in the office of the Nationa] Legislative and In- 
. Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, under genera eave | formration Bureau. You will note that during his long service of 17 yea 
"98 I > g t ave to) years 
. 86 extend my remarks, I call attention to letters from Frank | the record of Congressman Carrer’s votes on labor measures is 100 per 
: eo Morrison, secretary American Federation of Labor, and from | cent favorable. The voters in the third district will make no mistake 
: the national legislative and information bureau of the four | im returning him to the position which he has so ably and impartial! 
. 46 : > four J I y 
r 32 railroad brotherhoods concerning the record of Hon. CHartes | filled for nine consecutive terms. 
9 D. Carrer, Representative in Congress from the third Oklahoma It is not the policy of our organizations to support for Congress new 
AL district, upon issues of particular interest to labor. The letters | men of unknown ability or qualifications in opposition to men of proved 
os are as follows: abillty and integrity and whose records in Congress have been four- “ 
. t 
5. BS >a = 
S75 LXV——714 
). OF 
i. 5S 
5. 44 

















support tion heneficial to labor, the farmers, and 
t! r ! il 
! mliv 
H. BE. Wits, 
{ star (jran Chief, National Legislative Representative, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
ArTuur J. LOVEt. 
Vi P ident ttional Legislative Representative, 
trotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, 
W. M. CLARK, 
} President, National Leyislative Representative, 
Order of Railway Conductors. 
W. N. DOAK, 
Vice P lent, National Legislative Representative, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, 
POSTAL SERVICE SALARIES 
Mr. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, the postal pay bill, after six 


months of painstaking consideration by the Post Office Com- 
mitiees of the House and Senate, was passed by each body. 
The record vote in the Senate was 73 in favor of the measure 
to 3 opposed, The record vote in the House on the final con- 
ference report was 362 in favor of the bill and 6 opposed. 


Only 9 out of 531 duly elected Representatives of the people 
voted against the bill, and not one of the opponents took the 
ground that increases in pay for postal employees were un- 
justified 

The postal pay bill was enacted by such overwhelming ma- 


jorities and the President for his 


At the an to the President, written by 
myself on behalf of the postal employees, was issued in order 


SPT) 


t to 


time 


action. 


same appea 









hat the final argument for the postal pay bill in this session 
might be made, 

This appeal was as follows: 

I) Mr. Presipent: W tand before you 300,000 strong, relying 
on your sense of justice as we respectfully ask you to sign our postal 
iné bill It has already been judged by the American people and 
the Congress of the United States and has received approval well-nigh 
' ou rhere is no denial anywhere that our cause is blest with 

trv’ favor 

We are the American workers who man the world’s greatest public 

vice enterprise. We serve every family in our Nation. We traverse 
every city street and highway and byway every day. We travel on 
Jand and a and in the air on the mission of intercommunication be- 
tween Americans, 

When v ‘ red tl ervice we laid aside all hope of making a 
fortune or of ever owning productive capital. But we are at our wit's 
end now to live Our pay will not buy things which our physical 
needs demand, rhis measure which we bring to you only restores our 
real wages to the level of 1914. You do not desire us and our families 
to suffer unjust privations and hardships because of a compensation 
wl 1 is less in purchasing power than we received 10 years ago. 

Your Post Office Department has been operated on the basis of serv- 
ict t profit It is to-day the cheapest in the world. Charges for 
t} rvices rendered have been decreased during the past 10 years of 
universal rise in the cost of production. If postal charges had been 
increased one-half as much as the average of all other commodities 
nnd services there would this year be a surplus of $150,000,000 in the 
Postal Service. 

You will not refuse us just compensation on the ground that it will 
entail a drain on the United States Treasury and thus force 300,000 
of us to bear all the deficit of a service which admittedly sells its 

t for le than cost. The patrons of the Postal Service and the 
American public do not desire such injustice. They have urged in 


countless ways that we be granted just and fair schedules of pay and 


he expense be made a charge upon the users of the service or the 
public at large 

We have repeatedly recorded ourselves as individuals and as organl- 
vations in favor of postage rates which will maintain the service on a 
self-sustaining basis. We plead with you not to penalize us now be- 
cause those rates have been fixed below cost ag a governmental policy. 
Our faith is firm that you will not act vn the principle that the postal 


system should be conducted on a service basis when postage rates are 
considered, and on the principle that it is an institution for profit when 
a living wage for its workers is involved. 

if our respectful request to you is unjust or unreasonable, it should 
be rejected without apology. But you have publicly stated that “ the 
postal pay bill is based on justice.” We know that you believe that 
* righteousness exalteth a nation.” We beg you to prove that America 
is great enough to do the just and the righteous thing and afford her 
a chance to prove that she is wise enough to find the proper means to 
pay its price. 

We will help solve the 
efforts to 


problem of the cost. We will continue our 


adjust postage rates on an equitable basis, which can be 
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determined from the report within a few months of the official results 
of the arduous and expensive efforts of the Congress and the depart. 
ment to learn the exact cost of carrying the different classes of mail. 
Grant us this act of justice and the removal of back-breaking burdens 
will send us to our tasks with an invincible zeal. We have absorbed 
every prior increase in wages and we will do our part in making ad- 

Itional revenues and efficiency far exceed this added cost. 

We are in partnership with you and the American people for in- 
dispensable public service. We have kept faith in the past and we 
will keep it in the future in building and maintaining the best Postal 
Service for the best Government in the world. 

Mr. President, please sign our bill. 


Mr. Speaker, on June 7, the last day of the session, the bill 
was returned to the Senate with the veto message of the Presi- 
dent. 

It is to be regretted that the manifold duties of the Presi- 
dent of the United States make it impossible for him to fol- 
low in detail the course of legislation. Had he been able to 
do so in the case of this measure he would have known that 
every point raised in his veto message was carefully con- 
sidered by the committees of Congress and was overruled in 
the interest of justice and a square deal to the postal workers 
and the American people, who are served by this great govern- 
mental agency of communication. 

Let us notice the grounds of the objection urged in the veto 
Message. 


I. THERE IS NO PROVISION FOR RAISING THE REVENUB TO MEET THB COST 


This decision was taken by the Post Office Committees be- 
cause the Post Office Department earnestly declared that the 
ascertainment of the cost of carrying the mails would be ready 


for action by December. That ascertainment has cost more 
than half a million dollars from tax funds. The bills to pro- 
vide increases in postage rates were before the committees 


but they were not enacted because it was believed that the ac- 
tual figures to be furnished by the cost ascertainment commit- 
tee would be valuable in a just and scientific revision of rates. 

We believe that the first essential in the Postal Service is to 
assure a living wage to postal workers. With that established 


| we may easily decide upon the proper adjustments to be made 


in rates. ‘To argue that wages of workers who make an essen- 
tial service possible shoald be kept at an inadequate level be- 
cause the Post Office Department does not know the cost of its 
own operation is unjust. The department has had 134 years 
to secure that essential information, and its neglect of busi- 
ness principles is no reason for refusing a square deal to faith- 
ful and efticient workers. 


Il, POSTAL SALARIES HAVE ALREADY BEEN ADJUSTED 


Postal employees to-day are admittedly receiving less com- 
pensation in real wages than they did in 1912. Figures as to 
average pay for all employees for a certain year do not state 
the situation correctly. The fact is that the maximum pay for 
a regular letter carrier and postal clerk in 1912 was $1,200. 
To-day the maximum is $1,800, an increase of 50 per cent. 
The eost of living to-day is 70 per cent higher than in 1972. 
The postal employee who received $1,200 in 1912 is to-day re- 
eeiving compensation of only $1,080 in purchasing power. 

If an average is to be used it should be the average puy re- 
eeived by a postal employee during his actual service. 

A clerk or letter carrier who has been in the service since 
1912 has hed, under ordinary precedure, an average annul 
income of less than $1,200. 

Here is the actual income of a railway postal clerk living in 
Cincinnatti, Ohio, as given by himself: 

I entered the service in December, 1913, 
in that capacity until August, 1914. During these eight months I 
earned $337.37. or $42 per month. In August, 1914, I was made a 
regular clerk at $900 per year, or $75 per month. 

Following is an account of the money T received since entering the 
service : 


as a substitute and served 


Riepeeniinn SES... i, DIDI i asia snnnrtrcnsipsienipenpincslncescnilipilitiprte 337. 37 
Se I nace cercccgeervesraep Ange artis enewanas-teqnieaheanisknantnaneh aid 900. 00 
ee Ss ae eT ee 1, 000. 09 
NE SL NE 5 0h otiod:oceringes epepgiaentistigponete si angeien snejambes eine teal 1, 100. 00 
ok ae es, ER eee ae eee Ce eee - 1,100.00 
For the year 1916-19... _........----.--.--...--—--~.-«-+ - 1,300. 00 
pO eS eee ee 1, 300. 00 
Se Ce SORE DEE a nendow ne pene beeen nace apariaioe 2, 000. 00 
er 10s: Feet 292128 ine wn bss ceecebstasse 2, 000, 09 
ior tine FORO RO a ss nek ccc ites s ct tb sn cg 2, 000. 00 
BS: £6. 2000. IRE Ge eg cqnannnen capt parernr targa 2, 000, 00 
ities ccieientecaieen cidatebncntananms icine aii ae 15, 087. 37 

The above indicates an average of $1.367 per year. Can anyone 


really think that postal employees who give 11 years of service for 
$15,087 are extracting too much from the people, who are all the while 


demanding the best service obtainable? 
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The $450,000,000 increase in expense referred to in the mes- 
sage means an advance in pay of $5.75 per week for 300,000 
Americans to meet the skyrocketing costs of living in a time of 
World War and its aftermath. 

That sum was paid not by the users of the mails or the tax- 
payers but in the main hy the postal employees. Postage rates 
were not changed, but by Speeding up their work and by in- 
creased efficiency and more arduous effort the added cost was 
absorbed by the very workers who received the advance in pay. 

Ill. PRIVATE EMPLOYEES RECEIVE LOWER PAY 

The postal clerk and letter carrier in the highest possible 
grade receive to-day $34.61 a week. 

The United States Department of Labor gives the following 
scale for skilled workers in various lines: 

Per week. 
Nowspaper compositors ~------.-----------~-------------- $41-$51 


Mae GREE . PIN recite ncn 41— 55 
PT I selina tects ceccigninsensenstestnetheincicsticess eoissitintagiiniinctsidaiiaed ihe 48 
Be ) i dati pccnlocn a teistiencidncenninianes Sik dataniaaibiigdaaine 48 
Cemeee Gee I on eth ccitnisndine ne akemeed 45 


Exhaustive tables were presented at the hearing, and the 
most easual survey is convincing evidence that the postal em- 
ployees are underpaid skilled workers. 


iV. THERE SHOULD BE WAGE DIFFERENTIAL 


ciITIES 
Ninety per cent of all employees of the Railway Mail Service 
live in cities of more than 25,000 population. Seventy-five per 
cent of all letter carriers and postal clerks live in cities of 
over 25,000. 
There are more clerks in the New York post office than in all 
the cities of less than 5,000 population. There are as many 
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carriers in the Chicago post office as in all the cities of less 


than 5,000 population, 


The work is exactly the same in town as in city, the hours | 


are the same, and the compensation should be the same. 


V. THERE ARE MANY ELIGIBLES ON THE 
APPLICANTS FOR THE 


CIVIL SERVICE 
EXAMINATIONS 


LISTS AND 


The figures given simply prove the tremendous labor turn- | 


over in the Postal Service, with its attendant costs. 


Great 


numbers of substitutes refuse appointments, and about 8 per | 


cent of all appointed resign each year. 


Inadequate pay is the | 


primary reason for a situation which requires weekly examina- | 


tions and a standing eligible list of thousands to fill vacancies 
which are recurring continually. The present turnover in the 
Postal Service involves an annual loss of $10,000,000, which can 
only be remedied by just compensation, 

VI. THE FARMERS ARE THE LARGEST USERS OF PARCEL POST 

In July, 1920, the Post Office Department counted each piece 
of mail on all the rural free delivery routes in the United 
States, the only time such an attempt has been made to uecu- 
rately gauge the mail matter sent to and by the farmers of 
America. 

That month there were 8,534,643 pieces of parcel-post matter 
delivered to patrons of rural routes, and 1,292,837 pieces col- 
lected from them, a total of 9,827,480. Extended for the year 
it would mean that 117,929,760 pieces of parcel-post mail matter 
were received and sent by the patrons of all these rural routes. 

The Postmaster General’s report for 1920 states that “ the 
total number of pieces of parcel-post mail handled during the 
past fiscal year is estimated to have exceeded 2,250,000,000." 

Based on these figures, the only ones available, the fariners 
of this country receive and send 5 per cent of the number of 
parcel-post packages handled in the United States mails. 

In July, 1920, the total postage received by the Post Office 
Department from parcel-post mail delivered on rural free de- 
livery routes was $905,110.62. The postage from parcels col- 
lected was $122,135.34, a total of $1,027,245.96. Extended for 
the year that would mean annual revenues from this source 
amounting to $12,326,951.52. 

The Postmaster General's report for 1920 estimates the total 
postage from parcel post at $150,000,000. 

Based on these figures, the only ones available, all the patrons 
of all the rural free delivery routes paid 8 per cent of the 
postage received from parcel-post matter. 

The total postage received from all classes of mail collected 
and delivered on all rural free delivery routes in July, 1920, 
was $4,291,860.93, which makes for a year, $51,502,331.16. The 
appropriation by Congress for the rural free delivery routes 
alone for the fiscal year 1920 was $68,800,000. Crediting all the 
postage on all mail sent to these patrons as well as all postage 
on all mail sent by them and there remains a deficit of more 
than $17,000,000. 

Mr. Speaker, the postal employees of America are loyal to 
their Government and their duty. They will faithfully carry 


out their t:sks in the sure hope that justice will be done during 
the coming session and that just salary schedules and just post- 
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age rates will be established for the United States Vostal 
Service, the greatest business enterprise on the face of the 
earth, 

THE M’NARY-HAUGEN RILI 

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, I am casting my vote for this 
ill because otherwise the farmer will have no legislative re- 
lief—or legislation aimed to provide relief—from this Congress, 

On page 10027 of volume 65 of the Rercorp of May 31 is 
printed a question which I asked the distinguished Member 
trom Oklahoma, the Hon. CHARLES D. CARTER The Recorp 
reads: 

Mr. YATES. The gentleman believes, all things considered, that this 
bill is the best thing for the farmer at the present time, does h t? 

Mr. Carter. I consider it the one, single, solitary piece of legisla 
tion that has been offered during this administration to relieve the 
condition of the farmers of the country, and we all know it is the 
ouly measure we will have an opportunity to \,ote on before adjourn- 
ment, but this bill does not meet my ideas of the necessary steps for 
relief, 

In fact, it is admitted on all sides that if we are going to 
try to do anything for the farmer the thing to do is to vote 
for this bill, Whatever its shortcomings may be 

It is certainly not perfect. Like all legislation, it lacks per- 
fection. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been puzzled about this bill. I admit 
it. I have been at a loss how to vote, and I admit it. Some 
men—very good and very wise men—say, and indeed insist, 


that this bill will help agriculture, aid the farmer materially 
and satisfactorily: others, on the other hand 


protest that it 
will not be a real solution for the ills of the farm. 

Some men—very good and very wise men-—assert that this 
bill if enacted into law will not, it is true, remedy the situation 
entirely but will do so in part—will not, confessedly, make 
whole the farmer and make him a 100 per cent success, but will 
“help some ’—will at any rate do more good than harm—will, 
perhaps, reach 51 per cent; that is, give, say, 51 per cent of the 


relief desired. 

Others, equally good and wise men, manifest impatience and 
disgust and demand to be shown one single, solitary advantage 
or benefit which the farmer would derive from this particular 
legislation, saying it does not contain 1 per cent of help. 


Still others argue that on the one hand a mere temporary 
gain or benefit or advantage might come to the farmer. be 
cause he would, under this scheme, be helped materially for 


five years to get more for his farm products than he does now; 


but that, on the other hand, at the end of the five years the 
“prop "—tpat is, the artificial support—would be “ knocked 
out”: and the “last end would be worse than the first.” 


One of the most confusing things that we have witnessed is 
the sharp difference of opinion among the practical farmers 
in this body. I can not claim, as so many do, to be a farmer, 
but I know something about a farm myself. My father owned 
a farm, owned three of them and cultivated one. My mother 
owned a farm—480 acres—from 


1869 to 1889 and leased it to 
a tenant. My grandfather, Henry Yates, was a farmer for 
35 years—1830 to 1865—owned 10 farms in Illineis—in San 
gamon County, Illinois, the heart of the Corn Belt, when he 


died in 1865. 
Of course the result is that I have myself “that mania for 
the broad acres” that Garfield said every Anglo-Saxon 
I want to own a farm myself some day. And it 
want to own a real thing—a thing that is real. 

And, of course, I am proud of what my forefathers owned, 
acquired, and did—proud and glad that they were real 
farmers—proud and glad that they were good and prosperous 
farmers. So proud and glad that I will, forever and always, 
honor the farmer and the farm, consider them precious, and 
vote to help both whenever I can. I have this special rea- 
son to boast and help the farmer in addition to the fact that 
all prosperity depends upon him. 

But, whether I know much about methods to keep a market 
for farm products or not, is it not amazing that the farmers 
and farm champions of wide repute should be far from 
agreement? : 

In this disagreement 


has, 


follows I 


party lines are forgotten and out of 
sight. 

The gentleman from Minnesota, the Hon. KNup Weratp, 
says (Recorp, p. 11092), voicing the Northwest: 

This measure I am quite confident will fail of passage Mr. 
Speaker, the Republican majority will be held mainly responsible 
by the people for its defeat, yet the Democrats are equally guilty 
with them. In this matter, as so often in other matters, Demo- 
crats come to the assistance of the stand-pat element when 
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} t cial 1 yored interests are at stake. In the 
. 1 e South yields very little to New England. 
it off forever f tanding the West. 
| the from far South, Alabama [Mr. Huppreston], 
f 1 difeulty reflecting a sectional division when he says 
( | p. 1124 oncerning freight rates: 
t pr d to ve the products of the farmer an advantage 
t of é 
eR p. 11246) : 
hey re entitled to relief, 
f i I t w ng to give 
4} f her I p 
| 
I ‘ ! that is possible and reasonable and hon- | 
4 { would not ynsider it honest to the balance 
Dp e. 4 ( , nor w 1 I consider it good public | 
to ] er the icultural interests at the expense of the other 
| 
LENDS OF TIIf BILL j 
wing organizations and citizens of Illinois have | 


me to vote for this bill: | 

Joint Labbe Legislative Board of Illinois; legislative rep- | 

} tives of Illinois St Federation of Labor; United Mine 
\\ rs. ot America: Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen : | 
I} ‘ ood of lw omotive ‘ivemen and Kingine men; Order of 
Railway Conduetol Women’s Trade Union League; Sanga- 
mW County Farm Bureau, of Springfield; Illinois Agricultural | 
ution, of Chicago; American Farm Bureau Federation, of | 

\\ ington, D. C.; the Macon County Farm Bureau, of De- | 
catur: George TR. Beown, First State Bank of Divernon, of | 
Divernon, Sungamon County; C. R. Carpenter, of Buffalo; | 
(jenn W. Llall, of Alexander, Morgan County; Dlinois Grain 


Deniers 


} 

| 

. ‘ . ‘ . ‘ | 

Association, of Champaign; Farmers’ Cooperative Seed | 
('O., of 


Cambridge; the Chamber Commerce of Lincoln; 
yunty Farm Bureau; Peoria County Farm Bureau; 
; Farm Bureau; Bureau County Farm Bureau; | 
Marshull-Putnam Farm Bureau, of Henry, Ill.; Mr. B. P. Tay- | 
lor, Canton: farm bureaus of Adams, Henry, Schuyler, Iulton, | 
and Knox Counties, of Galesburg, UL; Piatt County Bankers’ | 
federation, of Bement; Richland County TFarm Bureau, of | 
Oluey: Kane County Farm Bureau, of Geneva; Peranwold | 
Sor kk Farm, Farmingdale; Farmers’ State Bunk of Orion; First | 
Nutional Bank of Morrisonville; Citizens’ State Bank of Mil- | 

| 


of 
1 


Tavewell ¢ 


Sturl County 


ford: Sumners State Bank, of Stockland; Marshall County State 

of Varna; Iroquois County Farm Bank, of Watseka; 

Brown County Farm Bureau, of Mount Sterling; Savings Bank 
! ~ 

n 


Bank, 


of Kewanee; the Commercial Club of Mount Sterli 
County Farm Bureau, of Mound City; Equitable Life Insurance 
Co. of Lowa, of Ottawa; Mr. C. J. Luther, president Will County 
faurmers’ Institute, of Wilmington; Mrs. E. E. Stevenson, chair- 
man of La Salle County League of Women Voters; Ottawa Bank- 
ing & Trust Co., of Ottawa; Cambridge State Bank, of Cam- 


Pulaski 
| 
bridge the First National Bank of Pullman; the First National 
| 
| 


e: 


Bank of Leland; North Hampton Cooperative Shipping Asso- 
ciniion, of Chillicothe, IL; and the Walnut Grove Farm, of 
( ornell. 


Mrs. J. F. Garrity, Chicago; W. D. Rishel, of Cambridge; 
lion. Jacob A. Bohrer, of Fifer & Bohrer, of Bloomington; E. 8. 


Gillham, of Edwardsville; I, A. Patton, of Tivoli; Hon. Norman 


G. Flagg, of Moro; John F. Regan, of Decatur; George H. Hall, 
of Alexander: J. H. Singleton, Mahomet; the Pioneer Creamery 


Co., by Louis Nielson, president, of Galesburg. 
Among those from Illinois who have also urged me to vote | 
for this law are the following: Knox County Farm Bureau, of 
Galesburg; Piatt County Farm Bureau, of Monticello; Perkins 
& Perkins, of Springfield; Cass County Farm Bureau, of. Vir- 
veinia: farmers of Island Grove, of New Berlin, Sangamon 
County; Pike County Farm Bureau, of Pittsfield; Pana National 


Rank. of Pana: W. F. Engelman and Mrs. W. F. Engelman, of 
Nokomis: Farmers’ National Union of America, of Kankakee; 
Graymont Cooperative Association, of Grayment; Milford 


Grain Co., of Milford; Stronghurst Grain Co., of Stronghurst ; 
James D. Smith and Benjamin Brown, of New Berlin, Sanga- 
mon County; Clinton County Farm Bureau, of Breese; H. P. 
Joy. stock and grain farmer, Chapin, Morgan County; Galva 
Grange, No. 1591, of Galva; Chicago Producers’ Commission 
Association, Chicago; Commercial Club Princeton, of 
Princeton; Carpera Stock Farm, of Buffalo; Maplehurst Stock 
arm, of Chatham: J. W. Whisenand, of Cambridge; G. A. 
Slater, Polo: Clarence Stell, Cuba; Clay Lawler, of Paloma; 
Flanagan Steck Farms, of Flanagan; Savings Bank of Kewanee, 
of Kewanee: John T. Creen, Pontiac; J. B. Roissell, Mattoon; 
Rev. H. M. Blout, Cornell; Fred I. Talleu, Edwardsville; Fred 


of of 





L. Walker, of Kendall; Harvey N. Ames, Mattoon; T. W. Es- 
mond, of Ottawa; J. P. Lyons, Pontiae; William G. Rushton, of 
Minooka; Marion County Farm Bureau, Odin; H. T. Marshall, 
of Serena; E. C. Coulter, of New Berlin, Sangamon County; 
L. C. Rinker, of Grand Ridge; J. P. Conrad, Monee; Maple 
Lawn Stock Farm, of Lostant; E. ©. Boyer, Ashmore: D. C, 
Shepper, Lincoln; Ruth Kerns, of Big Rock; J. V. Bogner, 
Henry; A. J. Gahn, Ransom; Albert G. Weber, Nauvoo; Helmer 
Hanson, Newark; Alfred Windett, of Bristol: Albert Peterson, 
of Millbrook; Miss Grace Buxton Brown, of Divernon, Sanga- 
mon County; J. M. Weaver, of Oakford; Ernest R. Davis, 
Pawnee; L. J. Kerns, Big Rock; Clifford V. Gregory, of Chicago; 


Mrs, Peter J. Schlapp, of Oswego; Walter H. Miles, Plano; 
R. EF. Constant, of Buffalo Hart; James Hamilton, Polo; 
x 


Streator Drain Tile Co., of Streator; R. T. Gustus, of Ophiem; 
H. K. Vogelsinger, of Pontiac; Progressive Grain & Feed Co., of 
Edwardsville; Robert Gibbons, Piper City; J. C. Beekman, 
Petersburg; BE. E. Stevenson, president La Salle County Farm 
Bureau, of Ottawa; Harry C. Gehring, president Knox County 


arm Bureau, of Galesburg; Peter Nelson, of Kendall County 


‘Farm Bureau, of Plano; Christian County Farm Bureau, of 


Taylorville; Logan County Farm Bureau, of Chestnut; farmers 
of Marshall County, of Yarna; Marion County Livestock Ship- 
ping Association, of Iuka; Whiteside County Farm Bureau, of 
Morrison ; Farmers’ Grain Co., of Dalton City; Harry C. Dixon, 
of Covell; Coles County Farm Bureau, of Charleston; Winne- 
bago County Farm Bureau, of Rockford; Pike County Farm Bu- 
reau, of Pittsfield; Fulton County Farm Bureau, of Canton: 
Franklin County Farm Bureau, of Benton; Watseka Farmers’ 
Grain Co. (cooperative), of Watseka; C. R. Carpenter, of Buf- 
falo, Sangamon County; Woodford County Farm Bureau, of 
Eureka; Ford County Bureau, of Gibson City; Cass County 
arm Bureau, of Virginia; Will County Farm Bureau, of Joliet; 
McLean County Farm Bureau, of Bloomington; Sunset Farms, 
of Bloomington; Mercer County Farm Bureau, of Aledo; Henry 
County Farm Bureau, of Cambridge; Jersey County Farm Bu- 


| reau, of Jerseyville; Marion County Farm Bureau, of Salem. 


PROTESTS 
I have protests from the following: City Council of Chicago; 


| Millikin National Bank; National Bank of Decatur; Farmers’ 


State Bank & Trust Co.: Citizens’ National Bank; A. B. Staley, 
R. C. Augur, C. W. Brewer, F. M. Robertson, C. P. Cline, J. A. 
Freemon, lL. B. Kizer, C. L. Leiss, P. A. Hendricks, C. T. 
Moore, W. H. Barnes, S. J. Durbin, R. J. Steven, L. E. Duncan, 
B. H. Muthersbaugh, H. I. Baldwin, H. J. Kappl, and J. E. 
Quigley, all of Decatur; B. F. Waters, of Rochester; George 
W. Cole Grain Co., of Peoria; Iinois Grain Dealers’ Associ:- 
tion, of Champaign; the Chicago Association of Commerce, of 
Chicago; Mrs. George Neafus, of Tuesday Art Travel Club, of 
Chicago; Farmers’ National Council, of Washington, D. C.; 
Illinois Drain Tile Manufacturers’ Association, of Streator; 
Purina Mills, of St. Louis, Mo.; J. C. Shaffer Grain Co., of 
Peoria; Peoria Board of Trade, of Peoria; Albert Dickinson 
Co., of Chicago; Frank P. O’Brien, Springfield; the Corn Ex- 
change National Bank, of Chicago; the W. T. Rawleigh Co., of 
Freeport; Mrs. James Hartley, of Henry; John W. Scott, of 
Chicago; Nash-Wright Grain Co., of Chicago; James BE. Ben- 
nett & Co., of Chicago; John S. Lunt, of Chicago; Emory Niles, 
of Chicago; Miller & Hart, of Chicago; Alden, Latham & Young, 
of Chicago; Cross, Roy & Saunders, of Chicago; Madison Park 
Apartment Hotel, Chicago; Sherer-Gillett Co., of Chicago; the 
Windermere Co., Chicago; John E. Brennan & Co., of Chicago; 
J. A. Edwards & Co., of Chicago; W. P. Anderson & Co., of 
Chicago; William A. Neubauer, of Chicago; F. J. Young, of 
Chicago; James P. Ryan, of Chicago; Pope & Eckhardt Co., of 
Chicago; F. M. Foster, of Chicago; Cornland Grain Co., Mount 
Pulaski; T. F. Molyneau, of Chicago; Cross, Roy, Eberhart & 
Harris, Chicago. 

It is to be noticed that the total protests coming from TIlli- 
nois have numbered only 39, all but 8 from Chicago. 

OTHER REMBEDIES 

Decrease of production is the remedy most commonly sug- 
gested for curing the agricultural depression. This, it is 
pointed out, is the sound and economic way to raise prices to 
a pre-war level. This theory contemplates that anything you 
do to make such action unnecessary is unnatural, artificial, un- 
sound, uneconomic. Those who recommend this course either 


do not regard tariffs, immigration laws, transportation acts, 
protective labor laws, and similar legislative enactments, that 
fill the statute books of both Nation and State, as being in ex- 
actly the same class as the proposed legislation or else they 
are willing to contemplate the degradation of agriculture and 
its perversion from the position that it has occupied in Ameri- 
can history from the beginning of the Republic. 
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Nature, through the operation of the boll weevil and — 
favorable weuther conditions, reduced the cotton crop of 1923 
to but li more than 10,000,000 bales. As a result of dimin- 
ished supply the price of cotton has been above 37 cents during 
the months and is now around 28 cents. This is at | 
leust twice the pre-war averuge money price. Has this been a 


ttle 
Lid 


past 12 


benelit to American consumers and to consumers of American 
cotton threughout the world? It bas not. Neither has it been 
a benefit to the cotten grower, except in the fortunate areas 
where an average yield was obtained, together with the benefit 
of high pric Thirty cents a pound for cotton is little help to 
1 cotton growers who produced only 30 to 80 pounds per 
acre, when the cost of production per acre alone averaged ov 
27 cents a pound and the average yield was about 1258 pounds 
per acre 
Farming is an industry which in its nature requires a period 
of years to adjust itself to changed economic conditions by 
reason of the slow turnover rate. Only once a year does a 
farmer have a chance to make readjustments in the annual 
crops, and in most livestock the average period of opportunity 
is from one to tour years. In tl case of dairy cattle adjust 
ment is even slower, as a good cow does not come into her 
maximum production until she is about eight years of age 
Farmers have striven for many years to diversify their 
crops. This is quite as true of the sections that are suffering 
at present as of any other in the United States. Cows, hogs, 
and chickens are synonymous with diversification. The creat 


majority of all farmers, even in the one-crop whent areas, pro- 
duce their own milk, their own pork, their own poultry and 
eggs. The present difficulty is not confined to one-crop areas 
Some of our best diversified farm regions are suffering almost 
as severely from the deflation as are the one-crop farm areas 
In fact, the hog producer is even harder hit than the wheat 
grower. In the more settled, older, and better equipped farm 
ing sections farmers were somewhat less in debt and had more 
capital and credit. Hence the effect of the vicious relation be 
tween prices of farm products and other commodity prices was 
obscured there until a later date. Now the capital and credit 
are being exhausted with no present hope of replenishment 
unless and until more normal farm-price relations are festored. 

Price fixing with respect to farm products has 
meant, to the lay mind, a guaranteed fixed price. Tl 
principle upon which the wheat guaranty act of March 4, 
was enforced, though such enforcement was not necessarily in 
with the will of the legislative body. The food 
control act, under which guaranteed prices were fixed, merely 
provided that the prices should be not less than S82 a busbel. 
As a matter of fact, prices very close to $2 a bushel were 
enforced as the maximum prices. Guaranteed fixed prices have 
net operated to the satisfaction of the wheat grower in the 
past. Ratio prices are fluctuating prices moving in unison 
with the all-commodities index. Some members of the 
trade and of the milling industry, as well as some farmers, 
desire guaranteed prices. The majority do not. 

This bill proposes to equalize domestic supply of export farm 
products to domestic demand at a fair exchange value in terms 
all commodities; in other words, in terms the 
price level. This end is to be attained by diverting the surplus, 
which is small in relation to the whele annual production, to 
the world market at the world price. Existing private agencies 
and existing facilities of processing and distribution are to 
be used to the fullest possible extent according to their ade- 
quacy and availability for this purpose, Import duties on 
particular products in distress are to be raised to keep out 
foreign competition, or, if necessary, such products may even 
he excluded. The loss sustained in selling at the world price, 
the fraction’ of the crop exported, after buying it on a higher 
domestic level, and the expenses of operation are to be borne 
by the farmer through the operation of a so-called equalization 
fund. 

The export corporation, furthermore, affords a means to re- 
move the abuses reported by the Federal Trade Commission 
as to the operations of grain exporters and packers in foreign 
trade. The character of these abuses is partly disclosed on 
pages 688 to 690 of the hearings on the bill, and on pages 604 
to 698, relating chiefly to wheat and its products. Similar 
information as to the export trade in meat products will be 
found in part 10 of the hearings. 

This bill in effect says that any quantity of a basic 
tural commodity that must be removed from the 
market in order to maintain the domestic price at a 
keeping with the domestic price of all commodities, is export 
surplus. The price at which the corporation may purchase this 
export surplus is called the “ratio price.” The act lays down | 
a rule for determining this price and the corporation can not! 


generally 
iis was the 
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vary from it as to its purchase 


ie I ret m Tt; nye e Dp rte i 
It should be borne in mind that the whole crop will not bh 
handled by the corporation—only the amount necessary t 
maintain the ratio price. In the case of wheat instance 
our normal average crop is about 7 mo} Chee 
average amount of export may be t 
150,000,000 bushels. The whole dm : nsumptis ‘ 
600,000,000 bushels, less the quantity use « ’ d fed o1 
farms, would be traded in without tmterference on the part 
| of the corporation, except to the extent of collecting the « ult 
zation fee on each sale made by a farmer. The | 
which the corporation will buy the export surpl only may 
be defined briefly as that money price of a given bas agr 








cultural commodity that will give a unit of it the same pu 
chasing power now, in terms of all commodities, that It ] 
on the average in the 10 years 1905 to 1914 ro m 

this price the corporation goes into the dor market an 
buys the commodity at the ratio price, thus maintain t 
domestic price of the commodity at the level of » } t 
This is equivalent to saying that the effective upply 
is reduced to the level of the effective domesti it th 
ratio price, thus lifting the basic agricultural com litie iy) 
to a reasonable parity wit ill commodities 

Opponents who believe that the bill, if e1 vill increas 
the cost of living fail to take into consides n the fact that 
if the situation is allowed to “cure itself,” the inevitable metho 
of cure will be reduced productior This reduced producti 
in itself is one of the surest means of sending up pri 
farm products, increasing costs to consumers, or incre: ‘ 
cost of living. 

Inasmuch as the purpose of this bill is to raise the price of 
the certain basic agricultural commodities whose pric re 
disastrously below pre-war purchasing power, it is ] bable that 
there will result some increase in the cost of living. The 
amount of this increase is, of course, not exactly determinabk 
Students have generally concluded that a rise of 20 points in 
the price of wheat would result in an elevation of the whele 
sale price index of all commodities by one point. This a ue 
wheat to represent 5 per cent of the total exchange value of 
all commodities. As a matter of fact its relative importance 
about 6 per cent, but for convenience of calculation and as the 
difference will not be great, it seems best to apply the com 
moily accepted conclusion that a 20-point increase in the price 
of wheat will lift the general index one point Speaking ap 
proximately again, the present price of wheat is $1 rhe 1 
price under the bill would be about $1.50. In other words 
20 points divided into 50 points gives 24 per cent increase, the 
percentage effect, on the total exchange value of all commodities 


that would be produced by a 


o0-cent increase in the price of 
wheat, 


GPNERAL OBJECTIONS 
The statement is frequently made by those opposed to this 
legislation that the law, if passed, will be unworkable. Such 


statements have been made in regard to practically all impor 


tant legislation in our history. A few instances may be cited 
as illustrations. As to each of the following in their time it 
was seriously asserted : 

1. That the Federal reserve act would destroy the bankit 
system. 

2. That the Federal farm loan act would dry up the sources 


of the farmers’ credit 
3. That the income-tax laws would ruin the country. 


4. That the meat inspection act would drive the packing f1 
dustry into bankruptcy. 
5. That the cotton futures act would rob the cotton pro 


ducers of millions of dollars. 


6. That the food control act would produce a revolution 

7. That the grain futures act would destroy the grain ex- 
changes, and with them the country elevator 

8. That the immigration laws would invite instant and seri- 
ous retaliation from numerous foreign nations, and could not be 
administered. 

9. That the tariff laws enacted from time to time during on 
history would be unworkable, invidious, ruinous, and like f 
involve countervailing action by other countries. 

Under analysis what is the great fact that underli most 
statements of the kind mentioned? They arise because iter 
ests affected by proposed legislation foresee some degree of in 
convenience or some loss of profit in their own particular bus 
ness without considering the general welfare of all the countr ‘ 
It is almost an axiom that only a few of the far-seeing, pr es 
sive, and wise in any trade or industry willingly accept eS 
tions or directions looking toward changes in their ex® z 
methods and practices, even when they are clearly in the com 


mon interest. 
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and is infinitely 


believes 





committee so do I, that there 
greul danger to a self-governing country in failure to legis- 
late when conditions require correction than there is in legislat- | 
i even though legislation at first may operate but imper- 
j 
| 
After reading and rereading the Indorsements of this bill and | 
the protests aguinst it, I have come to the conelusion that it is 
the only bill that has a detinite and specific method of lifting 
the markets in which m produce is sold to an index ratio | 
comparable with other commodities. For this reason I consider | 
it the best of the several measures capable of being passed by | 
this Congress, and [ am voting for it on that theo 
T want i distinetly understood hat I have only me object 
in voting for this bill, and that is to do the wisest thing for the 
farmel rhe only way IT could find out just what is the wisest 
thir is to study the bill as well as [ could and to get the 
pinion of the farmers in all parts of Illinois, I am not voting 
for the bill now hecause IT think it is the best bill that could be 
levised or because I think it gives entirely satisfactory relief. 
Iam voting for it because I do not want te do anything to hurt 
the farmers any more than they are hurt af the present time 
CHE RECLAMATION LA 
Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, it 
upossible during the closing moments of a Session of (Con 
gress (oO give the full consideration to some measures of vital | 
importance which their effect for the good or ill of perhaps 
thousands of human beings demand. As a consequence, injus- 
tice may be done without definite intention, because there is 
not sufficient opportunity to clear up misunderstanding and re- 
place it with understanding, wrong actions may be taken 
rhe House Committee on Irrigation and Reelamation, of 
which Lam a member, had under consideration for some weeks 
t meusure intended to put into effect the prinelples of legisla- | 
tion shown to be wise and advisable by the Vresident’s fact 
finding commission. We had held hearings and prepared 
bill which our chairman was instructed to report when {ft was 
learned that most of its features ineorporated in a Senate bill 
had been attached to the deficiency appropriation bill as a 
ridet Another rider had to do with appropriations for several 
irrigation projects, provision for whose construction had not 
been included in any House bill. The fight on these appropria- 
tions caused delay and conferences, which modified some and 
eliminated others. The report of the conferees was accepted 
by the House and we passed the bill, containing in principle 
the new reclamation law, so much needed for the suecess of 
many of the projects. In the closing hours it failed in the 
senate 
Rut, Mr. Speaker, that is not the end of the struggle for the 
new law for reclamation projects. Much of the data showing 
its need has been gathered, but we will make the case even 
more conclusive this summer, and we will be here again in 
December with evidence which will convince you and the 
Members that we have worked out a plan, sound in principle 
and required by conditions. In my district in Montana I have 
more Government reclamation projects to represent, both as 
to number and as to area, than has any other Congressman, | 
I shall visit them all this summer and fall and will come here | 
aguin in December with new evidence and even stronger facts. 
Others of the Members from the West are planning in the | 
Same way. 
During the debate to-day IT had opportunity to touch only 


lightly on what is the heart of the proposed new law—the plan 
of repayment to the Government on the basis of earning capac- 


itv of the lands rather than by a fixed period of years. The 
Rercorp shows, as follows: 

Mr. Mappen. Mr. Speaker, [ yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Montana [Mr. Leavirt] 

The SPrAK The gentleman from Montana is recognized yc five 
mit 

M LEAVI Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of ous yne of the 
burdens of the western country having great rigation projects is 
the lack of understanding—I might say the ignoran of those who 
proceed on pure theory and as a result mak liffcult rious to 
yntinue our development 

In the few minutes I have at my disposal I will speak particularly 
of the new provisions for payment contained in this bill That is the 
heart of this matter, and I want to say that it is not hasty legislation, 
I several weeks the Irrigation and Reclamation Committee of this 
House has been holding hearings and investigations and preparing a 
bill he mmittee of this House did not write this rider into the 
app iation bill now under msideration It was put there by the 
Sena ) ts ld be passed 


} 
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ANS of Montana. Mr. Speaker, will my colleague yield there? 


LeAVITY. Yes; I yield 
EVANS of Montana. If tt is thousands 


tis legislation 
lands, will they not? 


not passed, 


i 
of people will be dispossessed of their 
Mr. L rT. Yes 


Mr. Speaker, [ notice 


Ifouse of 


sAVI 
that ceiling of this Chamber 
of Montana 
a State for 35 
before. I have taken 
again, it shall appear there 
{Applause.] It in the way, 
‘gislation for reclamation, that I am asking you the 
ind our farming industry, to my 
xf the Union on an equal footing. Reclamation 
and in other similar States of the 
enabled not ouly to produce things that can 
irdening market but in that can pro 
making possible the use of other lands for stock 
mut that country on this de 
mod, as has been my colleague, Mr. Evans, unless 
is afforded, which is not a quickly 
to through here, the 
ind investigations by our committee—unless 
will be many of my people dispossessed, 
of payment, would to repay 
back tnto rreasury the that has 
x reclamation projects. [Applause.] 
Will the gentleman yield? 
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SNELI 
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Speaker, 


Did we not recently extend the time on them all for 


‘ars? 
LEAviTr. Yes; bu 


that are 


t that does not in any way satisfy the loan 
lemanding that payments be made, but who will be 
aatisfied if we put them upen a business basis so that they can 


pay 


out in time 


Che 
Mr. Speaker, the need and wisdom of this business method 
of repayment was stressed by President Coolidge im the message 
of April 21, by which he transmitted the report of his fact- 
finding commission to Congress. He said in part: 
To 


SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the-gentleman has expired 


the Cona@qresa of the United States: 
I would 


the 


respectfully urge on Congress the immediate necessity of 
law. 

Secretary ot Interior appointed a special com- 
six members to study reclamation and make report to him, 
committee has completed work and made its report to 
the Interior, and he has transmitted that report to 
transmit it to 
reclamation projects in the West are in 
inable to pay the charges assessed against 
settlers are living on irrigated lands that 
their families and at the same time 


as it falls due. 


reclamation 
the 
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them some 


will urn a livelihood for 
due the Government 
extensions of time and suspension of these charges serve 

lebts and add te thelr hardships, A definite 
and permanent relief shoulc be applied where 
heretofore adopted repayment plan is erroneous in 
ases impossible of accomplishment. It fixes an 
that the farmers must pay on the consiruc- 
of their production 


substituted a new policy providing that pay- 


pay the money 
lemporary 
their 


mily to increase 


policy is imperative 

rhe 
ind in 
itrary 


indicated 
principle many 
ammual ar imount 


tion costs of projects regardless 


In its place should be 


ments shall be assessed by the Government in accordance with the 
rop-producing quality of the soil 
« + * * * * o 
Whatever legislation is necessary to the advancement of reclamation 
shonld be enacted without delay 
CALVIN COOLIDGB, 
Tus Wuire Hovss, 


Apr il af, res 








commission itself in 


I Att I ij Vas 
Lliest Wi ma 

It is id te Be ‘ lands of equal fe ity ear widely 

fferent nn onstruction | nts or that all lar ood, ind 
ferer or noor und i T project enn bear the ual 
const on pay n vet th xisting plan of repayment was s 
upe that assumy ! th time nor an arbitrarils xed pe ne 
of yt is a Bor b for determining annual payments Whether | 
the total con etic ost be great or small, it ca onl he ! it | 
of the pro of t lands hence productivity s the « y safe | 

‘ ir basis for fixing ar il payments The ex e ¢ ct 
i reuch deser nd into i ited fields and of ack t? new 

plemie nd improvem s needed involves a lar outlay of 
nroney. whi ! be won from the products of the far rhe 
acre neous ecomes the basis of any scientific method « epea vy i 
construction costs The more fertile the soil is tt higher may ‘ 
the annual charge; and the more intelligently the farmer culti e> 
the soil the sooner will title to his water right pass to it The 
present method of repayment can not and does not insure a steady 
return on the investment by the Government in irrigation str ures 
and can not be met by the projects with lower productive capacity 
It will be necessary to put into effect new plan of repayment of 
eoustruction osts of the Federal trrigation projects I our opinion 
one based ul the inherent power of the soil, under intelligent culti 
vallon, to produce crops. 
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with this sonnd policy, 
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Mr. Speaker. we 


I of 
gation and Reclamation wrot 


Committee on 





nto the bill presented here the following section 

SE 8. That hereafter all construction charc on existing reclama 
t 1 proj J i ‘ water users shall | made payable 
! inual install ed on the productive power of the land as 
I n tl “ The installment of the coustruction charge 
pe tbl re ble h yea ill 1 >» per cent of the sverags 

Sg al in ’ the 1 tler i f ‘ 

( record if fewer tl 10 vears are e. 4 +} bre 
in cultivation in the division or subdivision thereof th ect i 
which the land is leeated. as found by the Seeretar a 7 1") 
decision of the Secretary as to the amount of any 1 i limen 
e rt a? il vine s all « tint u i tt 
structh arg Z t each farm wnit is paid The Secreta 
of the water u I to ; ! | 
contract fe Oj water right so that it ill provide for yment 
of the constru ) charge tl inder in ace« ance with t I ons | 
( ‘ ] ’ } r t of the { ‘ 
| " of a nreject ] t 
rig) t r use a il i ad > s 
1 j hall ‘ i i < | n cedent , ( ing t! 

‘ of sa ike o through a ‘ I d wa 
use! ciati r irrigation district, the care, operat uM iin- | 
tenance of all or any part of the project works, subject su rules | 

! ! Ss tary may prescrik and ‘ r the 
i ed States its relati to said project, shall deal with wat 
users’ association or irrigation district, and when th wat users | 
assume ¢ rol of a pre the operation and maintenance charges for 
the year then current shall be covered into the construction account to 
b paid p of the construction repayments: Provided further, | 
Th the provisions of this section shall apply to existing reclamation 
projects, or divisions thereof, on Indian reservations at the request of 
the wate isers and with the approval of the Secretary | 


There are many other provisions in this bill of mutual value | 
to the Government and the water user, and what is to the 


» hene- 
fit of one ij henefit to the other, 


kewise of but this repay- 





heart of the matter, and 


ment policy is t I have confined my | 
brief discussion to it rhe opportunity to pay what is justly | 


due in ae 


nesslike. 


cordance with what can be reasonably earned is busi- 
It gives real opportunity to the farmer on the project 
insures the return to the reclamati fund all which should 
justly be returned, 
In closing let me again, Mr. Speaker, that we will be 
here with even more complete data and argument in December. 


“,y a 
attita 
say 


The House and Senate have both looked with favor on this 
principle, and I am certain that the measure will be written 
into lav The soundness of the proposal and the good judg 
ment of the Congress will surely join to that end. 

POLITK 


AL TEAMWORK 


Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, political apathy has been 
threatening to undermine our national institutions. In 
years there has been an alarming indifference of the masses to 
political action. One reason for this is that the average voter 
feels himself too far removed from his Government. He feels 
that his vote does not count; that his opinion is not effective. 
Oftener than not he is unaware of what his elected representa- 
tive is doing. On the other hand, the elected representative is 


recent 
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olt unnWw of the i public se } t n = cist: on 
speci Issues Din if cl vy of overnime ! | 

large and comy ated| that the indiv l seems Bot é 
individual voter and the individual ‘ rl are | 
merged 

Unscrupulous public officials take advant of tl remote 
ness, apathy, and indifference Secretary | ibtedly fe 
bisn if secure hil Teapot Dome t sal W \ 

e int lin lookin up the legal transact nsferr 
l l ‘ Ss, ma oil lease and d 
‘ 1! ‘ 

But wh unscrupulous mer re e! Wm 
misceeds tiie honest ublic T ! < he ‘ 
and inspirat 1 whi eomes f the ft ht t 
torate is watching tl } ‘ rme int ' 

We must establish contnets We ! 1 ‘ rs} 
get on speaking tern We eet teamw ‘ 
In a true sense tockhol«e in t - entest « t ‘ 
United S t< (;overnment 

With this iT Aa. 1 wurnos te « feyr iy t of ' 
report to the stockholders eof th mport t of 
th first session of the Sixty-eicht (or Cx ha 
closed 

Some 300 bills affecting the publie welfare. know? | 
bills, were enacted int law Mani ly it f ! i 

f and sketehy sur l s this. ‘ of them 
‘ i T ot the vk ] I ill } 
most signitcance, 

TAXATION 

1. Tax reduect The new revenue a whiel Presice 
signed, will cut taxes | thout S400,000.000 a ' hesics 
viding for y per cer reduction n iast % at 
pavable tl iY 1 voted for ft t » Hill L wf 
yosed. ho . it part of tl! Melion pl j ' } 
vive a jarger reduction to the rich than ij one Low 
nd moderate income I ted in « ! ‘ en 
the burdens of those le: ible to hear ft x { t ‘ 
aw the reduction in tt in¢ ix } I 
rom a 20 per cent reduction <¢ he hi 
ner eent 1 on on ti low neon I 
eve of 7 é til] furt tine | r 
were 1 n imi t Im ative 1 ms ( ‘ I 
Seu ry Mellon’s p for which I aT 

cal 1 liset s her 

2. Ey ‘ ‘ Tl vy rT ! rey 
many of the ev e tTawes inelnading he theater act 
the me e cm % ie i : ! t } ‘ 
telecrams, the tax on jewelr candy wnt 1 nel 
equipment, pleasure boats, autome a ! aul obit 
accessories, carpet ind 1 i stamy 1 l other ed 
business and nuisance taxes. I voted for the repeal or re 
tion of these tax: F 

3. Estate and ft taxes: The liberals of both parties 1 l 
in supporting the bill introduced by Republi n Members pro 
viding for increased tax rates on estates They e responsibie 
also for writing into our revenue act a tax o1 ts, whicl 
logieal corollary to a high inheritance or estate tax I voter 
for both of these measures. 

1. Tax evasions: I voted in favor of the proposed amend 
ment to the Constitution, the enactment of | would 
given to the Federal Government and the State overnment 
authority to abolish tax-exempt securiti These tax-free 
bonds offer one of the popular methods used by the very 


wealthy to escape paying the Federal income "hv re 


posed constitutional amendment was introduced by th Ke- 
publieans. I supported it in spite of the opposition of my 
Democratic friends. The outlawing of the tax-free honds 
is the first step in tax reform; it plugs the hole of tax 
evasion. 

5. Original suggestions: I offered two original propositions 
in the form of amendments to the revenue law. One was that 
health and education expenses should be exempt from taxa- 


tion; and the second, that the corporation income tax oucht 


to be graduated so that each eorporation would pay accordit 


to the rate of profit it earns. foth were defeated, but the 
latter (the graduated corporation tax) was embodied in a 
Senate amendment, which was, however, finally strick out 
in conference. I believe that both of these sures are 
sound and will ultimately become a part of « revenue la 
IMMIGRATION 

The present immigration law, passed In 1921, expires on 
June 30, 1924. New immigration legislation was necessary, 
therefore, to go into effect July lL. The Johnson bill was 


offered as a substitute for the present law. It was passed by 


* 
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Congress and signed by the President, This bill restricts im- 
m tion more than the present law, but on the other hand 
it tiberalizes the administration of the law. I favored and 
idvocated restriction even further than the Johnson bill, but 
I could not vote for the Johnson bill because of its un-Ameri- 
ci and unjust discrimination against the people of certain 
priaticnecalitic Furthermore, I voted in protest against the 
pirit whieh actuated Congress and the method used in han- 
he Japunese exclusion question, 
MI «Li SHOALS 

I voted against the bill which provided that the United 
Stat Government should turn over this wonderful water 
1 to a private corporation for 100 years. I have very 
grea 1" and admiration for the industrial genius of 
The lord but I could not bring myself to consent to the 
transferring of this publie property, representing an investment 
of approximately $85,000,000, and with natural resources of un- 
told value, for 100 years, for a paltry sum, even to Henry 
Ford’s corporation, The House passed the bill. The Senate 
committee, after holding elaborate public hearings, rejected the | 
bord proposal and offered Government operation as a substi- | 
Tuite Though the Ford proposal was introduced bv u Repub- 
lienu, its main support came from the Democrats. The Senate 
having failed to take action on the bill, it goes over until next 
December 

ADJUSTED COMPENSATIO 

| voted for the soldier bonus because I thought it was a 

just and honorable and decent thing to do. The President 


vetoed the bonus bill, but Congress passed it over his veto I 
voted also to override the veto. I regard the soldier bonus not 


only as an act of justice, but as the payment of a debt of honor 
to those who served us in the Great War. To make sure that 
i wus right in assuming that the ex-service men wanted ad- 


justed Compensation, I conducted a referendum by sending a 
ballot to each of the 19,500 ex-service men in Monroe County, 
The poll showed an almost unanimous vote in favor of adjusted 
compensation, The original vote in the House of Representa- 
on the bonus was for and 54 against. The vote to 
override the veto was 315 for and 78 against 

I am also happy I had the privilege of voting for the vet 
erans’ hospitalization bill, by which more generous treatment 
and more liberal disability allowances will be granted to vet- 
eraus suffering from diseases, especially tuberculosis. 


tives Soo 


KELIEF FOR THE DISTRESSED FAKMER 

Everybody recognizes the economic distress of the farmers in 
the wheat and cattle areas of the Middle West and the North- 
west As a means of relief the MeNary-Haugen bill was con- 
in the Tiouse It was voted down. It was a_ price- 
fixing bill with a Government corporation buying the surplus 
produet and selling it in the foreign market in order to raise 
and maintain prices in the domestic market. I voted against 
this measure because I could not see that it would really give 
effective relief to the farmer and at the sume time it would 
increase the cost of living for all consumers. Besides this, it 
would injure dairy and poultry farming by increasing the cost 
of cattle feed and poultry feed. It was not a party measure. 
I voted against the bill because I regarded it as an economic- 


sidered 


ally unsound measure, 
rHE CHILD LABOR AMENDMENT 
oth the House and the Senate passed this constitutional 


amendment giving Congress the power to regulate child labor. 
Before it becomes a part of the Constitution it must be ratified 
by 36 States. The'adoption of this amendment does not abolish 
child labor or even regulate it. That will have to be done by 
act of Congress after the amendment has been ratified by the 
States A constitutional amendment necessary because a 
number of States refuse to deal adequately with the child- 
situation. 1 voted for this amendment, and I trust that 
the State legislature of New York, as of other States, will 
quickly ratify the action of Congress. The vote tn the House 
was 297 for and 69 against. 

IN 


is 


Lealven 


INCREASE CIVIL AND SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR PENSIONS 

The House and the Senate passed the Bursum bill increasing 
the pensions of the survivors and widows of the Civil and the 
Spanish-American Wars, The President vetoed this bill, and 
as the Senate by a single vote sustained the veto, it did not 
come back to the House for a second vote. Ll voted in favor of 
the Bursum bill. 

THE POSTAL SALARY INCREASE 

No bill received such overwhelming support in both the House 
and the Senate as did this measure granting a moderate in- 
ereuse in the salaries of postal employees It also had the 
almost unanimous approval of the business, commercial, and 


civic organizations, not only ef my own district but of the 
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country asa whole, I voted for it most gladly. In spite of this 
wide popular sentiment and overwhelming affirmative vote, the 
President vetoed it. The Rules Committee of the House delaye:| 
consideration of the bill in the first place by withholding the 
granting of a special rule for its earlier consideration. After 
the veto the bill was sent back to the Senate on the last day 
of the and there was no time to reconsider it. The 
Senate havi failed to take action on this vetoed bill, the 
House had no opportunity to vote again on it. It therefors 
goes over until next December. If the bill had come to a vote 


session 


us 


in the House, [ would have voted to override the veto and 
help enact it into law. The vote in the House was 250 for anid 
14 against, and in the Senate 73 for and 8 against 
RAILROAD-LABOR LEGISLATION 
Under the transportation act of 1920, now in effYeet, labo: 


disputes are adjusted by machinery provided for under Title ITI 
of the act, which also sets up the Railroad s.abor Board \ 
bill known as the Barkley bill was introduced in the House 
providing for the abolishment of Railroad Labor Board 
and the setting up of new arbitration and adjustment ma 
Because of a determined filibuster against it, which 
if continued would have successfully held up the work of Con 


1 
the 


gress, this bill was voluntarily withdrawn by the author, Mr 
BARKLEY, before it came to a vote in the House. In this in 
stance the fight oceurred not on the passage of the bill but on 


taking it out of the hands of the committee in order to give it 
consideration on the floor of the House. I voted to take it out 
of the hands of the committee in order to have it considered 
Mr. Hower introduced an identieal bill in the Senate, and the 
Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce, after holding public 
hearings, reported it favorably. The House committee stub- 
bornly refused to grant public hearings, and therefore the 
House voted to take it out of their hands. The bill goes over 
until next December, 


REORGANIZING OUR FOREIGN SERVICB 

Au important measure, known as the Rogers bill, whieh reo 
ganizes and consolidates the Diplomatic and Consular Service 
of the United States, passed the Senate and the House and was 
approved by the President. I voted for this bill, 
A FORBIGN SERVICER BURBAU 

COMMERCH 

Winslow bill, providing for the creation of a foreign 
service bureau in the Department of Commerce, was defeated 
I voted for it. 


CREATION OF IN THE DEPARTMENT oF 


The 


PROHIBITION 


There was no movement 
eighteenth amendment 

Fifty-nine bills, however, were introduced to modify the Vol- 
stead Act by legalizing 2.75 per cent beer. The Judiciary Com 
mittee held hearings on these bills, but made no report to the 
House, so that no action was taken 

In the closing days of the session a bill was introduced and 
passed creating an independent prohibition unit and putting 
the force under civil service. While I was in favor of this 
aspect of the bill, and would have been glad to vote for it, I 
was forced because of the particular form in which it 


evident in Congress to repeal the 


was 
presented to vote against it, since it seemed to me that the 
legitimate business interests using industrial alcohol would 
suffer unduly and unnecessarily by the reorganization. Believ 


ing as I do unqualifiedly in the enforcement of law, I regret I 
could not vote for this bill, the purpose of which 
strengthen the enforcement machinery, 


is to 


APPROPRIATION BILLS 
There was no special controversy over the 11 appropriation 
bills. The total of the sums appropriated by this Congress for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, amounted to approxi 
mately $38,500,000,000, 
In 1923 the Government spent $4,000,000,000, in 1924, $3,909, 


000,000. The estimated expenditures for 1925 are about $3,500,- 
000,000. This includes interest of about $900,000,000 on the 


public debt and the payment of about $500,000,000 to be ap 
plied in reducing the principal of the public debt, 

I voted for all the appropriation bills, including the regular 
Army and Navy bills, except the special appropriation of 
$150,000,000 for the building of a bigger Navy, which passed 
the House, but was blocked in the Senate. , 


OUTLAWING WAR 
Most wars are colossal blunders and ought to be outlawed 
The avoiding and averting of war is the most important prob- 


lem of our times. Believing as I do that most wars are neither 


necessary nor inevitable, and holding firmly to the belief that 
law should be substituted for brute force in the settlement of 
all disputes—domestie as well as between nations—I shall con- 
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t ’ Xt mv inthuens iT iver of the President's world | was I mention this not by way of e m the Senate nor 
eo for the purpose of providing an alibi for the House but merely 
ivecater urged nil ted rr ft ealling of another | @8 a fact, because I feel that the pub san erroneous con 
thee lisurmiment conference by hy President ception of the time that was spent by both the Senate and the 
LEGISLATIO . we Pp reid COLUMBIA llouse on these miaitters ihese nve His e se ed i 
’ » rent act: This act extended the Rents Commission for useful public purpose, ‘The public is eutitled to integrity on e 
nother yea This mmission regulates rents in the D part of its officiats ‘ F 
f Columbia. T voted for this rent-control bill It was a 24 1 
sig | by the President and be a a lav With ve spe t to all of this legislation, | DA ao ral 
Salary increases: This bill provided for salary increases the tact that in not a single instance :; | was con 
, sche firemen, id policemen, readjust ng theas sal cerned, Was there any pressure from any political b or leader 
} » Wien . ia a seaialica ta a a ; e lis - or organization to tifluence me for or agallist als i Ulal 
» bring them move in « 1 the high cost of living ; 
is unusually high in Washington. This bill also was | Me#sure. At all times I felt and acted as a t : x 
basset by Congress, signed by the President, and became a voted according to conviction und my est Judginent on each 
Tey { voted for this salary increase bill oe on its Own merits. : 
: ae Tacape tani ‘ Rinnchiiies, Wie: Wbiniie ia Blind party loyalty has been the curse of American politi 
menusures were passed affecting the District of Columbia, Pe ae ; fe as : , F eae ¢ 
but these were the two most worthy of note eety paren aes oom Tregu ntl) biased the judgme a, © 
; the legislator While political parties have played an im 
MISCELLANEOUS DiS OF SMrORr aM portant role and will continue to play an important rodle in 
The purchase of the Cape Cod Canal: L voted against this | our political history, the welfare of the country, and, indeed, 
measure because [thought that the sum te be paid, $11,500,000, ° the progress within the party, depends upon the independent 
Wits excessive nonpartisan action of the individual. L came to Congress with 
2. German relief: T voted favor or the bill making an ap- | this political conviction, and this principle has guided me in 
opriation of S1O0,.000,000 for the vrelier of the starving women , every vote on every important piece of legislation in this, my 
int children of Germany I was influenced in this largely by | first term in Congress, 
» testimony and recommendations of Secretary Hoover and In order to attend to his duties a Congressman has to be 
General Allen, commander of the American Expeditionary | constantly at work, and [ wish to state, with a great deal of 
rroes in Germany satisfaction, that L was not ubsent from a single daily session 
> Procedure in the House of Representatives: IT voted in | except in cases of illness, death in the family, or on special oc- 
orot liberatizing the rutes of procedure in the House of Rep- | casions when L had been invited to deliver addresses on publi 
resehtatives } questions. An inspection of the official voting records will show 
SLATION OF SPECIAL INTEREST ’ ie THIeTY-KIGH?TH NEw yor« | My record of altendance to have been high [am not saying 
ot | this because I wish to claim any credit for it, but merely be 
1. Changing name of the harbor and port of Rochester: Tin cause L consider it to be one of the important duties of a 
troduced a bill changing the name of Charlotte Harbor and the | Cougressman 
Ve of Charlotte to Rochester Harbor and Port of Rochester On many impertunt questions [| was helped by the informa- 
The War Department has promised to cooperate ‘in this matter, | tien advice, and criticism given to me by my constituents re- 
The purpose of this change is to call attention to the facet that | garding pending and contemplated legislation, which help I 
rt ester is on the highway of the Great Lakes. invited and which [am always happy to receive 
.. t'reation of new judicial district: L also introduced a bill Few people realize the extent to which a Congressman ts 
providing for the ereation of a new judicial district in western | Called upon to render personal service to his constituents b 
Ne York, with Rochester as jeadquarters. The subeommittee | taking up matters for them with the Government departments 
of the Judiciary Committee of the House favored the Dempsey in Washington. Lt have had literally hundreds upon hundreds 
bill creating an additional judgeship rather than an additiona! | of communications requesting assistance, from veterans of the 
Judicial district No action was taken on either bill by the | late war seeking compensation or vocational training, from 
nudiciary Committee or the House My bill was indorsed by the | Survivors of the Civil and Spanish-American Wars seeking in- 
Rochester Bar Association crease in pensions, from friends of prospective immigrants, 
Untinished business: There are s number of bills not spe- | from business men seeking adjustment of claims agains* the 
cifically mentioned above, whieh the people of Rochester have | Government, together with civil-service cases, und innumerable 
expressed an interest in. whieh have been carried over to the | requests for specific information and for public documents of 
Lrecember session, Among them are the following: various sorts. It goes without saying that there were numerous 
‘The MeFadden amendment to the national bank act. other activities which can not be enumerated in’ this brie 
Regulation of the coal industry statement 
Readjustment of freight rates on agricultural preducts, I trust that this meager recital of the bare facts of the 
Anti-strike breakers bill | session’s work will be sufficient to stimulate interest in public 


Manufacturers’ name branding bill. 
Truth {.. fabrie bill. 

Regulation of the sale of nursery steck (compulsory libeling) 
Protection of forest lands 
Regulating manufacture and traffie 


in adulterated foods and 


Changing the 
touservation 
Amendment 
.’rotection 
p i 

’ensions for soldiers and sailors of Spanish-American War, 
tie Philippine Insurrection, and China Relief Expedition. 

bor strengthening the Naval Reserve. 

Judicial procedure in Federal courts. 

iristrict of Columbia Workmen's Accideut Compensation. 

And many others. 

Whenever legislation was pending which I knew would be of 
interest to special groups of my constituents, I endeavored to 
get in touch with that group, either by direct communication or 
through the newspapers. Whenever a bill was pending of in- 
terest to the community as a whole I gave an abstract of the 
bill through a special newspaper article. ; 


pame of Mount Rainier, Wash. 
of helium gas. 
to merchant marine act. 


of interstate and foreign commerce from corrupt 


Tlees, 


The Teapot Dome and other major investigations, reports 
of which occupied the front pages of the newspapers for sev- 
eral months, were initiated in the Senate and were conducted 
almost exclusively by committees of the Senate. The House of 
Representatives spent practically no time on these investiga- 
tions, and they certainly did not interfere with its work in any 


affairs and help to establish the closer contact and teamwork 


so «esirable between the voter and his elected representative 
“THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY \ NATIONAL LIABILITY 

Mr. SEARS of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, this is June 7, 1924, 

|} and for the last of our purposes, the finis. Thie day's duties 


and privileges seem to be dedicated to “ the state of the Union,” 


us We severally see it, and the responsibility seems to be resting 


~ 


on each Member to inform each of the stockholders of our 
glorious national corporation as to its condition, so that they 
may severally Know what their several shares of stock are 
really worth. It will not do for us to say that the stock is at 
par or better. For we would all say that. But we must say 
something relative to the activities and the duties and the 
responsibilities, and as to the functioning. Now, no one can 
consider those several subjects without taking notice of that 
vreat liability of our beloved country—the Democratic Party. 
It is fearfully and wonderfully made. While in its activities 
it is a national organization and covers the whole country in 
its endeavor, yet in the best sense it is not a national party 


at all. It is a conglomerate bringing together of its component 
parts without splendid national common purposes. Its parts 
are only held together by the settled belief, that is controlling, 
that the political fleshpots can not be attained and enjoyed 
without these strangely foreign elements sticking together for 
mutual political profit 


The strength of the Democratic Party is in the South and 
only maintained in its integrity by the color-line question. 
This is the better element of the Democratic Party and, if left 
to itself and normally, might be capable of national good, if it 


could work normally with the rest of the country. Of course it 
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eS er 
cnn 1 \ ( nally with he rest of the c untry by reason 
ot 1 eagon for life in the southern section. Then 
thre noth of its parts made up of the controllers of our 
a hern cities, the rest havi: very largely patterned 
after N York City, under the grip of Tammany Hall. And 
the ( the trong Bryan element, which might be truth- 
11 ‘ thie mo oddle ” sentiment, erystallized and 
ult t t ent hoot that Mr. Bry: consider at 
ui! ir moment as of issue. Now Br ism is the sire 
' ( | mi eoddlism ” in 1 United States, 
M I; nh uch great evangelistic influence in politics be- 
‘ { a « I t purposes and his overweening ambi- 
lie | | magnetism that flows out from a great 
' that the } two component parts of Democracy, while 
thy ! n commo » either him or |] sentiment, 
\ d of bin The other parts are trying to so act 
1} ot fly the track but still keep as far away from 
} ul ‘ iS possible They know h powers of elimination, 

‘ s ge and peculiar things he is at any moment 
advo ev are oe mpelled to accept them as from the 
) cle of A Pruotl Some veurs ago Brother Jarvis said, “ The 
f move nd there < eneral laugh. Mr. Bryan says 
t} thir in either the theological or political field. and 
thre er two parts of Democracy dare not lau: because they 
rm ill it ! poened to Parke and what happened to Parker 
ve ago may happen to Al Smith or McAdoo or RALSTON, 

Tey t might he used from Mr. Brvan’s words that 
adele t¢ onal conventions are bound to irry out the 
\ ‘ 1} ‘ endit them when pronoun ! Nebraskt in- 
f \ 1 Mr Rrvan to vote for Champ Clar for President. 
"lhe } ent had eome when bv carryin out the instructions 
A I hn would have made Mr, Clark his party’s nominee. 
| M [hy in political mind he was bao ‘ as an agent 

m carry out h principals’ instru hecause a bad 

M l mat I] supporting M Clark. So he 
i ted the kibosh and gave the twist. If Mr. Tammany Hall 
! comme 1 votir y Mr. Bryan, of course virtue would 
have |} 17 ra But the other two parts of Democracy 
a word, t use they remembered what happened 
to | 

\ rs 1] e been a helieve ] thought that the 
ke ‘ ld be the strongest branch of the Government 
1 Ilouse should be the dominant force of the legis 
( rt these discordant elements of Democrac’ 
] o throt that thought in my ov short time of 
f As an illustration: I have be present in the 
The \ Members had just known ¢ t was appar- 
‘ eat bribery of one holding a Cabinet place in a Repub- 

i Piliis i 

\ er of fact, this bribery, if it did take place, was by 
‘ wil ad a the last Democratic convention been a candi- 
( or < | office of Vice Pres ent Gt 1 overflowing 
gle the eyes and on the faces of pra lly every one 
of the D ic Members of the House because of the hoped- 
1 ! il profit that might accrue to Democrat in the en- 

‘ | n becaus of the heinous charge that could be 
ak of R hI n administration by reason of the 
l 1 question. Tl regardless of the fact at every man 


new and still knows that cuil personal, alone 


nd not chargenhble 


Nation or 
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that in six it amassed profit 
t] ai 


the district of $26,000,000 on $24,000,000 of capital. 


months of 


u 


aa 


from the producers 
Without 


| note of warning, currency and credits were contracted, and the 


farming and preducing classes, who were ordered to pay their 


note commenced to die financially. Ever since our courts 
have been clogged with foreclosures that previously were wi 
known for years. And every town saw men commencing ovei 
again who had been most prosperous and full of hope. Innu- 


merable 


business houses closed and many banks followed suit. 

If the East does not know why orders are not coming to their 

| looms and their shops, I can tell them that it is because the 

people of the great West are not buying normally. They ari 

the greatest purchasers of the products of the looms and shops 
that the world has ever known. 

Had those in authority of the Treasury Department of the 
United States and of its currency and of the great Federal bank 
and those acting in conjunction with them desired to bring ruin 
to this country and its people, they could not, with all their 


i gress, Between 


‘ to our our Government or any of 
our parties 4 few days after the last-stated circumstance it 
developed that quite a number of Democratic Cabinet minis- 
ter iened their posts to at once get larger fees and allow- 
nee where their new activities were to clash with the Gov- | 
ernment’s interests. The look of immediate and extreme hor- 
re that at once took the place occupied by the former high 
was worderful to note. Now, this change referred to can 

! be charged to the quality of individual membership of the 
} derrnne is of the House, for a finer lot of men does not exist 
! here of the same number. Individually there are no 
hette Collectively they are incompetent, inimaterial, and 
irrelevant when the baneful inffmence of the Democratic organi- 
y n is resting upon them. No one will deny that the great- 
est crime known to our national life were the activities of the 


Federal regional bank during the dominancy of the Democratic 


Party. The currency was inflated and credits were invited to 
be asked for, and extended and until practically all of our 
people were blue-sky artists and were using credit as never 
before and with the expectation that that cendition of easy 
discount was going to continue, and which they were invited 
by the authorities of the bank to expect. The small branch of 


the bank of my home district had so dealt in money and credits 


| 


cunning and with all their knowledge of money and finance, 
have devised and carried out a scheme more fraught with evil 
to the American people. This is said at this time because on 
the floor of the House several times it has been charged that 
this great crime should be placed at the door of the Republican 
Party because in the platform of four years ago there wes a 
suggestion that inflation had gone too far. These orators, for- 
getting that it was a new doctrine that a successful party is 
bound to carry out suggestions in any degree, of platforms of 
losing parties. And further and still more so, that the re- 
sponsibility of carrying on this great trust was on the adminis- 


ration of the Treasury Department by the Democratic Party. 
If there is political responsibility, it is on those who had the 
immediate duty of execution and not on these who stood at 
the side lines with suggestions. 

I voted against the adjournment. I wanted Congress to con- 
tinue j session until farm relief was assured. Ay peopl 
were the greatest sufferers because of the contraction of the 
currency and the atraction of credits in 1920. There was 
ole measure that might have afforded my people relief, and I 
thought that my Democratic friends should have kept Congress 


S- 


in Session until the McNary-Haugen bill or other proper me: 
ures should be passed. During the last administration the blow 
was struck that wrought their ruin. I thought they had an 


especial reason to help undo that which had been done during 


their administration. But it was not to be, and the strong 
Democratic men of the South, in the main, turned against 
that preposed farm relief and then voted for the adjournment. 
Individually I will give those eredit for believing, who voted 
against that bill, that it was not a good one, but when they 


adjourned I must conclude that they theught the question was 
of minor importance, or else that the adjournment was good 
politics. This being the Tth day of June in the year of grace 


1924, I hope, Mr. Speaker, that I have not taxed too much the 
patience of the House. 

As a national party force the Democratic Party is without 
that great national zeal for the common welfare and the great 
ability for the common welfare that should admit of its asking 
for a vote of confidence. This is because of its three discordant 


elements that are only held together for mercenary political 
purposes. There is only one great national party with a breadth 
of vision that takes in this Union, with a patriotic purpose 
that is ample for us all, and I intend to vote for that party in 
November. 
CHILD-LABOR CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 

Mr. in the last Congress I intro- 
€nced a child-labor constitutional amendment. It was reported 
from the Judiciary Committee too late to secure action thereon. 
Soon after the convening of the present Congress I again intro- 
duced a child-labor amendment resolution. Twenty-three simi- 
lar resolutions were introduced by various Members of the Con- 
February 7 and March 8, 1924, elaborate and 
contested hearings were held before the Judiciary Committec. 
Such printed hearings, known as No. 16, constituted a 
volume of more than 800 pages. As a member of that commit- 
tee IT actively participated in such hearings. After a delibera- 
tion of two weeks the Judiciary Committee favorably reported 
the resolution introduced by me, known as House Joint Reso- 
lution 184. 

The Judiciary Committee directed me to prepare a report 
thereon. That report of 21 pages is‘a public document and is 
available. It reviewed State, national, and international legis- 
lation and conditions relative to child labor. Strenuows efforts 
were made by employers of child labor and Congressmen from 


Speaker, 


serial 
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Southern States to prevent a vote in the House of Representa- 
tives. The opposition of such employers was largely mer- 
cenary. The opposition of many southern Congressmen was 
born of a sincere fear of infringement on States’ rights 

After a thorough, and at times, heated debate lasting two 
days the resolution was adopted on April 26 by a vote of 297 
to 69. However, such vote was secured only after nine unsue- 
cessful efforts had been made to amend the resolution. It 
passed the House without a single amendment. One of the 
most forceful opponents the resolution was the Hon. A. J 
MONTAGUE, Of Virginia. He is a valuable member of the Judi- 


of 


ciary Committee, a worthy Democrat, and a former governor 
of his Commonwealth. His opposition was both sincere and 
effective. During the debate Governor Monracue was kind 
enough to say: 

But as the gentleman from Ohio has interrupted me, I take oeca- 
sion to say that his work on this subject has been faithful and able, 
If this measure should unfortunately meet the approval of the people 
of the States, its advocates will owe the gentleman from Ohio [Mr 
FOSTER] a debt of gratitude. Applause.] He has worked in and out 
of season and with generosity to the members of the committee who 


differ with him upon this subject 


This compliment from such a gentleman was quite naturally 
appreciated, 

The child-labor amendment then went to the Senate. There 
it Was bitterly attacked. The Senate debates covered several 
days; 11 amendments were proposed and each was defeated, 
On June 1924, it passed the Senate without amendment by a 
vote of 61 to 23. It now submitted to the States for ratifica- 


» 
~; 
2. Is 


tien, 
Throughout the hearings and the progress in both the House 
and the Senate the amendment bad many valiant supporters 


Among them might be mentioned : 


National Child Labor Committee 


American Federation of Labor 


American Federation of Teachers 


American Association of University Women 


| 
| 
| 


American Home Economics Association 

Commission on the Church and Social Serylee, Federal Conncil of 
the Churches of Christ in America. 

Democratic National Committee. 

General Federation of Women’s Clubs 

Girls’ Friendly Society of America 

National Council of Catholic Women 

National Council of Jewish Women 

National Council of Mothers and Parent-Teacher Associations 

National Council of Women 

National Education Association 

National Federation of Business and Professional Women's Clubs 

National League of Women Voters 

National Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 

National Women’s Trade Union League. 

Republican National Committee 

Service Star Legion 

Young Women's Christian Association. 

However, over and above all these organizations stood | 
President Coolidge. When its death was threatened it was 


he who secured prompt action: without his support the amend- | 


ment could never have been submitted for ratification. 
not only recommended it in his message to Congress but he on 
several other occasions urged the importance of its passage. 
Only to-day, on this closing day of this session of Congress, 
I was called to the White House, where the President felici- 
tated me on my part in this legislation. He took enough time 
from his arduous duties to have our photographs taker at his 
desk. No such honor had ever been conferred on me. I shall 
ever prize it along with the timely efforts of the President in 
connection with this great piece of humane legislation. With- 
out his help it would have failed. I now feel confident that 
the States will ratify it and it will become the twentieth con- 
stitutional amendment. Its ratification will bring some educa- 
tion, health, and happiness to millions of children both now 
and hereafter. 


He | 
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Much misinformation has been given out concerning this | 
amendment. A correction is due the public. The States which 


are to consider ratifying the amendment should not be left in 
error. No law can be passed unless three-fourths of the 48 
States, by action of their legislatures, ratify the amendment. 
Then, and only then, will it become part of our Constitution. 
Should it be ratified, then Congress would have the power 
which Congress thought it had when in 1916 and again in 
1919 Congress passed child labor laws, both of which laws 












be} 


were by the 


Supreme (ourt ‘lured stitutiona 
gress may or may bot then puss a el vber W Should 
Congress puss such a law haat law u e us a minimum 
standard beyond which the seve Stat al o in their 
State child labor laws. A majority o ir States now ive 
child labor laws. Some have weak laws, seme no laws. and 
in some States enforcement of their present laws is ve) in 
effective. Several States—Ohio being one have State 
child labor laws of higher standards than ar issible Fed 
eral standard. No employer in Ohio could be possib] njured 


by any Federal child labor law, for the reason that i - 
ent standard is above any possible Pederal standard 

The ratification of this amendment does not mean if nm 
gress will enact laws prohibiting boys and girls under 18 ins 
from working on farms or in homes This is a rather popula 
delusion, No advocate of this amendment ever meceived such 
an idea. Not a single State ever adopted such law Neither 
of the Federal laws—which were declared unconstitutional— 
contemplated such, There is absolutely no danger of any such 
law, and the publie can be accordingly assured 

The need of granting such power to Congress will become 
apparent by an examination of present State child labor laws 
Thirty-four States now prohibit certain forms of child labor 
by persons under 18 years of age, such as night messenger 
work by girls in our large cities, employment in factories 
manufacturing poisons, and hazardous employment in and 
about dangerous machinery rhe justification for such lav 
becomes at once apparent It might become necessary fo 
Congress to legislate along similar lines ir rder fo prote 
thousands of children in States which have no such legislation 
or which refuse to enforce such legislation 

Conditions exist that can net be remedied by State laws. For 
instance, many New York manufacturers send their plecework 
across the river to be done by thousands of children in New 
Jersey, Both States have good child labor laws, yet Ne 
Jersey can not punish the New York manufacturer; neither can 
New York remedy the conditions in New Jersey. Only a Fed 
eral law can operate effectively under such conditions, Again, 
one State with no child labor law adjoins another State wit! 
with good child labor laws. The employer in the State with 
good laws is at a disadvantage in marketing product along 
with the product of his competitor in the State with no child 
labor laws. The latter can employ children at a greatly reduced 
wage, This unfairly handicaps the competitor in the State 
with good child labor laws. This condition exists in man 
places and can only be remedied by Federal laws 

The Federal child labor law will be inexpensive to operate 


The enforcement of these laws is always secured through work 
permits, which are handled by 
ties where the children reside. As long as these representatives 
work in sympathy with the law the Federal authorities 
intervene. Because of this system,a small amount of 
required for the expense of il 

Nine European countries have a smaller percentage of illit 
erucy than has the United States. This may appear shocking 
to many persons; vet it is true. Most of our illiteracy would 
have been avoided had proper child labor laws been in effect 
20 and 30 years ago. The purpose of these child labor laws is 
not to prevent children from working. Rather it 
their 


representatives of the commun! 


never 
money i 


Ss operation 


is to see that 


work is done under conditions where their health and 
education may at the same time be cared for. This is but 
common sense. Our statistics clearly establish the fact that 
delinquency and illiteracy go hand in hand. Records of our 


juvenile courts furnish conclusive proof. 

where illiteracy found among children 
exists in a strikingly proportionate degree 
laws are effectively enforced illiteracy is 
linquency at once vanishes. No American 
advocate child labor laws which, if properly vill 
within the next quarter of a century move the States 
up the ladder of literacy at least nearer the top 
stand. 


Without exception 
there delinquene 
When child labor 

eliminated and de 


should hesitate to 
V 


is 


enforced, 
United 
then 


t Vw“ no ‘ 
The 16 national women’s organizations whose representati 
were present in Washington during the entire contest over tly 
child labor amendment deserve unstinted praise for their 1 
markable efforts in behalf of this legislation. Child labor was 
the only measure before Congress looking for social betterment 
which had the unanimous support of 16 
Their work was done in a way which could give 
one. At the same time their work was most effective and con 
tributed greatly to the success of this legislation. Miss Grace 
Abbott, of the Children’s Bureau, Department of Labor, 
most valuable witness iu the Sudiciars 


these organizations 


oltense to no 


Was 


} rin hefaor the 
hearings befor he 
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(i iD f tira bernni be fund of information 
re | yhug ‘ | j “« 
I ist th 1} rem may help clear up some of the 
I ' wnsions 1 rci the proy ed child labor constitu- 
tior amendment in Stutes like Ohio, where their State laws 
are eher than any bederal lav can possibly be made, no 
fe: cun be entertained as to the effects of this constitutional 
an ment In these States where poor child labor laws exist 
passage of this amendment will spur them on to greater 
effor In other States where po child labor laws exist efforts 
will be made to bring such State laws at least up to the Fed- 
el um, | md which most of the States will undoubt- 
ed) or With such a Federal minimm law and with the 
S es cooperating up to and beyond such minimum law better 
prote m will be given te millions of unfortunate childret 
None « us are favored with inere than one childhood (ur 
laws should not permit any child to be robbed of a reasonable 
wmount of sunshine and play as they pass through this period 
of their f They will be better educated, more healthy, and 
' 1 ce » into better men and women if while they are work- 
j duri their childhood they are given this reasonable 
ae ef protection from the standpoint of heahh, education, 
nl mtent ment HW ever long or short may be services 
in (‘onmress, I shall content with the knowledge that I have 
bene permitted to play part in securimg th constitutional 
mie for the better prote m of million of youngsters, 
t hve ure citizens of the United States. 
A DY OF THE POPULATION OF TI 1 ED STATES 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, under general 
‘ e ited to Members, 1 beg te present herewith a study of 


the population of the United States prepared for the use of the 


House Immigration Committee by Capt. John B. Trever, 11 East 
Ninetytirst Street, New York. 
Captain Trevor bas made an intensive study of the subject, 
end his views, tegether with lis tables showing the present 
teck in the makearp of the people of th. United States, are of 
much interest; 
Since the immigration commi(tees of Congre nused to be printed 
t tudy of the pepulation of the United States (see print fer use of 
In yn Committee, United States Senate, and House Report Ne. 
>), the data thercin presented has been reexamined and checked by a 
ew analysis based on a methed distinct in some vespects from that 
previously adopted A comparisem of the allotments mad under both 
if computing the pumerical equivalent of the persons con 

tributed to our population by the various nations of the world show an 
appro\imation sufficiently close te justify the conclusions based upon 
the preliminary study The relative simplicity the method which 

about to be explained and the working eut eof the data te cover all 
cloments of the pepulation, indigenous, native, and fereign born, should 
moke the mew table Qecterminative where any discrepancies in the 
resi exist 

The populvtion of the United States as enumerated In 1920 was 
105.710.6820 It is composed of a white population, native born of 
native parentage, amounting to 58,421,957; an element characterized 
by the Census Bureau as foreign stock—that is, fereign born, native 
born ef fereign parentage, and native bern of mixed parentage, one 
parent native and ome parent foreign born—amounting to 36,598,958; 
and a-balance of predominately native born of negro descent, some 


American Indians, and a relatively small preportion of Asiatics, ameunt- 


ing in all te 10,889,705 

The Census Bureau in a publication entitled .“ Increase of Pepula- 
tion im the United States, 1910-1920, Census Monegraph No. 1,” has 
amplified the results ef earlier researches published in “A Century of 


Population Growth,” 
1800 As 


preliminary 


concerning the composition ef our pepulatien in 
to this latter publication has made in the 
of this question it is merely necessary to say mow 
of a perfected fermula (Increase of Population in the 


reference peen 
study 


that as a result 





United States, 1910-1920, pp. 189 to 193) the Census Bureau estimate 
the numerical equivalent of the descendants from white persons enn 
merated in the first census taken by the Government in the year 1790 
at 47,.330.000 to 47,870,000. Owing to the fact that an adaptation 
has been made of the methed by which the latter ficure, 47,276,000, 
was arrived at, this figure has been selected as the basis for this study. 
Furthermore, the methed itself weed in reaching this basic figure has 


been applied to ascertain the numerical equivalent of the descendants 
»,000 immigrants who entered the country between 1790 and 
amounts te 1,716,402. It should be added that this figure 
of 275.000 (Increase of Population in the United States, 1910-1920, 
p. 195) is an estimate by the Census Bureau based on such data as 
were avallable prior to the regular collection of statistics on immigra- 
in 182@. As the element which entered the 


oT the 


1820, which 


tion which commenced 
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‘ 
country between 1790 and 1820 possessed the same racial! cha t 
tics—or national derivation, perhaps we had better Say, since We ar 
dealing with national origins—as those who were enumerated by thi 
census of 1790, they should be added te the basic figure of 47,370,001 
giving a total of 49,086,402. For the purpose of this study we n 


call this clement the basic stock of the population which we can appor 


tion on a asis of numerical equivalents contributed from foreicn 





sources in such proportion as has been indicated in the census publica 
tion, “A Century of Population Growth (p. 121), hereinbefore r 
ferred to 

Now, if to this group of basic stock we add the 86,398,958, charac- 
terized by the census as foreign stock te which reference has already 
been mad and also the composite colored element which has been 


classified by the census, a total is obtained amounting te 96,375,065, 





to which we can give national attributions, as will be later demon- 
strated on the basis of estimates already computed by the United Sta 
census authorities prior to the conception of the act of 1924. 7 
sum of 96,375,065 subtracted from the total population of the United 
States gives a numerical equivalent amounting to 9,335,555, whose der 
ivation is wholly undetermined, In apportioning these vari 
groups for the purpose of this study the basic stock has been allotted 
to the national groups in the proportion that the nations from which 
their forebears sprang, contributed to the population as enumerated in 
1790, (In order to be consistent, the descendants of the Trish popu 
tion in the United States in 1790, amounting to 61,534, or 19 per cent 
of the total number of persons enumerated at that time, have been a; 
portioned between the Free State and North Ireland, on the basis 
of the relation between the present estimated distribution of 
immigrants originating tn those areas, althouch the evidence poin 
to the fact that the Trish in the United States during the coloni 
period were predominately from the north of Ireland.) 

In a previous paragraph allusion has been made to the element 
classified by the Census Bureau as foreign stock (Vol. II, United 
State Census, 1920, page 897). This large group amounting to 
approximately one-third of the population as enumerated on that da 


Was apportioned in accordance with their birth or parentage to tl: 


nations of the world, on the basis of a pre-war map, it having be« 
found impossible in the case of the native-born of foreign parenta 
to ascertain the province or city from which the parents of many « 


these people originated, although their nationality in accordance wit 
the map of the period of their immigration was ascertainable without 
peradventure of Owing to this fact, there are not only soa 
inconsistencies figures between the census tables for countr 
of birth 694), and country of origin of foreign white stock (pay 
897), but as has just been imdicated, a redistribution of the wh« 
group is necessary to conform with the present boundaries of Kurup 
\ renpportiomment of the 36, 958 fereign stock has been accon 
plished on the basis of distribution of the foreign born in the United 
States, in accordance with the postwar map; for example, the total 
of persons born within the pre-war boundaries of the Austro 
Empire amounted to 2,021,926 (page 688, Vol. Il, Uniti 


doubt, 
in the 
(page 





number 
Hungarian 


States Census, 1920). The percemtage which the foreign born assig 
able to each of the component parts has been applied to the tet 
foreign white stock as it appears on page 897, Vol. 11, United Stat: 
Census, 1920. (4,240,703 plus 133,996, that proportion of those per 


sons of mixed foreign parentage whose fathers were Austro-Hungarian, 


as given on page 900, Table 4, Vol. II, United States Census, 1920, 
that is to say, 4,374,699.) This figure is the total which may be 
regarded as the Austro-Hungarian strains in accordance with the 


census enumerations. It should be noted, of course, that in the case 
of countries such as Poland and Yugoslavia, which are composed of 
cessions of territory or accretions from various sources, due account 
has been taken of the fact. 

In the case of Ireland a peculiar difficulty arises from the circum- 
stance that no division of the pepulation on the basis of the Free State 
and North Lreland is printed in Vol. II of the census of 1920. The 
number of foreign-born persons assigned, therefere, in the table ap 
pended te this study has been arrived at by takimg the figure for the 
quota allotted te the Irish Free State on a 2 per cent basis of 1920— 
see page 17, House of Representatives, Sixty-eighth Congress, first ses 
sion, Report No. 350—deducting 100, dividing by 2, and multiplying by 
100. The result given by this calculation is obviously the Census 
Bureau's estimate of the number of foreign-born persons whose place 
of birth is attributable to the Irish Free State, viz, 728,800. This 
figure ef 723,800 deducted from the total 1,037,233 enables us, | 
calculating the percentage, to arrive at the propertion of persons bern 
within the Free State, which may be applied to the total Irish foreign 
stock—4,286,720—for the purpese of distributing that element between 
the Free State and North Lreland, Obviously the balance not assicned 
te the Free State is grouped for queta purposes under the heading 
“Great Britain and Nerth Ireland.” 

Turning now toe the third column of the table comprising a group 
amounting to 0,235,555, te whom reference has been made before a: 
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TARIFF ON COPPER 
Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I have had many offers of help 
on this bill when the next tariff bill is before Congress. As 
I stated in my speech of several weeks ago, we know that 


there was no chance of a revision of the tariff bill in a presi- 





dential yea We hope to be able to get the facts and figures 
that will convince everyone that a tariff on copper is needed 
if e industry is not to be driven out of business by foreign 
competitbon 
In remarks made on May 29, I stated that the legion would 
not forget its friends In further evidence of that fact, I 
quote letter sent me by Hon. John R. Quinn, national com- 
munder of the Americun Legion, which reads as follows: 
THE AMERICAN LEGION, 
OFFICE OF THE NATIONAL COMMANDER, 
Indianapolis, Ind, 
ll Ww. I K JAMI 
louse Office Building, Washington, D. C. 
My DrAR ¢ Gi MAN: I wish to take the opportunity to express 
{ ua t Member of the Sixty-eighth Congress the sincere and ever- 
ting appreciation felt by the ex-seryvice men and wome of the 
ntry for th plendid manner in which you supported the national 
legislation of such vital interest to them during the session just 
d 
Chere was, through your efforts, enacted into law more legislation of 
vital importance to the returned ex-soldier than ever before in the | 
hixtory of Congress. I need only recall to your attention the Reed 
Joh 1 which will afford aid to more tl 160.000 disabled 
veterans and their dependents, save thousands of lives, and which is 
in fa the greatest step forward yet made by our country in bring- 
ing justice to the disabled 
In the enactment of the hospital construction bills there was pro 
vided 2,850 beds in moder fireproof Government hospitals, and 
this also included an appropriation of $350,000 for a training school | 
for the blind veterans at Evergreen, Md., which we hope will tend to 
the problem of the care of this class of disabled men 
the creation of the Special Veterans’ Committee in the House and 
in the Senate resulted in sympathetic and careful consideration of the 
relief measures proposed by the American Legion and contributed in 
i great measure to their ultimate enactment into liw 
In particular at this time I want to thank you for your continued 
nd sincere support of the adjusted compensation bill which had been | 
pending before Congress for close to five years The ex-service nen 
and women throughout the country understand very clearly the situa- 
tion which existed in Congress, the tremendous amount of pressure 
which was being brought to bear by the big financial interests through- 
out the country to prevent its enactment into law, the great flood of 
vicious and pernicious propaganda which filled the opposition press 


throughout the country unjustly attacking the Members of the House 


and of the Senate who were the friends of the soldiers, and through j 
this channel threatening their political future if they opposed the | 
tdministration leaders and continued to support what they knew and | 
believed would be necessary, honest, and just legislation. 

The adjusted compensation is a law, and on account of your 
interest in it, your efforts and support of it, and so far as the Ameri- 
can Legion is concerned, the principle has been established, and it is 
a closed issue. In spite of this, however, the interests who were op- 
posed to the soldiers are still inclined to continue their vicious at- 
tacks on Members of the Llouse and the Senate who, after voting to 
pass the bill, again voted with more than a two-thirds majority to 


sustain it over the presidential veto, and this notwithstanding the fact 
that all of the arguments raised against it and dire threats of great 
calamity to our country have been proved false by subsequent events 
and disappeared into the air. 


We want you to know that the ex-service men and women through- 
out the country most heartily approve your support of this legisla- 
tion, and that the American people approve of your course, for the 


Nation is always firmly behind measures of justice for its veterans. 
of the American Legion, which is the great 
organized body of veterans throughout the country, I believe that we 


are in the best position to interpret their thoughts and their wishes. 


As national commander 


The veterans throughout the country are grateful; they will never 
forget the service that you have rendered them, and through the 
American Legion extend to you their hearty thanks. 

Very respectfully, 
JoHN R. QUINN, 
The National Commander. 
ACCOMPLISHMENTS OF THE REPUBLICAN CONGRESS 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, four years ago the American 


people commissioned the Republican Party to take charge of 
the Nuational Government and put into effect policies and prac- 
methods, safeguard 
protect 


constitutional 
institutions, 


would restore 
American 


which 
strengthen 


tices 


and American in- 


| Decrease in interest-bearing public debt 2 


| dollars there is an annual interest saving of $45,000,000. 
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terests, compel public economy, and readjust public admin- 
istration to serve the needs of peace and promote the welfare 
of the people. 

It was the greatest economic task that ever confronted any 
national administration since the establishment of our Gov- 
ernment. Partly due to the World War and partly due to 
Democratic mismanagement, conditions were well-nigh chaotie. 
This was true both in the field of private endeavor and the 
realm of public affairs. Never in the history of this country 
had there been such a violent dislocation of industry, trans- 
portation, commerce, and agriculture as took place during the 
years immediately preceding the advent of the present Repub- 
lican administration. 

In the conduct of our Federal Government almost ineredible 


extravagance had become the _ rule. Haphazard methods 
abounded. ‘The administrative agencies of the Government 
lacked teamwork, morale, and initiative. The Government 
securities were below par. Deficits were bemg incurred in 
Federal financing. Federal taxes were onerous. An army 
of 5,000,000 wage earners were in enforced idleness. Agri- 


culture was facing actual bankruptcy. Business was depressed, 
and all classes of citizens were pessimistic as to the future. 
The Republican Party met these conditions with vigorous 
and constructive statesmanship. The record shows more con- 
structive legislation and administration during the past three 
years than in any previous decade of American history. It has 


benefited business and labor, agriculture and industry, the 
wage earner, the investor. the taxpayer. By contrasting the 


discouraging conditions which existed in almost every line of 
activity three years ago with conditions to-day one may see the 
policies of the Republican Party since March, 1921, translated 


| into results. 


PUBLIC DEBT REDUCED $3,00 

June 30 will mark the end of the third complete fiseal, or 
business, year of the Federal Government since the Republican 
administration came into power March 4, 192 The Republican 


,000 ,000 


| administration during these three years has given the United 


States the best business administration ever experienced since 
the beginning of the Government. The credit for this must be 
largely attributed to Secretary of the Treasury Mellon. The 
following is a Summary of some of the most notable business 
accomplishments during the past three years: 
Interest-bearing public debt February 28, 1921 


$24, 051, 684, 728 
Interest-bearing public debt May 31, 1924__ 


21, 286, 607, 318 
765, O77, 410 

In addition to this actual decrease in the principal of the 
public debt, theve has been a tremendous decrease in interest 
charges on the public debt. For every reduction of a billion 
So 
the reduction in the principal of the public debt under Secre- 


tary Mellon has reduced the interest charges $120,000,000 a 
year. In addition, Secretary Mellon has conducted a refunding 


of the domestic public debt at a lower rate of interest than it 

originally carried, and the savings due to this refunding process 
already amount to tens of millions of dollars. 
COLLECTION OF FOREIGN LOANS 

When the Republican administration came into power there 

were outstanding loans to foreign governments made during the 

war and immediately following the war something in excess of 


} $11,000,000,000, which included accumulated and unpaid inter- 





2 


est. There was no arrangement existing at that time whereby 
either the principal or the interest on any of these foreign loans 
should be paid. On the other hand, due to the attitude of the 
Democratic administration, there was a general impression 
throughout Europe and in certain circles in the United States 
that the payment of these foreign loans would never be de- 
manded and ultimately they would be canceled. This impres- 
sion had a very depressive effect upon the credit of the United 
States, for if this foreign debt is not repaid by the governments 
owing it, it means tremendous increase in Federal taxes in this 
country. One of the most, if not the most, important fiscal ac- 
complishment of this administration was the creation of a com- 
mission suggested by President Harding and Secretary Mellon 
and created by the Congress to effect a settlement of foreign 
loans. Secretary of the Treasury Mellon is at the head of this 
commission. 

Already Great Britain and Finland have reached an agree- 
ment with the United States through this commission for the 
payment of their loans and the accumulated interest, and have 
actually started the payments. Negotiations are well under 
way with Belgium, Hungary, and one or two other European 
/ nations. The loans to Great Britain and Finland constitute 35 
| per cent of the total foreign loans. The placing of these foreign 

loans on a business basis with fixed provisions for their pay- 





1924 


————— 





ment means an acceleration in the reduction of our interest- 
bearing public debt, a decrease in our Federal taxes, and en- 
hanced value of our Government bonds. 

LIBERTY BONDS 


INCREASE IN VALUB 


As a result of these two financial policies of the Treasury De- 
partment, taken in conjunction with the general program of 
economy practiced by every branch of this administration, the 
Government bonds have advanced under this administration 
from 85 to par or better. There are about $20,000,000,000 of 
these bonds outstanding, held by between 12,000,000 and 15,- 
000,000 individuals. 


practically one-sixth of the population of the United States. 
The reduction of the publie debt and fixed interest charges, 
the constant application of strictest economy in the conduct of 
every executive branch of the Government reduced routine ex- 
penditures of the Government to such a point that it was pos- 


e | 


The 15 per cent gain in their value under | 
this administration represents a gain of $3,000,000,000, enriching | 
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sible to pass on to the publie these savings in the form of | 


reduced Federal taxes. This was done by the revenue bill 
passed by the Republican Congress late in 1921. 

That Republican revenue measure increased exemption in 
income tax applying to heads of families with « salary or 
wage income of less than $5,000 a yeat. This benefited more 
than 4,000,000 heads of families, or, according to records of the 
United States Income Tax Bureau, over 90 per cent 
income-tax payers of the country. The exemption for heads 
of families was increased by $500 a year, with an additional 
increase of $200 a year for each child or dependent. 
duction, effected in the first year of this Republican administra- 
tion by an act of a Congress Republican in both branches, 
saved the “average families” of the United States approxi- 
mately $100,000,000 a year. 

REPUBLICAN TAX 


LAW BENEFITS COMMON PEOPLE 


Other outstanding features of this new Republican tax law 
was the repeal of all taxes levied on goods shipped by freight, 
express, and parcel post. This repeal of transportation taxes, 
which are always added to the price of the commodities which 
the consumer purchases, saved the American cousumers more 
than $1,000,000 a day. In fact, this new tax law enacted by 
the Republican Congress benefited the average man and woman 
more than all other classes of taxpayers put together. It lifted 
a burden from their pocketbook which had been irritating 
them day by day since the Democratic war taxes had been 
enacted and had taken from them hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars annually. It repealed the so-called nuisance taxes, such as 
a tax of 10 per cent on seda drinks, candy, ice cream, medicines, 
toilet articles, and so forth. It repealed the so-called luxury 
taxes. The women of the country, at least, realize that they no 
longer pay 10 per cent tax when they buy millinery, underwear, 
stockings, kimonos, petticoats, parasols, waists, and other 
wearing apparel. That they do not is because of that Republi- 
can tax law. It repealed all taxes on musical instruments, 
sporting goods, and household furniture. It repealed all taxes 
on life, fire, accident, burglar, and other forms of insurance. 
It repealed all taxes on railroad tickets, which was costing the 
traveling public a quarter of a million dollars each day. 

One of the forms of taxation imposed by the Democratic 
administration was that upon excess profits, even though they 
were legitimate profits. During a war almost any kind 
taxation can be justified. In times of peace such a tax can 
not be justified. It penalizes initiative. It completely checks 
the development of enterprises already established. It pre- 
vents extension of industrial projects and thereby reacts to 
the injury of labor. It discourages investments in new enter- 


prises. It acts as a barrier to pioneering in new fields. Men 
who are willing to take great risks and invest great sums 


must be permitted to reap the benefits of their vision and risk. 


of the | 


This re- | f 
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Americap taxpayers this year the sum of $350,000,000. Other 
features of this bill which become operative on taxes paid 
in 1925 will make still further reductions, 
1924 TAX BILL MADE POSSIBLE BY G. O. P. Ré NOMY 

Let those who desire to ecavil debate as to which party 
should be given the major part of the credit for the enact- 
ment of this particular measure. But there is one underlying 
fact about which there can be no debate Whatever redue- 
tions in taxes this bill of 1924 may make, it could not have 
been written at all had not the Republican administration 
|} Since it came into power introduced and practiced economy 
in the conduct of public affairs. No tax reduction bill could 
have been written or enacted had not the executive agencies 


of the Government, which do the spending, and the legislative 


branch of the Government, which does the appropriating, 
effectively cooperated with the Budget Bureau—a distinctly 
Republican creation—in bringing about a radical reduction 


in public expenditures. 

There could not have been written into the tax bill of 1924 
by the leaders of either party such drastic reductions in in- 
come taxes had not the Fordney-MceCumber Tariff Act been 
bringing into the Treasury more revenue by $225,000,000 a year 
than any tariff law ever put on the statute books. Every dol- 
lar of the $600,000,000 collected at our customhouses through 
the operation of a Republican tariff means just one dollar less 
to be collected from the people of the country by income tax. 
So the Republican Party and the Republican administration 
may Waive the question as to who actually wrote the schedules 
the new tax bill, because it is known of all men that the 
writing of them was made possible by the economy and tariff 
program of the Republican administration. 

DOWNWARD MARCH OF BXPENSES 

Proof of this is found in the downward march 
penditures since the Republican Party grasped the reins 
government in March, 1921. ‘This story of the decrease 
routine public expenditures—exclusive of public debt 
and sinking fund—is told in the following 
Fiscal year ending June 30, 1921 (only three months 

of which were under the Republican administration) 


of public eX- 
or 
or 
Interest 
ficures : 


$5, 115, 927, 6890 


Fiscal year ending June 30, 1922................... 8, 372, 607. ade 
Fiseal year ending June 30, 1923....--.-- amemasns ty lem 418, 876 
Fiscal year ending June 30, 1924._...-- — ---- #, 053, 000, OVO 


In other words, the cost of operating the routine departments 
the Government has been slashed over $2,000,000,000 a year 
since the Republican administration came into power March 4, 
1921. 

In this work of economy the legislative branch of the Govern- 
ment, both Houses of which have in control of the Re 
publicans, has heartily cooperated. The reduction in appropria- 
tions made by Republicans since they came into contro! of Con- 


of 


been 





gress in April, 1919, is as follows: 
Fiscal year ending June 30, 1920_................. $6, 454, 596, 649 
Fiseal year ending June 380, udtidddeiniaeaen a 4, 780, 829, 610 
Fiscal year ending June 30, letelenhuitiheinanhiboes jelstlchdncnan teitlabee 4, 066, 316, S66 
Fiseal year ending June 80, 1923 ae hin title - %, 940, 579, GGT 
| Fiscal year ending June 30, 1924............. : 3, 706, T77, 163 
Democratic politicians in an effort to befuddle the public 


of | 


It throttles all business because it renders valueless business | 


foresight and enterprise. The excess-profits tax was one of 
the heaviest handicaps upon the resumption of normal con- 
ditions in the commercial and industrial world. “Hence the 
Republican Congress in framing the revenue act of 1921 re 
pealed that tax in toto. 


The Sixty-eighth Congress made a supplementary tax reduc- | 


tion which wiped out all remaining nuisance taxes, such as 
those on telegraph and telephone messages, amusement tickets, 
the stamp tax, and the 5 per cent tax on jewelry. The greatest 
beneficial feature of the tax bill passed by the Sixty-eighth 
Congress was the 25 per cent flat reduction on all income 
taxes payable in the present calendar year on incomes for the 
year 1923. This proposal was in the original bill as advocated 
by President Coolidge and Secretary Mellon, and it was also 
urged by President Coolidge as a special piece of legislation 
‘early in March, 1924. This feature of the bill alone saves the 


| were restored 


mind and deprive the present administration of the Republican 
Party-of the credit of the greatest debt reduction, expense re- 
duction, and tax reduction ever made by any established gov 
ernment in the same length of time, draw a comparison between 
expenses of to-day and those of 1915, a year when the Demo- 
cratic administration was in power. They point out that the 
number of public employees on the Federal pay roll is greater 
to-day than they were under Democratic administration in 
1915, and that the routine expenditures of the Government are 
greater to-day than they were in 1915. This is true, and upon 
this truth they base the false charge that the Republican ad- 
ministration in times of peace is not managed as economically 
as the Wilson administration was in times of peace. 
PKE-WAR BASIS OF EXPENSES IMPOSSIBLE 

The manifest unfairness of this comparison is at once evident 
when we take into consideration that since 1915 there has come 
inte existence as an aftermath of the war a great many Federal 
activities which did not exist iu the early years of the Wilson 
régime and which would, even though the Democratic Party 
to power, continue to exist under Democratic 


| administration. 


For example, there is the Veterans’ Krreau, which employs in 
round numbers 30,000 and which expends in rou.d numbers 
$400,000,000 annually for the aid and relief of the Nation's de- 
fenders. It did not exist in 1915 to add its employees to the 
Federal pay roll and its $400,000,000 to the Federal expendi- 
tures, a sum which is greater than any other expenditure of 
the Federal Government to-day than the single item of taxes 
on the public debt. Nor would the Democratic Party if re- 


erate sone 
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stored to power be able to abolish its work, discharge its em- 


plovees, and eliminate its expenditures. 

There was no restrictive immigration act in 1915, and no 
necessity of a large force to see to it that the provisions of 
this act, which stands as a safeguard not only to the integrity 


of American labor and the high level of American wages but a 
safeguard of American institutions and ideals, are enforced, 
To this requires heavy expenses and a large force of em- 
ployees, 

There was no prohibition amendment to the Constitution in 
1915 and no bureuwu was necessary for the enforcement of the 
laws enacted under that amendment. 

There was no Women's Bureau and no Children’s Bureau in 
connection with the Labor Department in 1915. 

Qur Postal Department, in order to keep pace with the 
business the return of prosperity under Re- 
has been compelled to increase its expenses 


do 


growth of since 
publican régime 
and its force in a very large degree 
except by putting the Democratic Party in power and bringing 
about such a panic as would prostrate all business. 

The Income Tax Bureau of the Treasury Department has 
heen vastly increased since 1915-because of the tremendous in- 
in the amount of business which it must transact. Even 
with the enormous force on hand under the Wilson régime this 
bureau four years behind in its audits and collections 
when the Republican administration came into power. Since 
that time the personnel of the bureau has been decreased, but 
the amount current business done has increased and all 
back business has been brought up and back taxes are being 
And so the list might be continued. 

The argument that there are more employees in the Govern- 
ment to-day and that it is costing more to run the Government 
to-day than it did in 1915 proves nothing except the fact that 


cre“use 


Was 


collected. 


the activities of our Government have become greater and 
therefore necessitate a larger staff to handle public affairs. 


The main point is that although expenses are greater than they 
were in 1915 under Wilson, and the number of employees is 
greater than they were in that year, both expenses and number 


of employees have been radically reduced since March, 1921, and | 


is 


what still more to the point, the American taxpayer is 
getting more work per employee than he did under a Demo- 


eratic administration, and infinitely more service per dollar 
from his Government. 
REPUBLICAN PARTY SAVED AGRICULTURE FROM RUIN 


Next to the record of the Republican Party in debt reduction, 
expense reduction, and tax reduction, is its record in behalf of 
agriculture. The Republican Party has always been 
as the friend of the American farmer. Under Republican legis- 
lation and Republican administration, beginning immediately 
after the Civil War, the great agricultural section of our 
Nation was peopled, developed, and became the granary of the 
world, an inland empire of wealth, prosperity, intelligence, 
and contentment without a parallel anywhere in the four quar- 
ters of the globe. 

Agriculture of the country has passed through two or three 
severe crises. At such times the Republican Party has been 
the party which has stood by the agricultural interests in the 
time of their adversity. At such times the Republican Party, 
generally in the face of popular clamor for hasty and ill-con- 
sidered action, stood against fantastic and ill-considered pro- 
posals which would have been destructive had they been 
enacted into law. It stood against the greenback craze, against 
Populism, and against free silver. In each instance its courage 
and political judgment won the indorsement of the American 
people, and its application of sound economic theories rescued 
the agricultural sections from ruin. 

The farmer to-day realizes the absurdity of the radical Demo- 
cratic claims in 1896 that the price of wheat and the price of 
silver go hand in hand. He also realizes the irreparable injury 
that would have been done him had the greenback craze suc- 
ceeded under Democratic guidance. In each economic crisis 
the adverse conditions affecting the farmer were straightened 
out not by the adoption of uneconomic theories but by the sound 
and conservative constructive policies of the Republican Party. 

It is so to-day. When the present administration came into 
power it is no exaggeration to state that the agricultural and 
livestock interests were on the verge of bankruptcy. It is prob- 
ably well within the facts to assert that at no previous time in 
the history of American agriculture had the conditions been 
so distressing and apparently so hopeless. Without going into 
the details, it may be stated that these conditions were due 
almost entirely to two policies of the outgoing Democratic ad- 
ministration. 

During the war and immediately following, the Democratic 
administration urged the farmer to put forth every energy and 
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use every resource to produce a maximum amount of food 
products. In response to this call of the Government the farmer 
made large investments, purchased an enormous amount of 
equipment, made every possible extension to his plant, and 
almost without exception incurred tremendous liabilities in 


| doing so. 


That could not be changed | 








ee pS 


DEMOCRATIC POLICIES WRECK THE FARMER 


Then, practically without any warning, the Democratic ad- 
ministration in the Summer and fall of 1920, at the very time 
the harvests were getting into market, restricted credits. The 
immediate result of this was a deflation of agricultural prices 
all along the line and, at the same time, the demand by financial 
institutions upon the farmer for payment of his obligations. 
This, then, was the situation: He had produced a harvest of 
unequaled quality at the highest cost in the history of agricul- 
ture. He had produced it on high-priced land with expensive 
machinery and with farm labor receiving unprecedented wages. 
Just as he was to reap his reward he found his market de- 
stroyed and himself compelled to sell his products at whatever 


| price he could obtain in order to meet the demands being made 


upon him by the financial institutions who had been ordered by 
the Federal Reserve Board to drastically curtail their loans. 

These conditions all existed at the time the Republican Party 
came into power in March, 1921. They were brought about by 
policies of the Democratic administration. American agricul- 
ture has seldom experienced worse conditions than it faced in 
the spring and summer of 1921. 

The first concern of ihe Republican administration was relief 
from those conditions, To supply the need for ready money and 
temporary credit the War Finance Corjoration’s powers were 
extended to make emergency loans, and it loaned to agricul- 
tural and livestock interests at the rate of over a million dol- 
lars a day for over a year. 

To stop the importation of farm and dairy products and pro- 
tect the home market of the American producer the farmers’ 
emergency tariff was enacted. Relief due to this legislation 
was immediate. 


UNPRECEDENTED LIST OF FARM LAWS 


In the three years since March, 1921, the Republicans in 
Congress have enacted more fundamental, constructive legisla- 
tion in behalf of the farming interests of the United States 
than was enacted during the entire half century preceding 1921. 
The outstanding farming legislation which has been enacted by 
Republicans in Congress since they were called in special ses- 
sion in April, 1921, by the late President Harding is as follows: 

Farmers’ emergency tariff. 

Revision of act creating War Finance Corporation enabling it 
to make loans for agricultural and livestock purposes and pro- 
vide it with a billion-dollar revolving fund for that purpose. 
The life of the War Finance Corporation as thus revised has 
been extended three times since the revision. 

Revision of the Federal Reserve Board act providing for rep- 
resentation on the board of agricultural interests. 

Revision of Federal farm loan bank act, which not only 
amended the law regarding the sale of Federal farm loan 
bank bonds so as to facilitate their marketing, but also in- 
creased the available funds of the Federal farm Joan bank by 
$25,000,000. 

Agricultural credit act, sometimes known as the intermediate 
credit act. 

Revised United States warehousing act. The revision of this 
act should be bracketed with the agricultural credit act, as the 
two are complementary. 

Cooperative marketing act, authorizing and legalizing the for- 
mation of cooperative marketing associations to sell farm prod- 
ucts and to buy farm supplies. 

Butter standard act. 

Filled milk act. 

Creation of dairy bureau in the Department of Agriculture. 

*ackers and stockyards act. 

Grain futures act. The first act was declared unconstitu- 
tional, and the Sixty-seventh Congress enacted a second law 
eliminating the unconstitutional features of the first one. 

Revised Federal highway act. 

Two seed loan acts to relieve emergencies in the drought- 
stricken districts of the Northwest and Southwest. 

A series of acts giving leeway on payments due from those 
agricultural producers on irrigated or reclamation projects, 
those who had purchased Indian lands, and those who were 
using Government lands for grazing purposes. These relief 
acts were necessary because of crop failures and the agricul- 
tural crisis which had brought the producers face to face with 
bankruptcy and with a loss of all of their land were their con- 
tracts with the Government enforced. 
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Appropriation of $10,000,000 for purchase of food products to | not doing its duty by American agriculture and that if elected 


be sent to Russia. 


Fordney-McCumber Tariff Act which continued all of the | 


protective schedules that were enacted in the farmers’ emer- 
geney tariff. 

In addition to this legislation there has been other exten- 
sion of aid to the farming and livestock interests. Early in 
ihe Harding administration, before the War Finance Corpora 
tion bad time to function, there was formed, under the direc- 
tion of Secretary Mellon, a voluntary pool of $50,000,000 for 
the purpose of relieving the acute situation in the livestock 
industry. Between $19,000,000 and $20,000,000 of this pool 
was loaned and the livestock industry tided over until more 
permanent relief could be obtained, 

PRESIDENT COOLIDGR LEADS IN RELIEF 

On Junuary 23 of this year, when the situation in the wheat- 
growing States in the Northwest became se critical as to in- 
volye the banks and threaten the entire financial and commer- 
cial structure of that section of our country, President Coolidge 


they would see to it that remedial legislation and remedia 
measures were taken to bring the farmer out of his difficulty 
In this campaign of deception they were aided by the Demo 


| cratie Party. 


sent a special message to Congress urging the enactment of | 


certain legislation. At the same time he called a conference 
of the leaders in agricultural, financial, and business circles 


of the Northwest and took counsel as to what steps were | 


necessary and advisable to meet the crisis. As a result of 
this conference a voluntary organization, Known as the Agri- 
cultural Credit Corporation, was formed under the direction 
or Seeretary Mellon, financed by the banking and commercial 
interests of the country, with a paid-up capital of $10,000,000 
and with the power to borrow from the War Finance Corpora- 
tion in an amount equal to ten times its paid-up capital. Under 
(his arrangement this corporation has «a possible fund of 
S Petco Odd, 

Within 60 days trom the time this corporation began to fune- 
tion over ZOO banks had been so strengthened that they were 
saved from closing their doors and several of the larger banks 
in the Northwestern States which had closed their doors were 
etuabled to reopen without loss to their depositers. Arrange- 
tients lad also been made to redeem delinquent taxes of hun- 
dreds of farmers so that they might retain their land and 
continue operations. Arrangements had been made for finane- 
ivy farmers in the Dakotas for the purchase of spring seed 
wheat and for the purchase of dairy cows in order that they 
mighe be started along the road to diversified agriculture. 

CEPUBLICANS EXTEND OVBE $1,000,000,000 IN ACTUAL AID TO FARMEKS 

fhe Republican administration found the agricultural and 
livestock interests of the country facing bankruptey as a result 
of Democratic policies. The first thing needed was financial 


aid to tide them over until economic processes became normal. | 
A review of the records shows that in the last three years the 


American farmer has received directly from governmental agen- 
cies financial assistance in a sum in excess of $1,314,782,S876. 
The War Finance Corporation contributed $300,000,000 of this 
amount. Federal farm loans, which practically did not fune- 
tion under Democratic administration, contributed $757,000,000. 
The intermediate credit banks, establish in August, 1925, had 
within four months’ operation contributed $35,000,000. Con- 
gress by direct appropriation contributed $3,500,000 for seed 
jouns in drought-stricken districts. The voluntary pool of 
financial interests, under the direction of Secretary Mellon, 


early in 1921 contributed $20,000,000 in cattle loans; reduction | 


of freight rates on strictly agricultural products and livestock 
contributed $200,000,000, This brings the sum well in excess 
of $1,314,000,000. In addition, the farmer obtained his share 
of the benefit of freight-rate reductions on building material, coal, 
and manufactured goods, which aggregated $500,000,000. The 
farmer and livestock grower on reclamation and irrigation 
projects had their payments to the Government and their 
rentals on Government land rebated or the time extended. So 
that, all told, the Republican administration, through govern- 
mental agencies, has extended directly in cash emergency aid 
to American agriculture in the last three years a sum conserva- 
tively estimated at $1,500,000,000, 
POLITICAL DEMAGOGUES ATTEMPT TO “FARM THE FARMER ” 

Whenever the farmer is in distress he becomes the object of 
demagogic solicitude by political agitators who seek to cash in 
upon his adversity, using his misfortunes as stepping stones to 
place themselves in power. The present crisis has been no 
exception to this rule. During the campaign of 1922 a number 
of such demagogues succeeded in insinuating themselves into 
the confidence of agricultural communities and having them- 
selves elected to Congress, some in one House and some in the 
other, upon the representation that the Republican Party was 


LXV——715 
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These two forces joined hands at the beginning of the Sixty 
eighth Congress to control the organization of both House 
In the Flouse of Representatives they succeeded in bringing 
about what they styled a “liberalization” of the rules fom 
the purpose of enabling them to force action upon such legis 
lation as they desired brought to the attention of the House 
They held up the organization of the Senate for weeks throug! 
a fight to control the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
Which handles railroad legislation. In this fight they were 
successful, in that the coalition of so-called Progressives and 
Democrats elected as chairman of that committee Senator 
SMmirnx, of South Carolina. The events in connection with the 
organization of the Hlouse and the Senate demonstrated beyond 
the shadow of a doubt that the combination of the Democrati 
and so-called Progressive forces could control, if they desired 
the action of both branches of Congress. The Republican 
majority on paper disappeared in point of fact. A number o| 
men who used the good name and the libel and the machinery 
of the Republican Party to get themselves elected to Congress 
deserted the party, repudiated their party pledges, and joined 
hands with the Democrats to control Congress, ostensibly in 
order to enact legislation helpful to the agricultural classes 
DEMOCRATIC-RADICAL COMBINATION FALL DOWN ON PROMISES TO FARMER 


The exposure of their hypecrisy is found in the record of 
the first session of the Sixty-eighth Congress, and is magnified 
by a comparison of the record of that session with the record 
made by the Sixty-seventh Congress, which was reliably Re 
publican in both branches. All of the farm legislation, both 
that of an emergency character and that of a fundamental! 
and constructive vature, which T have enumerated was enacted 
by the Sixty-seventh Congress, in control of the Republican 
Party. No farm legislation of any kind, with the single ex 
ception of the creation of a dairy bureau, was enacted during 
the first session of the Sixty-eighth Congress, which was con 
trolled by the combination of Democrats and deserters fram 
the Republican Party. 

No legislative proposal brought to the attention of the Sixty 
seventh Congress by the organizations of agricultural producers, 
livestock associations, dairy interests, and other organizations 
representing the rank and file of the farmer was rejected by 
that Congress. The Republicans passed every bit of legisla 
tion requested of them by the reputable farm organizations ot 
the country, and they did not enact any legislation which was 
objected to by those organizations. On the other hand. no 
agricultural legislation asked by agricultural organizations of 
the Sixty-eighth Congress, controlled by the combination of 
Democrats and so-called progressives, was enacted. This Con 
gress turned a deaf ear to the petitions of the farm organiza 
tions of the United Stutes. 

None of the gentlemen who campaigned their districts and 
their States asking for the support of the farmer vote upon 
the plea that they were the friend of the agricultural produce 
exhibited any activity after they were elected in behalf of the 
farmer. 

None of the bills which were introduced and came before the 
committees during the Sixty-eighth Congress bore the names ot! 
any of the agitators and demagogues who were elected upon the 
ground that they were going to rescue the farmer from the 
plight in which they alleged tlie Republican Party had plunged 
him. 

The radical-Democratic combination in the House did not in 
voke any of the “liberal” rules which they had succeeded in 
obtaining to call from any committee any bill having for its 
purpose the relief of any farmer or livestcck grower. 

Notwithstanding the Democratic-radical combination eon 
trolled the Interstate Commerce Committee in the Senate, there 
was not reported from that committee any legislation looking 
to a reduction of freight rates for the relief of agricultural! 
sections. 

Only when Congress was about to adjeurn did these false 
friends of the farmer begin to assert themselves by filling the 
newspaper columns with interviews demanding that Congress 
remain in session all summer in order that the farmer might 
be given needed legislative relief. But they were strangely 
silent as to why they had not done anything for the farmer 
during the six months Congress had been ip session, notwith 
Standing the fact that they were in control of both branches 
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which, while it did not stop the imports, at least did chi 


Laem, 


When the Republican Party came into power the tides 


immicration were flowing to this country in a volume nev 
ore witne l Hundreds of thousands were fleeing deva 

tated Kkurope and literally millions more were preparing to 

so. lLvery immigrant became an active competitor with Ameri 

|can citizens for industrial jobs. One of the first acts of the 

Republican Congress called in special session in April, 1921 

was the enactment of the restrictive immigration law. Ha 


| more luxuries than ever before, buying more commedities than 


( \ to « from any ¢ inittee any bill upon | 
ed t ea vot 
i he . | a ti ‘ re reli bly Repul + 
1 haat ive! agricultural and | 
l of the fundamental 
’ e | re vy ik have obtained since the 
1’ ‘ of | ing them facing 
' A iY I! WA BA s 
( : the farmer and 
( I ! V t the Republican 
] Wi | ry temporary 
! I t readjust: of « tions affect- 
! of our I O of the most 
( l Toxe e order of President 
1 ( whe 1 é a bushel, the 
t 26 cel per hundred unt and at the 
{ yi cent id valorem rate 
I il take { th Dp er Ve ted 
1’ by flexible ] io ‘ the Fordney- 
‘ Act 1 empows the President, on the 
‘ by the | ted States Tariff Com- 
‘ ! r © rate not to ¢ d 50 per cent, 
j | 1 t dditional needed 
1 and the power to decrease being used to prevent 
rhe Executive order in this case afforded 
to rthwester t rowers and millers 
m é ‘ wfition and afforded relief to stock growers | 
ilter of cattle feed, 
( ! been the transformation in the agricultural 
March, 1021, it has been no grenter than that in 
industrial world When the Republican Party came into 
power in M: 1921, the number of idle men and women who 
nor y Avere Wage enrners was between 4,000,000 and 5.000.- 
ot his wa i direct legacy of the Democratic administra- 
! The unetnployment situation began to be serious in the 
er of 1920, when the Democratic administration, under 
Wilson régime, was in full bloom. So many hundreds of | 
housan of wage earners were turned into the streets that 
Mr. Gompers. president of the American Federation of Labor, 
\ ecial meet of the executive committee of that 
tion in Washington in the fall of 19820 to consider the 
ndustrial crisis In December, 1920, the United States ln 
ployment Service of the Department of Labor, then under 
Democratic control, estimated there were 2,000,000 wage 
earners then in enforeed idleness. On January 6, 1921, the 
Piumb Plan League, composed of American Federation of 
Lubor unions and railroad brotherhoods, gave out a state 
ment to the effeet that 2,350,000 workers ordinarily employed 
were at that time unemployed. On April 25, 1921, a fittle 
over a month after the Republican administration came into 
power, but before any of its policies could be put into effect, 


Samuel Gompers, in an address at a labor convention in Phila- 
delphia, made the statement that the number of unemployed 
was 5.000.000, 


The Republican administration immediately set about 
through legislative and administrative measures to relieve the 
situation. It did not attempt this by temporary makeshifts, 
by class legislation, or by appeals to prejudice. It brought 
nbout prosperity for the industrial wage earner by giving at- 
tention to underlying causes which produced unemployment. 
Agricultural interests nermally consume about 40 per cent of 
the manufactured go dis of the United States. When the Re- 
publican Darty came into power the agricultural consumers 
were “out of the market” because agriculture was bankrupt. 


The relief 
enumerated 
and by 


afforded agriculture by the long list of measures 
put that great buying class of people on its feet, 
so doing reopened hundreds of factories and put hun- 
dreds of thousands of wage earners back on the pay rolls. 
REPUBLICAN LEGISLATION FOR AMERICAN 


WAGE BARNERS 


When the Republican Party came into power there was a 
Democratic tariff which permitted the flooding of this country 


by the cheaply made products of Europe. At that time all 
Kurope was on a debased-currency basis. Men were being paid 
in money werth but a fraction of its normal value. Supplies 
were being bought on the same basis. Becanse of this European 


manufactured goods were being laid down in the United States 
for a mere pittance compared with normal values. Further- 
more, Hurepe was in a mad race to turn out manufactured 


goods in effort to regain the markets she had lost during 
the war. Industrial preduction is the one thing fer which all 
Kurepe was equipped, because the war had turned that Con- 
tinent one \ workshop The Republican Congress 
ri ed this ion by the enactment of a protective tariff, 


| for the wage earner. 


| terment of working conditions, particularly those of women 


this law not been enacted and put into effect immediately, the 
unemployment situation, critical though it was, would have 
been aggravated by the addition of hundreds of thousands of 
European immigrants. At that time the housing situation ix 
our industrial centers was at its worst and rents were at a 
peak. The continued immigration would have intensified this 
situation It is safe to staie that no bit of legislation 

operated to stabilize the industrial situation and reassure the 


American wage earners as this restrictive immigration law. 
High interest ratesgliscouraged the borrowing of money upon 


the part of industrial interests for the purposes of extensior 
and improvements. Under the policy of the Treasury Depart 
ment these rates were reduced, and business of all kinds was 


thereby stimulated, building resumed, and industrial enterprises 
reopened 

Taxes, which 
were drastically 


in the last analysis are paid wage 
reduced by the revenue act of 1921. 


earne! 


WAGES HIGHEST IN HISTORY OF AMERICA 

The result of all this is common information. Within a year 
the army of unemployed had disappeared. ‘To-day in the United 
Stutes more wage earners are employed at a better averag: 
wage than ever before in the history of the country in times ot 
peace. Proof of this is furnished in a report of the Unite: 
States Bureau of Labor Statistics, issued in December, whic! 
stated that the average union wage in all trades in the United 
States was the highest ever known in the history of American 
industry. According to this report, compiled from the union 


senile of wages and hours of labor of all organized trades in 66 


| of the principal cities of the United States, wages in 1923 were 


9 per cent higher than in 1922, 84 per cent higher than in 1417, 
111 per cent higher than in 1913, 123 per cent higher than in 
1910, and 135 per cent higher than in 1907. 

Not only is American labor under Republican administration 
employed at better wages than ever before in the history of 
this country, but the standard of living is higher. Working con- 
ditions are better and hours are shorter. The prosperity of the 
wage-earning class is proved by the fact that they are buying 








































ever before, and at the same time are putting more money in 
the savings banks than ever before. 
LABOR ALWAYS PROSPERS UNDER REPUBLICAN RULE 

The improvement of the condition of labor under Republican 
administration since March, 1921, is only typical of what hap- 
pens under every Republican administration. The workingman 
of every country turns to the United States as the model Nation 
It is because of this fact that the tides 
of immigration from every quarter of the globe have flowed to- 
ward and into the United States. No matter how well off 
working people have been in their own country compared with 
their own countrymen, when they wished to improve their con- 
ditions they came to the United States. It is due to the policies 
of the Republican Party during the last 60 years that the stand- 
ard of living, the standard of working conditions, and the level 
of wages in this country bave been made the highest of any 
Nation in the world. Practically all Jaws which have been 
enacted during the past three-quarters of a century for the bhet- 


and children in industry, are of Republican origin. 

It was a Republican Congress which enacted the Federal 
employers’ liability act, the child labor law for the District of 
Columbia, the Government compensation act, the law requiring 
the use of safety appliances on railroads. It has been Repub- 
lican Congresses which have broadened the scope of the activ- 
ities of the Bureau of Labor from time to time in order that 
it might best serve the interests and promote the welfare of 
wage earners. The Bureau of Mines was created by a Re- 
publican Congress, and the ‘Children's Bureau and the Women's 
Burear. 


REPUBLICANS TAKE CANE OF ‘WOMEN AND CHILDREN 


Tt is interesting in this respect to note that the Women’s 
Bureau of the Department of Labor has proved so valuable in 
safeguarding the interests of women engaged in industry that 
the Democratic Party has been trying to steal credit for it. 
Senator Roninson, of Arkansas, in his speech notifying Gover- 
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nor Cox of the Democratic nomination in 1920, endeavored to 
claim credit for this law, because it was enacted during the 
incumbency of a Democrat in the White House. The record 
is clear and unimpeachable. The bill to create this Women's 
Bureau was introduced in the House by Representative Camp- 
bell, Republican, of Kansas. It was introduced in the Senate 
by Senator Kenyon, Republican, of Iowa. It was passed by 
the House and Senate, both of which were Republican. 

The duty of the Women’s Bureau is to promote the welfare 
and protect the health and life of wage-earning women every- 
where. Some of the details intrusted to this bureau are: Seats 
in industrial establishments where women work, so that they 
will not have to stand on their feet for hours at a stretch; rest 
rooms, drinking facilities with good water, proper ventilation 
and sanitation, separate toilets; guarding against dangerous 
machinery; proper fire protection and adequate escapes—in 
short, the supervision and regulation of all the environment 
surrounding women at work. 

President Harding, in his first message to the Republican 
Congress at the opening of the special session in April, 1921, 
urged the enactment of a law extending Federal aid to the 
several States in connection with maternity and child wel 
fare. This was in conformity with the pledges of the party 
in response to a nation-wide demand by women for such legis 
lation. The Republican House and Senate acted promptly. 
Both passed the bill by an overwhelming majority and appro- 


priated $1,240,000 to carry out the provisions of this great | 


humane piece of legislation, pronounced by women to be the 
most forward bit of legislation since the suffrage amendment 
Furthermore, that Republican Congress increased the appro- 
priation of the Children’s Bureau of the Labor Department 
$40,000 over the previous year and increased the appropria- 
tion of the Women’s Bureau $25,000 over the previous vear 
Altogether the Sixty-seventh Congress during the two first 
years of this administration appropriated $1,560,000) for 
women’s and children’s welfare work in connection with the 
Labor Department during the current fiscal yeur, a record 
that has not been equaled by any previous (‘ongress 


These are only typical of the attitude of the Republican | 


Party. 
COMPARATIVE KECORD OF STATES 

Minimum wage for women engaged in industries is provided 
in 11 Republican States and in only one Democratic State 

Mothers’ pensions are provided in all but eight States, of 
which seven are in the Democratic “* solid South.” 

Women are not permitted to work in mines in 19 Republi- 
can States. 

Thirty-seven Republican States have limited the number of 
hours per week women may work in factory to 10 or less, but 
only seven Democratic States have such limitation. Nine Repub- 
lican States limit the hours to 8, and 12 others to not over 9. 

Twelve Republican States prohibit women from working at 
night in certain industries, but no Democratic State has such 
a prohibition. 

The Republican Party has led the fight to make America safe 
for children. The child can not protect itself; therefore it 
must be protected. This is Christianity, “for of such is the 
Kingdom of Heaven.” It is civilization, for the home and 
fireside are the corner stones of civilization, and the child of 
to-day is the parent of to-morrow. It is democracy, for the 
children of to-day are the citizens of te-morrow, who will be 
largely determined in their attitude toward Government by the 
Government's attitude of to-day toward them. It is good 
political economy, because the child of to-day is the man power 
(f industry to-morrow. 

That is why no greater duty could be performed by our 
Government than the safeguarding of the health, lives, limbs, 
and morals of children. What is the record? 

REPUBLICANS CREATED CHILDREN’S BUREAU 

The first national conference on child welfare was called by 
President Roosevelt in 1909 and was known among child wel- 
fare workers as the White House Conference. The outcome of 
this conference was the recommendation of the establishment 
of a Federal agency connected with the Department of Labor 
which would devote its time exclusiveiy to the problems of 
child welfare and child life. Acting upon the recommendations 
of this conference, the Republican Congress under President 
Taft's administration established the Children’s Bureau in the 
Department of Labor. The Democrats of Congress opposed its 
creation. Later on, the Republicans in Congress saved the 
life of this bureau by making a fight for appropriations ade- 
quate to keep it alive. In the second session of the Sixty-fourth 
Congress (1915-16), under President Wilson, the Democratic- 


| of the Democratic States in the “solid South” wil 
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omitted appropriating money to the Children's Burean. Tt 1 
mained for Representative James Good, Republican, of Lowa 
to wage a fight on the floor of the House for such an appropria 
tion, which he proposed in the form of an amendment to the 
committee's report Every vote against the amendment was 
Democratic. The Republicans contributed all their voting 
strength iu support of the 
bureau 


imendment and thereby saved the 


REPURLICANS LED IN fILD-LARO t 

The Republiear Party was the pioneer in the rk for he 
enuctment of child-labor legislation. The beginning in snel uv 
islation was made in the New England States, New Je 
Pennsylvania, and Ohio, even before the Civil War Agitation 
of Federal child-labor legislation began as eurly as TSS80, b 
cause it became evident at that time that the great diversiti 
in child labor laws of the States and the lnck of am li 


legislation in many States penalized the industrie 
States which were humane enough to attempt the protection of 
children by limiting or prohibiting their being employed to t 
own injury and exploitation and to injury of adult labore 

The first fight in Congress to enact Federal child labor lav 
Was inaugurated in December of 1906 


Senator Albert J. Beveridge, Republiean, of Indiana, and 
Representative Herbert Parsons, Republican f New York 
introduced bills in that Session of Congress to prevent the 
employment of ehildren in factories and mines": and Senator 
Lopar, Republican, Massachusetts, introduced a bill to pre 
hibit the employment of children in the manufacture or pro 
duction of articles intended for interstate commerce r 


efforts during this Congress to enact a Federal child labo } 


were bitterly opposed by the solid southern Demo } 


senting cotton fields, turpentine camps, textile mills, and oth 


industries of that section of the country which fatten on child 
labor The first Federal child labor law wus passed by reason 
of Republican support It was reported favorably out of the 


committee in the House by unanimous Republican backing 
with a minority report filed by Democrats It passed the House 
with 9S per cent of the Republicans voting for it Three days 
before the act went into effeet if was enjoined in the Federal 
courts in the State of North Carolina, and the United States 
Supreme Court in a 5-to-4 decision declared if unconstitutional 
Following this decision a second Federal child labor law was 
passed as an amendment te a revenue bill, which provided for 
a tax of 10 per cent on the annual net protits of industries 
which employed children in violation of the age and other stand 
ards enumerated in the act There was no roll call upon this 
bill in the House. In the Senate the Democratic Party opposed 
its passage, and one-third of their number, all from the South 
voted against it, while every Republican in the Senate voted 
for it. This law, like the first law, was immediately attacked 
in the courts in the Southern States, and the United States 
Supreme Court again held that it was not within the power of 
Congress to enact such a law 
DEMOCRATIC STATES WII ‘OT PROTECT HILDRE 


It was argued both times by the Deméerats In Congress that 
there was no need for a Federal child labor law, beeause all 
necessary legislation regulating the employment of children 
could be, and would be, enacted by the several Stares The 


contradiction of this argument is found in the fact that none 


Vilose repre 


|; sentatives made this argument have enacted necessary ehild 


controlled House Committee on Appropriations deliberately ° 


labor legislation. 

The records show that only 13 States have child labor laws 
which measure up in every particular to the standards estab 
lished by the two Federal laws that were declared unconst 
tutional. These States are: Alabuma—the only “ solid Seuth’ 
State in the list—Connecticut, Llinois, Indiana, Kansas, Ken 
tucky, New York, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, Tennessee, West 
Virginia, and Wisconsin. In addition, the following five States 
have chill labor laws which measure up to the Federal stand 
ards except in regard to employment in mines or quarries 
Massachusetts, Minnesota, Montana, New Jersey, and Nort! 
Dakota; none of which States, with the exception of Montana 
have any mines or quarries to such an extent as to make the 
absence of this provision injurious to the childhood of the State 

Notwithstanding the protest of the Democrats from the 
“solid South” that States could be depended upon to enact 
any needful child labor legislation, the records show that sin 
the Federal child labor law has been declared unconstitutional 
only eight States have enacted legislation raising the standard 
of their child labor laws. ‘These States are: Delaware, Maine, 
Michigan, Missouri, North Dakota, Rhode Island, Seuth Da 
kota, and Wyoming. 
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‘ ed 0 produced by « bor at pitiful cost 
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‘ in ihe lees His situatrol ra il necessary bor 
( I lt (xmstitutle so tha it miglt have the 
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( ' ctitioned 1 ltep i legislatures 
California, Nevada, North Dakota, Washington 
\\ i lou of bational orga ilions repre 
! ed labor, churches, women, teachers, social and 
I d the Republican National Committee, to pro 
i amendment to the Constitution. In conformity 
1 iest a joint ‘ 1 \ i luced by Repre- 
! e | , Republican, of Ohio, in the House, and Senator 
bre IbLican, ¢ Coulitornia, 1 Lhe Senal The reso 
O} r amendment passed | lLlouses, and the 
ie twentieth to the Constitution—giving Congress 
yo ‘ » regulate or to prohibit child ibor is now before the 
SI ( of the Union for their ratification. 
GREATEST WELFARE MEASURE OF CENTURY 
What the women of the country characterize as “ the greatest 
elfare measure of the past decade” is the maternity and in- 
rie act which the Sixty-seventh Congress, Republican, enacted 
j N ember. 1921 Compelling reasons for this were disclosed 
bv the investigations of the Children’s Bureau, established 
wick President Taft’s administration These investigations 


owed an unnecessarily, and therefore 
death rate 


were dvine 


disgracefully, hich 
mothers and infants. Approximately 250,000 
annually during the first vear of their life 
were dying in childbirth. The United States 


amone 


nnd BOW women 


had the highest maternal death rate of any civilized nation in 
the world, and its infant death rate was higher than that of 
e foreign nations. In passing the maternity and infancy act 


the Republican administration merely recognized the importance 


of ifecuarding the lives of mothers and children and of render- 
ing cooperation with the States in promoting the health and 
hygiene of maternity and infancy. Forty States have accepted 
t provisions of this act As a result of this act 33 of the 
s es have increased their appropriations over the amount 

hich they formerly expended for this purpose. 

Turning for a moment to State legislation, we find that 27 
Republican States have laws prohibiting children under certain 


industries: only 18 Democratic 
Twenty-four Republican States 


in certain industries over eight hours a 


working in 


Sry s have 


certain 
such prohibition 
prohibit ich working 


day; only 6 Democratic States have such prohibition. Thirty 
Republican States prohibit night work in industries by chil- 
dren; only 10 Democratic States make such prohibition. 
REPUBLICAN PARTY SPONSOR OF EDUCATION 
The child and the school are intimately associated. The 
child’s future is largely determined by his schooling. A State's 


teracy is an index to its school system. Twenty-seven Re- 


publican States have compulsory school attendance during the 

e school year; only seven Democratic States have such a law. 

wer one Republican States provide fer evening and continu- 
tion schools; ene Democratic State makes such a provision. 

Amone all the States the least illiteracy is in the solid Repnb- 

wn State of lowa. Among all the States the greatest illit- 

eracy is in the solid Democratic State of Louisiana. Only six 

lremocratic States have less than 12 per cent illiteracy. Only 


Republican States have illiteracy as high as 12 per cent. 


Sixty-four per cent of the Republican States have less than 5 
nt illiteracy Sixty-four per cent of the Democratic 
States have more than 12 per cent illiteracy. 
fhe striking centrast between the records of northern Re- 
publican and Democratic “ solid Sen States relative to legis- 


lation protecting women and chikiren in industry can be dupli- 
i The 


States are a veneratiol thead of the 


ented in practically every 


Republican 


kind of industrial legislation. 


ho Cri 
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| respectable showing were it not for the “ solid South.” 
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Southern States in legislation affecting the health and safety 


of employees—such as the prohibition of sweatshops, the neces 
sity of having fire escapes on factories, the prohibition of i 
sanitary rest rooms, minimum wage laws, workmen’s compensa 
tion lay mothers’ pension laws, and so on through the long 





list of industrial legislation which has for its object the in 
provement of the worl conditions and the protection of the 
life, limb, health, and morals, 


DE MOCRATI 


SOUTH REGARDS LABOR AS MENIAL 


logical and inevitable result of the two differen 


viewpoints of the North and the South toward manual labe 
Dating from the days of human slavery, when all labor in the 
South \ regarded as menial and degrading, the Souther 

es have been reluctant to recognize the human rights of thx 
working classes. This reluctance is accentuated because of thi 


additional fact that the bulk of labor 
whom the Democratie “ solid South” 
titled to any rights. On 


days of the 


is done by the negro, 
does not regard as en 
the other hand, the North, from th 
agitation against slavery, has been the citadel an 
free labor; labor that was given not only its right 
but was accorded honor. 

The northern industrial States have been developed by fre+ 
For that reason the northern Republican States lead 
in the matter of all legislation looking to the upliftment « 
conditions, the improvement of mdustrial standards 
and the pretection of those who earn their living in the sweat 
of their brow. 

The Democratic Party offers no hope to the wage earner: 
of Avnerica. Its traditional policy, that of free trade, has bee! 
proved over and over to be the worst economic enemy Ameri- 
Can wage earners have. In the “solid South,” where the 
Democrats literally hold every oflice, where they constitute 
100 per cent of the legislatures which write the laws, 100 pe 
cent of the judiciary which interprets the laws, and 100 per 
cent of the executives who administer the laws, wages are 
low, hours of labor are long, vicious contract-labor systems 
amounting to peonage and human slavery exist, little children 
are exploited, women are worked like beasts of burden, con- 
ditions surrounding labor are deplorable, the school system 
is choked and stunted in order to extract from children every 
possible hour for work, and Federal laws prohibiting these 
conditions are challenged in the courts. 


he hope of 


} . 
impor. 


working 


NO NOPE FOR LABOR IN SOUTH-RIDDEN DEMOCRACY 

A stream can not rise higher than its source. What sort of 
Federal legislation could be expected in behalf of labor from 
a party which owes not only its strength but its majority to 
that section of the country? If the Democratic Party really 
believes in better working conditions for wage earners, if it 
really believes in better living and educational facilities for chil- 
dren, if it really believes in improvement in the fndustrial and 
social world, why have not the solid Democratic States written 
these reforms into their statute books and put them into effect 
in their own Commonwealths? The plain truth is that the 
“solid South” is against these reforms in the industrial 
world. Their laws prove it. The conditions within their 
States prove it. The attitude of their representatives in Con- 
gress who fought the Children’s Bureau, the child labor law, 
the Women’s Bureau, and other labor legislation proves it. 

Yet the “solid South” is the heart, the bone, and sinew of 
National Democracy. The Democratic Party could not make a 
Out of 
the 266 electoral votes necessary to elect a Democratic Presi- 
dent 157 come from the “solid South.” It starts with 157 
electoral votes sure in every election. It has that much han- 
dicap over the Republican Party. It has this handicap because, 
primarily, it disfranchises the bulk of its laboring people, be- 
cause it insists upon the perpetuation of the rule of the aristo- 
crat who looks wpon labor as degrading. Whenever the Demo- 
eratie Party controls Congress the Democrats from the “solid 
South” control every committee and furnish a majority of the 
Democratic votes in both branches. So that no matter what 
pleasant promises are made in the Democratic national plat- 
ferm to catch the labor vote, it must be kept in mind that these 
promises can never be redeemed by a Democratic Congress, 
because the votes te redeem them must come from States which 
are inherently, traditionally, and constitutionally opposed to 
recognizing the fundamental rights of the working man. 

PRESIDENT COOLIDGE POSSESSES UNEQUALED LABOR RECORD 

On the contrary, the Republican Party is presenting to the 
wage earners of the United States as a 
Presidency a man whose record in behalf of the wage earner 
equals, if not indeed surpasses, the record of any man who has 
ever offered himself for the consideration of the American 
electorate. 


candidate for the 
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3 , ; seiubaaniibaiien ipanaiddiiiiliadnes< iaciiatil 
President Coolidge accepted his nomination for the Vice| Bill increasing the maximum payment under workmen's 

Presidency from the Governorship of Massachusetts. Massa- | pensation 'aw from $14 to S16 
: chusetts was the first industrial State in the United States to 


} COOLIDGE'S MATCHLESS Ri ) rritne gE FOR LABOR 
; enuct legislation which prevents the employment of women and The Illinois Labor News, a newspaper p ed in the interests 
children for more than 48 hours in any one week; Governor ee ie! ne ak | Rae ied ' tivt 
- ons : of organized Ol Chicago, thus epitomizes the activities 
Coolidge was more responsible for this than any other man. | 6¢ president Coolidge in behalf of labor 1 labor interests: 
After the act was passed by the legislature the associated indus- | ; re a ‘1 ; ; Se . 
> . . . . : . ring his e! 3 im r of tb Diffs State vern- 
tries of the State, which had fought the bill at every step, sent | - 





a committee of some 25 or 30 to the Governor and endeavored | ~ . * © RP he a ees 


to have the bill vetoed or sent back to the legislature to have | - ores ; } 
the work week lengthened. This he declined to do. Later, | a aie “ 
referring to his act in signing the bill, he stated that he would | Di; , “"y oe a 
rather be known as the governor who signed the 48-hour bill 7 5 , 
for women and children than to be known as the governor | : . - ' — 
during the police strike, ee 
For more than 50 years the textile workers fought for the } ne ae : ' ' ' 
passage of a weavers’ specification bill which would require — dv te es , A chi ae 
textile mill owners to furnish a price list for specified work : irS ; oo 
done by the weavers. Each year the bill would pass the house rene Peo : P et ee 
but would be defeated in the senate. Finally, through the | Se . s 
assistance labor received from Governor Coolidge, this legisla- | layg 


tion was adopted and signed by him. 
Significant also of his record for improving conditions of 
workingmen is a letter written to Governor Coolidge on July 
‘ 30, 1919, by John Golden, general president of the United Tex- 


tile Workers of America, in which he tendered the thanks of 


that organization for his influence upon the textile manufac- | 
turers of New England “ which,” John Golden said. “ greatly | 








assisted the bringing about of the successful termination of our mt nee . se : S 
et request for a 15 per cent increase in wages.” n Sa aac ie w 
ny - : 
: BROTHERHOOD OF TRAINMEN PRAISE COOLIDGE | ’ ind eve me of these me 1d the nqualified support 
1e As another instance I quote the following resolutions unani- of labor. 
té mously adopted by the convention of the Brotherhood of Rail- | I also wish to quote from a letter written by the national 
rl way Trainmen: | legislative department of the Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
PY Whereas the Hon. Calvin Coolidge, Governor of Massachusetts, has | men December 18, last, to the chairman of the Lilinois State 
re by his acts as a representative of the people of the great Comm yn- | legislative board of the same brotherhood: 
us wealth of Massachusetts denronstrated on all occasions his fairness and COOLIDGE CLEAN AS HOUND’S TOOTH 
n given his support to all legislation favorable to the laboring people of In requesting vour views concerning Mr. Coolidge, itt ita nly 
~ the State: Therefore be it proper that I state to vou the resuits of investigations I have made 
m Resolved by the second triennial convention of the Brotherhood of iu reward to his labor record while acting as State senator and 
ry Railway Trainmen, That the thanks of the brotherhood be extended Governor of the State of Massachusetts In making this Investigation 
s Governor Coolidge for his stand in behalf of the railroad men in mat- | I consulted a former representative of our brotherhood, whose judg 
ters of legisiation while in the house of representatives, the senate, ment is splendid, and who is as free from bias as it is humanly 
and as chief executive of the State; and be it further possible to be, and quote herewith from him as follows: 
of Resolved, That the president and the general secretary and treasurer “During 1912-13 Mr. Coolidge was a member of the Massachu 
ym be, and are hereby, instructed to communicate a copy of this resolution setts Senate and a member of the committee on railroads. There 
te to Governor Coolidge, with the best wishes for future success, was before the leislature thie session some legialation of concern 
lly : As a member of the Massachusetts State Legislature. Calvin to railway wage earners. President Lee sent me to assist, and 
it Coolidge identified himself as actively favoring a number of | under the legislative regulations I was required to register as 
il- measures for the benefit of workingmen. He supported the full | counselor for the brotherhood. When Mr. Coolidge was approached 
nd crew bill and voted to pass it over the veto of the governor. to state what his attitude would be in the senate on our legisla 
en ; He urged the adoption of a law which would require street rail- tion, he considered the matter for a day or two, and then gave 
act : ways to equip their cars with lifting jacks sufficiently heavy to his word that he would support our nreasures. I can assure you 
he : lift a ear from the tracks in case of accident. He urged the he kept his word, either on a ‘yea’ and ‘nay’ or a roll call. 
ial ; adoption of legislation which would require first-aid equipment | Later, when the activity of the railroad lobby was investigated, 
eir 5 in steam and electric cars and around railway and railroad | he was found as clean as a hound’s tooth 
n- yards, This legislation was finally adopted while he was gov- “There are two States in the United States which have a real 
iw, ernor, and his signature made the law effective. statute for protecting women and children in their limited hours 
7 He urged the passage of the absentee voting bill, a very bene- of service, which shall be given in specified periods of the 24-hour 
of ficial piece of legislation for labor, particularly the laboring day—one is Massachusetts and the other is California. Mr. 
Pa men who, because of necessity, are away from their homes on Coolidge is the first Governor of Massachusetts who approved such 
of election day. This bill met defeat several times, but was | a law when it came before him for action, irrespective of the pow 
»si- finally adopted during President Coolidge’s administration as | erful influence of the textile interest, although some of his prede- 
157 governor. | cessors had similar opportunity.” 
an- While Governor of Massachusetts, Coolidge also aided in hav: | ae iaiiah eniaiaaar wilitaen 
Ise, : ing adopted, and he as governor approved, among other humane | TRUTH ABOUT POLIC! b 
he legislation, the following, at the request of the workers: This same representative of the brotherhood, after having invest! 
‘to- Bill providing for two-platoon system for firemen in such | gated the police strike in Boston, which occurred when Mr, Coolidge 
no cities and towns as accepted the act. (This system, as a result | Wa8 governor of the State, makes the following statement in regard to 
Hid of this act, exists in every city and almost every town in Mas- | that matter 
the sachusetts at present.) (1) The law specifically provides that the duties in general 
hat Bill requiring posting of decrees of minimum wage commis | of the police commissioner of Bgston rests solely upon him; there- 
lnt- sion by employers affected. (This bill helps to safeguard the | fore the position is that of a sifizle-handed commissioner. 
ese interests of women and children in industry.) This bill was } “(2) The pol ce commissioner can not divide the responsibilities 
pss opposed by employers. of his office with any other officer of the Commonwealth, not even 
ich sill empowering insurance commissioner to require insur- the governor, and the latt r, under the law, ean not usurp any of 
to ance companies doing business under workmen’s compensation act these duties until such time as the emergency Indicates a crisis at 
to deposit with the State treasurer sufficient cash to meet out- | variance with the adequate protection of the public, as the results 
standing obligations, thus protecting the interests of the disabled | of the de truction of disciptine, iny nh ing disorganization. 
: and their dependents. “(3) The crisis had developed prior to any action on the part 
a Bill providing all laborers, workmen, and mechanics in the of Governor Coolidge, as witness the acts of the lawless element 
or employ of the State with an aunual vacation of not less than at the time, and then the latter only sent in the State troops 
oo. two weeks. (Bill had been rejected several years. ) when it was evident that the local militia used by Mayor Peters 











t policemen remained on duty, f ed to cope with the 
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the sanctity of womanhood and the homes of 
‘ nm « ent peril 
i4 rhe i ew not ised in th State campaign which 
“ u ody exeept Mr Kk rd Long, the opponent 
‘ ! Coolidge resulting 1 t reelectio of the latter by 
Imir rit 
Phi © member of the brotherhood in summing up his estimate 
( ( ‘ } 1 
I here ‘ the iblic which re 
¢ I t tion of M1 
( ‘ ' t I i] jee trike it th legitimate and 
1 ( u 1 
Ort t! {r Coolidge tood 
. V \ I I I and other 
I i i} he 1 ‘ ‘ ‘ ly friendly to | 
p 1 h ipported the 1 oad men in their en 
ae ‘ at 4 iim W le he h not had opy inity to demonstrate 
} ttitud vill be in a national way, his record 
itor and governor, | ‘ his attitude in | 
fi | 
i} A'S FORT! ATE WORKINGMI 
| ‘ vere asked to detine vlhat distinguishes the United 
Stirte rom oll other nations and sets her above all other na- | 
Lic the answer would be the Superior COomaicion of our work- | 
people. The tides of immigration have brought millions of 
\ e enrners to our country, attracted by the higher standard 
oft } , and better wages than prevailed in their home country. | 
I) better living and higher wages which elevates American | 
worl people above the working people of any other and all 


other countries is largely due to the Republican policy of pro- 
fective tarifl 


America’s industrial development haus taken place during the | 
last GO yveurs With few exceptions of brief duration, the | 
United States during those 60 years has been under a_ pro- 
tective tariff It is doubly significant that the years of those 
exceptions were marked by industrial Gepression, hard times, 


aud loss of foreign trade. The inevitable aftermath of every 
workingmen walk- 
the establishment of soup houses, the activity of 


Democratic tariff has been closed factories, 
ing the streets, 
charitable organizations, the disappearance of 
banks, increased sickness and death rate among the working 
classes due to lack of proper nutrition and proper shelter, pros- 
trated commercial interests because there are no customers, 
agriculture because the idle workingman must 


eut down on his food and does 


il idl depre ssecd 


do SO 


Qn the other hand, there has never been a protective tariff 
that closed a factory or threw a workingman out of a job. 
There has never been a protective tariff that did not bring 
good times to all branches of industry and business, to all sec- 
tions of the United States, and to all classes of citizens rhere 
has never been a protective tariff that did net incrense the 
foreign trade of the United States. There has never been a 
protective tariff that did not build up, improve, and presper 
not only the workingman but all American people and the 


American Nation 


TARIFF NOT CLASS LEGISLATION 


It is charged Dy those opp sed to the Perrin iple of protective 
tariff tha t is class legislation. Nothing is further from the 
truth The benefits flowing from a protective tariff are enjoyed 
by eapital and labor, by agriculture and industry, by business 
and finance It stimulates industrial preduction and benefits 
every Wage earner by giving him steady and profitable employ- 
ment. It benefits every enterprise selling raw material or sup- 
plies to industrial concerns It benefits every commercial in- 
terest which sells goods consumed by wage earners. It benefits 
agriculture, which produces foodstuffs for the wage earner. 


The Fordney-McCumber tariff, enacted by the Republican 
going into effect September 21, 1922, 

is fulfilled all the promises made for it by its Republican 
supporters and failed to justify any of the direful predictions 
made by its Democratic opponents. One of the assertions made 
by the Democrats was that the Fordney-McCumber tariff would 
erect a “ Chinese wall” around the United States which would 
prevent other nations selling us goods and would also prevent 
The absurdity of this claim is 
clearly proved by the import and export figures issued by the 
United States Bureau of Foreign Commerce. 


Sixtyv-seventh Congress, 
} 
! 


our selling other nations goods, 


FORBIGN TRADE INCREASES UNDER TARIFF 
The accompanying tabulations and comparisons show that 
since the Fordney-McCumber tariff went into effect other na- 
tions have sold us more goods and we, in turn, have sold them 
more goods than under the Underwood tariff for comparable 


suvings from the | 
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periods. The tables compare imports and exports under the 
Fordney-MeCumber tariff with the imports and exports for the 
same months under the Underwood tariff for two periods, the 
first period covering the months from the enactment of the 
Underwood tariff to the outbreak of the European war, the 
second period covering the operations of the Underwood tariff 
for 12 months immediately preceding the Fordney-McCumber 
tariff. The comparison is made all the easier for the reason 
that the Underwood Act and the Fordney-MeCumber Act both 
went into effect at approximately the same time of the year— 
the Underwood Act hecame effective October 3, 1913, and the 
Fordney-McCumber Act became effective September 21, 1922 


Comparison of imports under Fordney-McCumber Act with imports 
under Underwood Act for years and months indicated 


UNDERWOOD ACT 
(October, 1913—June, 1914) 





1913: 
NO in ui in crits cctntenninintclp adimcitiila tae eines tibiae aida $132, 949, 302 
November methine stint areetneha adtbidabdewman ahaieiin ‘i 148, 236, 536 
Decembet shininreareipssnaiedischniind aban diiansteistietaateiiinainmmieiialh casitaieaain tata 184, 025, 571 


1914 











January nei cap ea rte Widder 154, 
February iccesitbinaaaainlsidiat intainiemehtines 148, 
RRO oi os ccsccrcsitirignci . si lac ad hpeeese 182, 
i esas saints ils Hactsiabiseraldagiclat hapilahctakce 178, 
May oie ; eee ochdicaantpitlnsinivasameciaas 164, 
DUN. «ac. acca wag tind nad ania camped tidal 157, 
Twtal...... Sickel eeiasdipameainslaesimeran abc ieiade ee 1, 446 
(October, 1921—September, 1922) 
1921: 
October sien es Ss sh cel at aati anil caged 188, 007, 629 
November atin tgnaenntetaa enti ee 210, 948, 026 
Decembet ace 1 tn a in i eae cil tle 237, 495, 505 
1922: 
January . 185, 396 
lebruary_—- : 2 ‘ 215, 3, 282 
March iain i ; 256, , 796 
April 3, 142 
Mi:iy , 254 
June sich sain sch clined minctasl ela id llc ne Ai eal ala 260, 460, 898 
REE a ccentiinich dncndceatebacebage sie lahcinin angi adalacas ale asad ad 251, 771, 881 
August = iecciccekasaccialecab BS sie = 281, 376, 4038 
CON eo. nittniccdthtbsieicimakvate enue havi shsons decal cntavek 298, 492, 408 
POPOL sesh as scissile elaine 2, 887, 500, 625 
FORDNEY ACT 
(October, 1922-September, 1923) 
1922; 
NG in sicicc Dei epithe apn ens taceaaaee aliesndpeaccielaale 276, 103, 979 
I i siinicsisliesinilelein tiictiins etiam tan tie Ma haa tea a ca 291, 804, 826 
December seat snmgrpeeaineesw bene mennbiniie is 293, 78S, 573 
1923: 
DOE ai Shinada Ei ate ee SU ee ie 329, 523, 664 
7 — wi i St ts hin ana tists a aaa asia $03, 412, 419 
March Di ilitnieindiion teal scien aniieetlalneiasians sotinaties 397, 928, 382 
April ssc lt tal tab appt plans ar dovasebinbes sedabcadisceaeee 864, 252, 544 
May ‘ cia eats ees iad acs aicndeabeiaiai het sd eiicaitliliicin ciple 872, 544,578 
June... ioenahsh anlaanening aokcanhargle alate nae 320, 233, 799 
Jul 4 ae Bg oa a es Re ‘i 287, 4533, T69 
August . Sen hbo Diath _ 275, 437. 99% 
September innhipelticeinslbli tiigiedeale tiie acne eames 253, 645, 380 
Total ae re Se em 


Notre: The total imports from October, 1922, to June, 1923, under 
the Fordney Act amounted to $2,949,592,764. For the corresponding 
months in 1913 and 1914 of the pre-war period of operation of the 
Underwood Act, our imports were $1,446,127,491. 





Comparison of exports under Fordney-McCumber Act with exports 
under Underwood Act for years and months indicated 
UNDERWOOD ACT 


(October, 1913—June, 1914) 
1913 















October —---------- ---- senna = ss $271, 861. 464 
Novenber - - ‘i si . 945, 539, 042 
December — si — o Pncunatiiinae’ 233, 195, 628 
1914: 
January aa ee : ee a I aa oe 204, 066, 603 
February Licoonu tis dcniccieipaicieiedeailteitlia esidecaeli ae 73, 920, 145 
eS E tise ein gia Tanetimitincibamaeitia a 499, 23 
oo) a deste siteahieieiieiliiiedaaiedl genie _ 2.570 
May - een id iaswaidiabdke , 019 
June healt cihelbcdnsbkelinln det Rinate sip leit hatati te inci entice , O44 
trivia tints sites tipinieaiceigeh teeta ae he Oe 
(October, 1921—September, 1922) 
1921: 
October -- . Sh eal = tie $43, 320, 813 
November stilt een steed aniiaaseiiae epniaivinink 294, 092, 219 
December se tina ep eternal ae ita 296, 108, 37é 
1922: 
Pe Sg ea ee cies lsat hace 278, 848, 469 
February ee Subs ciciateiihnladdi atin 250, 619, S41 
March __ 979, 817 
April - 169.578 
May 5GS, 828 
June 5, 116, 750 
July... , 157, 335 


August 
September 196, 557 


Owe 








ais wescinstppancetnnsn ch inprttciasennaiai i alienated 3, 099 
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FORDNEY ACT | The P Aldrich protective Y law w na lin ) 
ne (October, 1922-September, 1923) | The f il 3 the official r } wr export tut , . 
ie 8 oh ee ke ea eae oe $970. 718. 595 | Operation of that tariff 
November ....._~.- ee ee RRS 87H, 999, 622 2 
I 5. cnecansincak intacaticncenanssaiich tnitaiihbcaahtenailen dial 344, 327, 560 a eee / , ' : 
i ee es wee $35, 416, 506 | - 4 
a oe J ata ie 306, 957, 419 = <08 oa 3 
I a la aan eal alle tai 341. 376, 664 | ss aeemenioerens NTT = - #2, 460, 554, 149 
+ wn ao oo - 2 oe + + + 5 5 e+ 5 s+ a oe 175 | hese official figures conclusively prove t falsity of the 
inn. SE a ee ee ee, | ne) randa that a protective tariff means a los our foreign 
SE A ETE TEIN AE I IO ACA 02, 186, O27 ets They are an absolute refut mm of e trade d 
Aug st--_---~---------- a wae een enon te 965 sos | Importers’ prop nda that unless we permit ‘ ; 
: —s ee = = a en eee be i i to grab ont rkets we 1 n . la ad 
I i cnt sith cetuiahetin atacand nd. Oe 035, 190, 452 | I \ 3 
Note: Total amount of exports under the Fordney Act from Octo . Another free-trade “9 ent. w mav } ' 1} . 
19 t June, 1925, inclusive, was $3,040,604,964 The total am: t , , ‘ e 
of exports under the Underwood Act in the pre-war pertod from Octo- | © are ignorant OF the ts, 15 | : ‘ 
ber, 1918, to June, 1914, inclusive, was $1,797,439,349, ment of a pro ective tariff i es rela i é ! 
lor purposes of comparison on the basis of calendar ve rs, d oo a ; D — ene wen —— o . M , vet 
it may be stated that during the calendar year 1923, during all | °" e the United States 8 UK St great N : » enact 
- . * a0 hi » & rates foll \\ 
of which period the Fordney-McCumber tariff was in effect, we | 5UeF | oe anaes . = As , 
bought from the world goods in the value of $3,789,000,000, kt . © r left t ; ne - 
In the calendar year 1921, during all of which period the Un- | “™ banl 7 : 
derwood tariff was in effect—barring a few schedules embraced | PES WE = ; In 
in the farmers’ emergency tariff—we bought from the world | S0@e Bations nd, ( ri] 
goods in the vaiue of $2,509,000,000. In the calendar year 1913, | P&®” Pie cae a oe ined _ L point | , 
the last pre-war year, when international trade was normal, practically valueless. There were great industrial plants w i 
we bought from the world goods in the value of $1,792,000,000, | b&d been used during the war for making munitions and or 
So that, in point of fact, other nations are selling us twice as | 7#nce and airplanes and other military and naval supplies. As 
much under the Fordney-McCumber tariff as they did in the | '@Pidly as possible these plants were transformed into producing 
pre-war year of 1913 and 50 per cent more than they did ‘in | Commer ial commodities. It is stated that the great Krupp 
the calendar year of 1921 under the Underwood tariff. works of Germany are now producing over 100 different com 
: WE SELL MORE TO WORLD UNDER PROTECTION mere! ul arti I 3 to be sol in the markets of the world I 
every European country the workingman as paid in depre 


The same relative condition exists in our export trade. Dur- 
ing the calendar year 1923 we sold goods in the value of 
$4.165,000,000, It is not fair to compare the exports of that 
calendar year with any previous calendar year since the war, 
because during the interim between the armistice and 1923 
Europe was producing a minimum and was buying an abnor- 
mally large amount from the United States. Naturally, there- 
fore, our exports during 1919, 1920, and 1921 were abnormal, 
but in the calendar year 1913, when trade conditions throughout 


the world were normal, We exported goods only in the yalue of 


$2,484,000,000. 
The history of our foreign trade, both imports and exports, 


under the Fordney-McCumber protective tariff is a repetition of | 


what has happened to our foreign trade under every protective 
tariff. Instead of a protective tariff diminishing our foreign 
trade history shows the contrary to be true. Following the 
enactmen* of the McKinley law, and again of the Dingley law, 


reason of this is very simple. 
manufacturers to increase production and to become active in 
seeking markets for their increased output. This results in 
increased exports. On the other hand, our increased industrial 
activity calls for increased imports of goods to be used in manu- 
facture. The prosperity of the people which follows industrial 
activity.and prosperity makes them larger buyers of goods of 
all kinds and stimulates a demand for imported articles. 

On the other hand, free trade closes our factories, which 
lessens our exports, and also so impoverishes our people that 
they have no money wherewith to buy imported articles. 

The proof of these statements is found in the records of for- 
eign trade issued by the Department of Commerce. These rec- 
ords show that under every protective tariff there has been a 
gradual increase in our exports. 

PROTECTION ALWAYS INCREASES FXPORTS 

The McKinley protective tariff law was enacted in 1890. The 
following is the official record of our exports during the years 
the McKinley tariff law was in force: 


ian in niet tinal ee eiallinailanimanentignentitiiamentcibetiii $884, 480, 810 
i ed a tema eneliaiininast 1, O30, 278, 148 
ricci a eet in eats iin malian teeta appa namie 847, 665, 194 
BED ieccectcmomaansattdnenntetanemiineansssceadcmonse $92, 140, 572 


The Dingley protective tariff law was enacted in 1897. The 
following is the official record of our exports during the 11 
years that tariff was in operation: 


TIT cncshicsiatitteth nant ensithltncanansiiaaneenetiin iutiicnpaialiainteideantenrimaidaitiap nial $1, 231, 482, 330 
ath cinalitthn cscncabatn catenins insta in eet tas ian tea 1, 227, 023, 302 
Saki ctiseseisit cdi hescncen cetieheth tats ttnietnn ahd diinialabinnttil ih datatecaihctalareahiatidiialal 1, 394, 483, 082 
TET chinsinsnailuntpiiteloaperiedannaneii tiie cngiainin npmicdinmnirwinaennlintitdl 1, 487, 765, 991 
cS ei es 1, 381, 719, 401 
1908_...- hd ic acidic cetacean iprateseiembasetliasis asiinnsnada i Seana ere 
iach inahimenet cent Snel antilcinctieileilninmniaeaninciitiatas 1, 460, 827, 271 
tl a enintsints i a ‘ a 1, 518, 561, 666 
sil ici atel : ; sibel _--. 1,743, 864, 500 
De  nienirieniit ; oe aa . 1, 880, 851, O78 
CR nssinsintalectse ttdeiuidbiaiaammenaiiane 1, 860, 773, 346 





_ , : . | Act, which clearly disproved the charge that th: 
there w.s an increase in both our exports and imports. The | ; - 


Protection encourages American | 


ciated currency. The costs of production of manufactured goods 
were thus lowered to a point that was only a fraction of co 

of production before the war, when currency was worth par 
This enabled the countries with the cheapest currency—and, 
therefore, the cheapest wage and the cheapest cost of produc- 
tion—to raid the markets of countries whose curreney was not 
so debased. The result of this was that every nation had t 
erect tariff walls in self-defense. 


EVEN ENGLAND ES TO PROTECTION 


One of the first to do this was the United Kingdom, whieh 
very aptly styled its tariff law of a flat 334 per cent duty a 
national defense act. Other nations rapidly followed suit. 
The following is a brief chronology of tariff legislation the world 
around since the armistice, all of the nations Listed having en- 
acted tariffs prior to the enactment of the Fordney-MeCumber 
ict would 
invite retaliation: 

The United Kingdom (England, Scotland, Wales, and Ireland), Oc- 
tober 1, 1921. 

Australia, March 25, 1920: June 15, 1921 

British Dominion of New Zealand, November 8, 1921 

Dominion of Canada, June 4, 1921: 
1921; still higher tariff law now pendi 
ment 

British Dominion, Union of South Africa, May 6, 1922 

British India, March 1, 1922. 

Newfoundland, May 26, 1921 

British West Indies, including all the island, British Guiana and 
British Honduras, September 1, 1921. 

The BRarbadoes (British), July 1, 1921 

British Togoland (Africa), Jaly 20, 1921. 

Fiji Islands (British), November 11, 1921. 

British Honduras, March 31, 1922. 

Switzerland, May 24, 1921. 

France, July 14, 1919; 

Italy, July 1, 1921. 

Czechoslovakia, March 19, 1920; August 6, 1921, 

Yugoslavia, July 10, 1921 

Poland, August 11, 1921 

Ecuador, September 25, 1921. 

Argentina, July 6, 1920. 

Chile, February 23, 1921. 

Peru, December 29, 1921. 

Belgium, June 10, 1920; March 31, 
February 6, 1922 

Finland, January 1, 1922. 

Mexico, January 1, 1922. 

Sweden, June, 1921; March 27, 1922 

Denmark, November 26, 1921 





November 7, 1919; March 20, 1921, 


1921; November 7, 1921; 


Hungary, November 23, 1°21. 
Spain, February 16, | 
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Ri i July, 1921. 
Bulgaria, April 1, 1922 
A I J 16, 1921 
Jup March 0, 1922 
BEING OUT OF JOB HIGHEST COST OF LIVING 
The companion piece of free-trade fiction to the argument 


that protective tariff destroys our foreign markets is the argu- 
ment that protective tariff increases the cost of living. This is 
which can not be substantiated. The cost of living is 
determined neither by the income solely nor the outgo solely, 
but by the amount of money left in the pay envelope after all 
the expenses of the household have been met. Under a pro- 
tective tariff this amount has always been greater than the 
amount under free trade. There can not possibly be any higher 
cost of living than that of being out of a job. It 
to the workingman how cheaply he may buy commodities if he 
has no money wherewith to buy. President Harding in his first 
mes to Congress assembled in special session April, 1921, 
touched upon this point, saying: 


a charge 


se 


One who values American prosperity and maintained standards of 
wa ind living can have no sympathy with the proposal that easy 
entry and the flood of imports will cheapen our cost of living. It 1s 
mot e likely to destroy our capacity to buy. 


The proof that protective tariff does not increase the cost of 


living is furnished in the record of savings banks during the 
periods, respectively, of free trade and protective tariff. De- 
posits in savings banks increase under a protective tariff. They 


decrease under free trade. This clearly shows that under a 
protective tariff the workingman is able to live and to lay by 
something, while under free trade he must draw upon his say- 
ings in order to keep starvation from the door. 
WHOLESALE PRICES DECLINE UNDER PROTECTIVE TARIFF 

The Fordney-McCumber tariff furnished apt illustrations of 
the falsity of the argument that such a tariff increases the cost 
of living. The tariff became effective in September, 1922. The 
United States Department of Labor periodically issues a report 
on the average wholesale price of over 400 standard commodi- 
ties, including the general classifications of farm products, foods 
of all kinds; 
children’s, men’s, and women’s—ineluding boots and shoes; all 
kinds of cotton textile, hosiery, sheeting, thread, yarn; all kinds 
of woolen goods and silk; coal, coke, gasoline, petroleum ; build- 
ing materials of all kinds, including lumber, brick, cement, 
gravel, tiling, roofing, glass, paints, copper, and so forth; chemi- 
eals and drugs; all kinds of household furnishing goods; and a 
list of miscellaneous articles, such as cattle feed, leather goods, 
rope, rubber, Soup, starch, tobacco, and so forth. 


The report of the United States Department of Labor 
showed that the average price of these 400 standard com- 
modities was lower in September, 1923, a year after the 


Fordney-McCumber tariff had been in operation, than it was 
in September, 1922, when the law became effective. Each 
successive report the United States Bureau of Labor 
Statistics shows decrease in the average wholesale prices of 


these 400 commodities. 
In other words, wholesale prices of manufactured goods 
have steadily decreased since the Fordney-McCumber tariff 


became a law. This conclusively proves the tariff is not re- 
sponsible for any increase in prices which may have taken 
place since it became a law. ‘The only force there is to the 
Democratic argument that a tariff increases prices is the 
implied charge that American manufacturers protected by a 
tariff take advantage of it to boost prices and rob the con- 
sumer But the American manufacturer sells to the whole- 
saler and the jobber, and if the manufacturer boosts prices 


the first place this would be in evidence would be in the whole- 
sale price. The fact that wholesale prices have decreased since 
the Fordney-McCumber tariff clearly exonerates the Ameri- 
ean manufacturer from taking unfair advantage of the tariff 
to boost his prices and clearly disproves the charge that any 
increase in price to the consumer is attributable to the tariff. 
INCREASE IN LIVING COST ON ARTICLES ADMITTRD FREB 
disproved in another manner. Two of the most 
important items of expenditure in the ordinary household are 
fuel and rent. These two items have increased more in the 
last year than all other household expenses, yet all fuel and 
fuel substitutes’ are on the free list, therefore the tariff can 
not be charged with any increase in the price of fuel. The 


This is 


following building material is on the free list: Building brick, 
cement, stone, shingles, timber of all kinds used for building 
purposes, 


Therefore, rents, in so far as they are attributable 


little matters | 


metals nnd metal products; clothing of all kinds— | 
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to those cost of building material, can not be said to have 
increased because of the tariff. Another large item of house- 
hold expenditure is that of furniture, but the fact that all 
timber and lumber of all kinds which is used in the manu- 
ture of furniture is on the free list eliminates the charge that 
the high cost of furniture can be attributed in any way to 
the tariff. soots and shoes and all other articles made from 
leather are on the free list. Therefore, any increase in the 


cost of these articles can not be charged to the tariff. Any 
increase in the cost of clothing can not be charged to the 
tariff. Wool is protected, yet the cost of woolen textiles to 


the jobber and wholesaler has not increased since the Fordney- 
McCumber tariff became effective. On February 1 the textile- 
trade publications made the following official announcement: 

The opening of initial lines of goods by the American Woolen Co.—the 
largest clothing textile manufacturers in the United States—at prices 
substantially on a par with prices a year ago has been a matter of sur- 
prise to most of the trade. 


On February 7, this year, the textile-trade publications con- 


» tained the statement that the American Woolen Co. at its initial 





| to bring about a buyers’ strike. 


openings quoted standard serges at $2.674, the same as a year 
ago, and compared with $2.874 for the price of similar lines 
opened in the fall of 1923. This price is quoted in the face of 
an advance of 124 per cent in wages. 

HARD FOR DEMOCRATS TO EXPLAIN THIS FACT 

On the other hand, the price of cotton goods is from 25 to 30 
per cent higher now than a year ago, but cotton is on the free 
list. It is going to be very embarrassing for our Democratic 
and free-trade orators in the coming campaign to reconcile their 
arguments with the fact that manufacturers’ prices of woolen 
goods made from material highly protected have not increased, 
while cotton goods, made from material on the free list, have 
increased 30 per cent. 

It is being alleged by Democratic newspapers and speakers 
that the Fordney-McCumber tariff bill has so boosted prices as 
This assertion has repeatedly 
appeared in Democratic National Committee literature, in litera- 
ture put out by the so-called Fair Tariff League, and has been 
repeated on the floor of both the House and the Senate within 
the last few months. 

The commercial agencies of Dun and Bradstreet, the Federal 
reserve bank, and the newspaper colugins are all authority for 
the statement that the year 1923 was the greatest year ever 
known in the history of American retail business. The mail- 
order houses showed the greatest sales in their history, and on 
the whole their sales were 28 per cent greater than in 1922. 

The department stores of Boston, New York, Chicago, Kansas 
City, St. Louis, Pittsburgh, Philadelphia, all reported the largest 
business in their history, showing the year 1923 to have been 
from 12 per cent to 22 per cent greater than 1922. 

The 5 and 10 cent stores show their sales for 1923 to have 
been 18 per cent greater than in 1922. 

Chain stores show their business in 1923 to have been on the 
average 27 per cent greater than in 1922. A report of business 
done by chain stores for the first three months this year shows 
they have increased their business over the corresponding 
months last year by about 10 per cent. 

The National Cloak & Suit Co., which does the largest busi- 
ness of its kind of any group of concerns in the United States, 
shows its business for 1923 to have been 23 per cent greater 
than 1922. 

Without exception the several Federal reserve bank districts 
report retail business for 1923 in their respective territory to 
have been greater than 1922. 

“ BUNK ” ABOUT THE FARMERS’ FOREIGN MARKET 

The greatest piece of political “bunk” of modern times is 
the Democratic free-traders’ reiteration that the prosperity of 
the American farmer is dependent upon his “ foreign markets,” 
coupled with the assertion that a protective tariff “isolates” 
the United States and causes the American farmer to lose his 
foreign markets, In point of fact neither the prices of Ameri- 
ean farm products nor the prosperity of American agriculture 
is dependent upon farm exports. This is not a statement of 
an opinion, but a statement of fact based upon official records. 

The most exhaustive and accurate survey which has ever 
been made of agricultural interests of this country is that com- 
pleted by the joint commission of agricultural inquiry, a com- 
mission composed of 10 Members of the United States Congress 
representing both political parties and States with large agri- 
cultural affairs. The work of this commission was absolutely 
nonpartisan. Its whole purpose was to collect, digest, compile, 
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and present in an understandable form all data relative to the of dairy products for 1921 were eleven times that of any year 


agricultural industry and its relation to other industry. 

The first section of the report of this commission is devoted 
largely to the discussion of the relation between farm prices, 
domestic consumption, exports, and imports. The research of 
the commission extended back to 1890, and tables are presented 
covering 30 years from that year which substantiate every 
conclusion reached by the commission. 

FARM PRICES NOT DEPENDENT ON EXPORTS 

The commission’s report emphasizes over and over, 
tables bear out its conclusion, that the prices of farm products 
bear a very intimate relation to the domestic consumption of 
those products, and on the other hand are affected scarcely at 
all by exports. For example, wheat. The report states: 

The price of wheat has not borne a very consistent relation to ex 
ports. The greatest rise in the price of wheat did not take place 
until 1917, during which year exports of wheat were relatively low. 


In connection with the table showing production of wheat 
together with export of wheat, per capita domestic consump- 
tion, and prices covering the period of 30 years, the report says: 

It is notable that per capita consumption ef wheat has shown a 
marked tendency to decrease in periods of industrial depression, such 
as existed in the period of 1893 to 1896, and during the latter part 
of 1920. * * * The table seems to indicate that domestic con 
sumption is probably the largest factor in determining the price. 

In general the price of wheat has decreased in years of low domes 
tic consumption and increased in periods of high consumption. * * * 

Perhaps the most notable fact shown by this table is the tremen- 
dous drop in the price of wheat during 1920, notwithstanding an in- 
crease in exports. It seems that this drop can be attributed almost 
wholly to the falling off of domestic consumption which in 1920 was 
only 4.6 bushels per capita, and the beginning and continuance of 
industria? depression. 


Upon the subject of meat products the report states in con- 
nection with voluminous tables to prove its conclusion: 


The consumption of beef bears a very close relation to urban em- 
ployment or unemployment and declines rapidly in periods of indus 
trial depression, 

HOME MARKET IS FARMERS’ NEED 

The conclusions set forth in this report are the same which 

have been reached by all students of economics. No less an 


| 


authority upon prices and international trade than Secretary | 


Hoover, of the Department of Commerce, emphusizes the fact 
that the hope of the American farmer for prosperity and profit- 
able prices rests in his home market rather than in foreign 
murkets. Secretary Hoover voiced this sentiment most em- 
phatically in a statement before the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission relative to the policy of rehabilitation of the transporta- 
tion system. Secretary Hoover in this connection said that a 
general program of construction needed by the transportation 
world would give employment to many thousands, enable them 
to increase their standards of living— 


and thus give increased market to the produce of our farms. Our 
farmers, who look to foreign markets for their surplus, should stop to 
consider that our home consumption of meat decreased nearly 7 pounds 
per capita in 1921, mostly owing to unemployment. If this decrease 
could be overcome, it would be worth more than 35 per cent increase 
in exports. We talk glibly of giving credits to foreign countries to 
increase our farm exports, but I wish to state, with all responsibility 


prior to the World War. 
Yet in 1921 the American fermer went 
of low prices. 


‘dead broke” because 

The reason of this is found in the conditions whi 
in his home market During the period he 
although he enjoyed the 


prevailed 


vas “dead broke 


greatest quantity ugricultural ex- 

ports ever known, there were over 5.000.000 American wuve 

earners out of a job. Their buying power was stopped. They 

and the | had to economize in their consumption of food That was the 


cause of the low prices of American farm produ 
year. 


ts during that 


The case was aecurately stated by Milo Db Campbell, 


president of the National Milk Producers’ Association, who 
said : 

When millions of factory emp] ‘ iT they wear old t 
and fill their stomachs with r hag rh hit that sh 
terest the farmer is a market where buyers have eno money t I 
him a fair price for his product and that market i I ht he 
home Unless we hay a protective tar ff ther will be 1 wi I 
the factories, no employment for the workingman, and no market for 


the farmer. 


COTTON MARKET CONTRADICTS FREB TRADERS 


Democratic free traders who argue that foreign markets are 
essential to good prices for American farm products find their 
argument completely riddled by the cotton market. 


porting less cotton 


We are ex 
than during the pre-war period, but the 
price of cotton to-day is over double what it was during the pre 
war period. During the year ended May 15, 1914, we exported 
8,557,148 bales of cotton and the average price of cotton dur 
ing that year was 12 cents. During the year ended May 16, 
1924, we exported only 5,217,458 bales of cotton, but the aver- 
age price of cotton throughout that period was above 20 cents. 

Take another illustration, that of hogs and exports of pork 
Our exports of fresh pork in 1922 amounted to 27,000,000 
pounds: ham and shoulders. 389,000,000 pounds; bacon, 341, 
000,000 pounds; and the average price of hogs on the Chicago 
market for that year was $9.22. Our exports of pork products 
in 1925 were double that for 1922 and many times the pork ex 
ports during the pre-war period, but every farmer who sells 
hogs knows that prices for hogs slumped In 1928. Notwith 
standing our pork exports sre maintaining their increase, the 
price of hogs to-day on the Chicago market is $2 lower than 
the average for 1922 

These illustrations could be multiplied to show that there is 
absolutely no relation between the quantity of exports of farm 
products and prices for farm products, 






AMERICA’S “ ISOLATION ” 


Furthermore, there is even less truth in the Democratic ar 


| gument that under protective tariff the United States hus be 


for the statement, that a billion dollars spent upon American railways | 


will give more employment to our people, more advance to our indus- 


tries, and more assistance to our farmers than twice that sum expended 


outside the frontiers of the United States. 


YEAR OF BIGGEST EXPORTS FARMERS WENT “ BROKE” 


” 


Proof that the “ foreign market ” means comparatively little 
to the American farmer compared with his home market is 
furnished by his experience in the latter part of 1920 and 
during 1921. If there were anything to the argument that 
foreign markets mean prosperity to the farmer, he should have 
prospered in an unprecedented degree during that period. Ex- 
ports of American farm products for the year 1921 were the 
greatest ever known in American history. The total exports 
of American grains—wheat, corn, rice, rye, barley, and oats— 
during the year 1921 were higher than any year prior to the 
World War. The export of wheat during the year 1921 was 
five times that of the five-year period, 1909-1913. The export 
of corn in 1921 was 129,000,000 bushels, against a five-year 
average of only 41,000,000 bushels for the pre-war period of 
1909-1913. The exports of meat products in 1921 were 80 per 
cent greater than for the five-year period, 1909-1913. The exports 





————— 


come isolated to the extent that the world no longer is able to 
sell to us, and we therefore are no longer able to sell to the 
world. Our imports—or what the world sold to us—for the 
calendar year 1923, all of which was under the Fordney-Me 
Cumber tariff, amounted to $3,788,882,215. This is practically 
twice our imports of any year of the pre-war five-year period. 
Tabulated it is as follows: 

Total imports 
1923 (calendar year) 
1914 (fiscal year ending June 30) 
1913 (fiscal year ending June 30) 
1912 (fiscal year ending June 30) 
1911 (fiscal year ending June 30) _~- 
1910 (fiseal year ending June 30)~- 


From these figures it is apparent that the world is selling us 
twice as much under our protective tariff as it did 
times prior to the World War. 

There is a lot of loose uninformed talk about its being neces- 
sary for a change in our foreign and domestic policy in order 
to relieve the farmer by “ restoring” his foreign markets. Just 
what is meant by restoring the farmer’s foreign markets? He 
is enjoying greater export trade to-day than he did at any 
period prior to the outbreak of the World War when conditions 
were normal and his foreign markets were normal. That fact 
is abundantly proved by figures taken from the United States 
sureau of Foreign Commerce and the United States Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. The following is a table showing a com- 
parison of the quantity of exports of leading agricultural prod- 
ucts for the five-year period immediately preceding the World 
War and for the calendar year 1923. The figures for the five- 
year period are taken from the Yearbook of the United States 
Department of Agriculture for the year 1922; the figures for 
the calendar year 1923 are taken from the report of the United 
States Bureau of Foreign Commerce. 


in normal 











| of the Vestey group, composed of Lord William 
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their beef, because they can procure it there from one-half to 
one-third what they would have to pay in the United States. 
An insight as to what is going on in that direction is fur- 
nished by a report made by our Government representatives in 
the Argentine. The largest cattle-buying, meat-packing, and 
warehousing system in South America, if not the world, is that 
Vestey and 


British This group owns ranches, packing plants, 


associates, 


cold-storage warehouses in the Argentine, and ocean steam- 
ship lines plying between the Argentine and Europe. In Eng- 


land and on the continent it owns wholesale meat establish- 


| ments, and in the United Kingdom it owns and operates more 


| the European markets with 
| raised on vast tracts of cheap land with cheap labor, shipped to 
| Europe by European-owned steamship lines, and laid down at 


ports by quantity for periods tndicated 
eee ————— 
| Annual aver- | 
on “ar _ | 1923, calendar 
191 al Dee. 31 = 
year ig 
1° Ju 
, baa. sete aia 59,913,223 | 98, 524, 405 | 
W i ne os sf j 16, 9,856 | 
< bn a ear es g 24 903 | 2 996 764 
K t ‘ mele 854 | 30, 856, 189 
j — a O ‘iui SY j 11, 983, 177 
‘ t x 42, 187, 732 
i» pI 4, 987, 357 310, 878, 573 
| y. 2 3, 385, ¥78 
| 54, 691, 196 
182, 474, 092 456, 797, 497 
{ isting 166, 813, 134 372, 092, 656 
i und ; ...-| 474,354, 914 | 1, 035, 381, 571 
| 
! ‘ i her form the contrast is still more striking. 
g table g e valuation of all kinds of agri- 
1 « i" fr the periods indicated, t figures in this 
( en fror reports of the United States Bureau 
ir ’ 
1 i f all carpe of foodstuffs, prepared and unprepared, for 
p od idicated 
¢ ’ in: ileimipeanimaie _. $438, 248, 000 
ryt) - ———" en 369, OSS, 000 
id ‘ 825. 419" 000 
Ih) cheat és ad 418, 737, 000 
i = in 503, 111, 000 
9 - * $40, 844, 000 | 
rhese tables clearly show that as compared with pre-war 
I nal peace conditions the American farmer to-day is export- 
it emendously in excess of that period. Of course, he is 
? x] ing in the quantity he did during the years imme- 
diately following the armistice. During those first two or 
three years agriculture in Europe was at its lowest ebb and 
the necessity of importing foodstuffs pushed American agricul- 
tural exy s to their peak. The year 1921 was the banner 
vear for agricultural exports. It was also the year of the 
American farmer’s nearest approach to absolute bankruptcy 
because of low prices, which proves incidentally that he cau not 
find prosperity in foreign markets. 
I LOPEAN MARKET GONE FOREVER FOR OUR FARMERS 
e more nearly Europe recovers and approaches a normal 
productive basis the less foodstuffs Hurope will import. Even 
hough this were not true, the agricultural producer in the | 
United States can never again hope to sell to Europe the quan- 
tities he sold following the World War. This is due to the fact 
that agricultural competitive countries are underselling farm 
producers in the markets of the world. Argentine, Australia, 
New Zealand, Russia, British India, Canada, and other agri- 


cultural producing countries have cheaper land, cheaper trans- 
portation, pay wages for farm help, and are 
enabled to undersell the American farmer with his high-priced 
land, high wages, high freight rates, and other high productive 
In commenting upon this tendency the United States 
Department of Commerce, under date of January 28, 1924, said: 


less 


costs, 


The decrease in grain exports (as compared with 1922) as a natural 
r mse to the increasing production of Europe, which is now almost 
back to pre-war production for most of the countries, and also is 
partly due to the fact that some of the newer producing countries 


with cheap land and production at low cost have been offering grain 
at lower prices than the United States exporters could meet. The 
latter situation is particularly due to the world-wide agricultural ex- 
ploitation virgin lands by t) demands of 
the war reconstruction period. 


of occasioned e 


tremendous 


In confirmation of this opinion a bulletin of the Foodstuffs 
Division of the Department of Commerce, under date of March 
18, 1924, in discussing the grain trade in Kurope states: 

At Rotterdam, which is one of the important index markets for 
central Europe, the American grain has met very strong competition 
from both Argentine and Russia. 

An Associated Press Dispatch of May 1 


states: 


» 
~, 


1924, out of Berlin 

American 
and Finland 
ing from the 


sian grain. 


grain has been virtually driven out of the Baltic states 
through Russian competition and is rapidly disappear- 
Scandinavian, German, and Dutch markets before Rus- 
BRINSH COMPRTITION TO 


AMERICAN CATTLE BUSINESS 


The above table of quantity exports shows striking decrease 
in the quantity of exports of fresh beef in 1923 as compared 
with the pre-war period. One for this is found in the 
fact that British inter turned to the Argentine for 


reasen 


sts wive 


than 2,500 retail meat shops. This is the kind of competition 
which the American livestock interests and the American pack- 
ing interests are meeting in Europe since the war. It is hopeless 
to expect that in the face of this the American livestock inter- 
ests can hold their foreign trade. 

A bulletin issued by the Department of Agriculture in the 
month of March sets forth the fact that Argentina is duplicat- 
ing in her production and exportation of corn her record in 
the production and exportation of beef and wheat. The bulletin 

ated that Argentina is now the world’s leading corn exporter 
and as such has become the most important competitor of the 
United Sts in world markets. According to the bulletin 
“exports corn from Argentina have averaged 152,000,000 
bushels annually in the three-year period 1920-1922, as com- 
pared with 116,000,000 bushels from the United States. Argen- 
tine exports average 71 per cent of its crop.” This tremen 
dously high percentage of exportation compared to the fotal 


ites 


ol 


| erop is due to the fact that Argentina is sparsely settled and 


can consume but a comparatively small amount of its tremen- 

deus production. This also is true of other agricultural pro- 

ducing countries which are competitors of the United States. 
HOPE AMERICAN IS HIS HOME MARKET 

From all this it is perfectly clear that there is no such a 
thing as the “restoration” of the American farmer's foreign 
market, 

The hope of the American farmer is in his home market, 
with the well-paid, constantly employed wage earner for his 
customer. He can not expect in any circumstances under peace- 
ful conditions to compete in Europe for European markets 
with the products raised by the Russian moujik and the peas- 
ants of southeastern Europe. He can not hope to compete in 
the products of South America 


OF FARMER 


European ports for less money than it costs him to lay down 
his products at the nearest railway station. 

The hope of the American farmer in the future, as in the 
past, is in maintaining his home market. That the protective 
tariff has enabled him to do this is conclusively demonstrated 


in the fact that since the enactment of the farmer’s tariff in 
therefore | 


1921 and its embodiment in the Fordney-McCumber Act, Minne- 
apolis and Kansas City have consistently paid more for wheat 
than Winnipeg; Boston has consistently paid more for potatoes 
than Montreal; Chicago has consistently paid more for all 
classes of cattle than Winnipeg and Buenos Aires and more 
for sheep and lambs than Toronto, Winnipeg, and the primary 
markets in New Zealand; New York has consistently paid 
more for butter than Copenhagen, Demnark, or Wellington, 
New Zealand. 
DEMOCRATS TALK SCANDAL 


It is predicted by Democratic wiseacres that the “looting 
of the public domain” is going to be one of the issues in 
the approaching campaign. If that prediction proves true, the 
reputations of a great many Democratic leaders are going to 
be badly damaged before the polls close in November. 

The leasing act under which all of the oil reserves, both 
within and without the naval reserves, were leased to private 
interests was fathered by Senator Watsu, of Montana, who 
has devoted the better part of a year in a vain endeavor to 
fasten some guilt on some member of the Republican admin- 
istration in connection with the naval oil reserves. The leas- 
ing act became a law in February, 1920. Senator Wants, of 
Montana was one of its most active advocates, as the pages 
of the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp abundantly testify. During the 
debate of the bill he boasted of the fact that he was the 
originator of the policy of leasing public oil lands te private 
interests, stating he had drawn up the first bill of that char- 
acter in 1913, with the assistance of the Democratic Secretary 
of the Interior, Franklin K. Lane. The records of Congress 


also show that in 1917 Senator WatsuH introdueed a leasing 
bill which gave to the Secretary of the Interior practically 
unlimited authority to handle the public ofl lands. even per- 
mitting him to lease them without competitive bids. 





1924 





DANIELS WANTED AUTOCRATIC POWER 
Within two weeks after the leasing act became a law, Secre- 


tary of the Navy Josephus Daniels addressed identical letters 


to Hon. Carroll S. Page, chairman of the Senate Naval Com- 
mittee, and Hon. THomas S. Butier, chairman of the House 


Naval Committee, suggesting that the leasing act be amended 
so as to give him, the Secretary of the Navy, absolute power 
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over all naval oil reserves. Secretary Daniels urged this be 
done for the following reasons, as set forth in his letter of 
March 1, 1920, to Representative BuTier, and March 20, 1920, | 
to Senator Page: 

Some of these tracts (the naval oil reserves) are drilled to such 
an extent that it will be necessary for the Government to drill offset 
wells unless oi] to the value of millions of dollars is to be drawn from } 
under the Government lands by private owners. * * * It there 
fore becomes imperative, even when viewed from an economic stand 
point only, that machinery be provided against dratna from adjacent 
lands, ‘hat crude oil, whether from Navy-owned wells, royalties 
from naval reserves, or royalty oil purchased, may be exchanged for 
refined products, and that excess oil fronr protective wells may be 
sold or storage provided if considered advisable 

Secretary Daniels suggested that in order that his ideas | 
might be carried out the naval leasing act be amended in the 
following language: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to take pos- 
session of all properties within the naval petroleum reserves as are 
or may become vé sted in the United States; to conserve, deve lop, use, 
and operate the same, in his discretion, directly or by contract, lease | 
or otherwise, and to use, store, exchange, refine, sell, or otherwise 
dispose of the oil and gas products thereof and those from all royalty 
=" ? § 


DANIELS ADMITTED DRAINAGE 


Secretary Daniel’s letter and the amendment he proposed 
clearly proves he knew the naval oil reserves were being drained 
by private interests and that the only way to stop this drain- 


age and save the naval oil supply was for the Government 
itself to start taking oil from the naval reserves. Secretary 


Daniels and other Democrats have been attempting in the past 
few weeks to make it appear that he and they were not in favor 
of tapping the naval oil reserves and that their consistent 
policy concerning naval oil reserves has been, to quote Secre- 
tary Daniels, ‘ to keep the oil in the ground.” 

The falsity of such statements is clearly indicated by See- 
retary Daniel’s own letter. He wanted the leasing act 
amended so as to give him absolute power, to be used in his 
own discretion, over all naval oil reserves. He wanted this 
power in order to take the oil out of the ground. He needed 


no power to leave it in the ground, where it had been for 
centuries. He asked for power not only to take naval oil out 
of the ground but to sell it, to exchange it, to put it in storage, 


even to go into the refining business and, as if this were not 
enough, he asked for power to “ otherwise dispose of the gas 
and oil products” of the naval oil reserves. Without a dis- 
senting vote both branches of Congress granted his request, 
with the exception of the power to go into the oil-refining 
business and the broad power to “otherwise dispose” of the 
il. Senator WALSH was on the floor of the Senate when this 


amendment came to a vote, and he neither protested against 


it nor voted against it, nor did any other Democrat in the 
Senate or in the House. 


Nor can it be argued that although Secretary Daniels wanted 
this power he did not avail himself of it. The records of the 
Navy Department and the Department of the Interior furnish 
documentary proof that no had he obtained power to 
take oil from naval reserves by contract with private parties 


sooner 


through the leasing system than he availed himself of it. Seere- 
tary Daniels then did exactly what Secretary Denby subse- 


quently did, namely, acted in conjunction with the Secretary of 
the Interior in approving leases to private oil corporations to 
take oil from the naval reserves. 


DANIELS AND PAYNE LEASE NAVAL OIL RESERVES 


The private oil corporations which were given leases to take 
oil from naval reserve No. 2, in California, by agreement with 
Secretary Daniels and Secretary Payne, were: 

The ton-Pacific Oil Co., July 1, 1920, to drill 5 new wells in sec- 
tion 32 of naval oil reserve No. 2; the Associated Oil C July 
1920, leases for 2 wells in section 20, 7 wells in section 22, 12 wells in 
section 26, 8 wells in section 24 of naval oil reserve No. 2; Union Oil 
Co., August 2, 1920, 4 wells in section 24; Buena Vista Oil Co., August 
23, 1920, 2 wells in section 32; Caribou Oil Mining Co., August 24, 
1920, 3 wells in section 28; General Petroleum Co., August 24, 1920, 
3 wells in sectién 32; Record Oil Co., August 24, 1920, 4 wells in see 


30s 


0., 29, 








tion 28; United Oil Co., August 24, 1920, 1 well tion 28; Con- 
solidated Mutual Oil Co., February 16, 1921, two tracts of 280 res 
each in section 28, naval reserve No. 2: Mur Oil ¢ Feb ry 1, 
1921, to operate in section 12 and in sect 23 

All of these leases to private corporations to take oil from the 
naval oil reserves were granted during the time Secretary 
Daniels and Secretary Payne were at the head of the Navy and 
Interior Departments, respectively. 

Furthermore, despite the fact that Secretary Daniels publicly 
stated that the naval oil reserves were being drained bv private 
corporations with leases to drill wells on pul land imme- 
diately adjacent to naval oil reserves, and -despite the fact 
that every oil man in the United States knew this to be true, 
Secretary John Barton Payne went right ahead granting leases 
to private interests to drill on public oil lands adjacent to 
naval oil reserves, 

PAYNE LEASED TO “ DRAINERS ” 

Mr. Payne came into office March 15, 1920, following the 
resignation of Franklin K. Lane, who resigned to accept a 
$50,000-a-year job with Mr. E. L. Doheny Mr. Payne's term 
automatically expired March 4, 1921. Within that brief period 
of less than a year, during all of which time Secretary Daniels 
was at the head of the Navy Department and knew that naval 
oil reserves were drained by private corporations drilling on 
public land adjacent to them, and with these two Democratic 


Cabinet officials acting in 
the disposition of our oil 
of approximately 


‘ losest 


harmony 


resources, 


in 
Secretary 


with 
Payne approved 
150 leases to private corporations and inter- 
ests, giving them the right to drill for oil in public lands imme- 
diately adjacent to the Teapot Dome naval reserve No. 3 rhe 
amount public oil lands which he thus leased to private 
interests aggregated 14,000 acres, which is 5,000 acres greater 


connection 


oO} 


in extent than the Teapot Dome naval reserve itself. One of 
the principal beneficiaries of these leases was the Wyoming 
Associated Oil Corporation. Of the 14,000 acres leased by See- 
retary Payne, this company received about 4,200 acres Its 


president was John T 
committeeman at that 


Barnett, of Denver, Democratic 
time, 


national 


DANIELS AND PAYNE LEASED WITHOUT BIDS OR RESTRICTION 


The official records of the Navy Department and the Depart 


ment of the Interior also disclose the fact that Secretary Dan 
iels and Secretary Payne leased naval oil reserve to private 
corporations without public advertising and also without any 
restriction whatever as to the number of wells that might be 
drilled. The files of those departments show that the lease 
made to the Boston-Pacific Oil Co. to operate on section 32 of the 
naval oil reserve No. 2 was made at a private conference be- 
tween the representatives of the oil company and the Navy 


Department. 


The records show that the maximum royalty 
obtained out of this le was J j 


e -) per cent, as against a maxi 
mum royalty obtained by the Republican administration of 35 
per cent from the Doheny lease 

The files of the Navy Department also show that Secretary 
of the Navy Daniels and Secretary of the Interior Payne in 
January. 1921, leased 120 acres of section 2S of the naval oil 
reserve No. 2 to the Consolidated Mutual Oi!) Co... and that 
this land was leased without restriction to the number of 
wells that might be drilled by that corporation The files 


also show that the maximum royalty provided under this lease 
Was 25 per cent, as against 35 per cent under the Doheny le: 

In contrast to this, the Te ] Dome to Mr it 
was made after competitive bidding. The records of the De 


so 


ot lease Sincla 


partment of the Interior and the records of the hearings before 
the Senate Committee on Public Lands show that five com- 
panies were invited to bid on the naval oil reserve No. 1, 
namely, the Standard Oil Co. of California, the Associated Oil 


Co., the Pan-American Petroleum & Transport Co 
Petroleum Co., and the Pacific Oil Co. Three of com- 
panies invited to bid submitted bids, namely, the Standard Oil 
Co., the Associated Oil Co., and the Pan-American Petroleum & 
Transport Co. The bids of these three companies are on file 
in the Department of the Interior. 

When these facts were first set forth in answer to the libelous 
charges being made the Senate Committee on Public 
Lands, known as the Walsh committee, they were denied in the 
public press by Mr. Daniels and Mr. Payne, as well as by Demo- 
cratic leaders in both branches of Congress and elsewhere. As 
the records began to be cited and photostatic copies of them 
began to be circulated both Mr. Daniels and Mr. Payne admitted 
the facts which they had first denied, but explained their action 
by saying they gave no leases to private corporations except 
where it was necessary to protect the interests of the Navy and 
to stop drainage of naval reserves by private corporations, 


the General 


these 


before 
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fact. Their action was perfe ‘tly justified, but the 
it Secretary Denby, in granting leases on naval oil 
lad the same justification and did so for the same 
re 
OIL GONE WHEN DENBY CAME IN OFFICB 
There is, however, this difference: When Secretary Daniels 
came into office and the Department of the ‘Interi xr was under 
Secretary Lane the drainage of the naval oil reserves was not 
serious, although it had commenced. This is proved by an 
identical letter which Secretary Lane wrote on August 1, 1917, 
to secretary of the Ni: vy I> aniels . Secre iary of W ar Baker, 
Secretary of Labor Wilson, Secretary of Commerce Redfield, and 
Secretary of Agriculture Houston, pointing out that the naval 
oil reserves were beginning to be drained by private oil wells 
and suggesting that to stop this the naval reserves should be 
Jeased. Notwithstanding this documentary proof that the Cabi- 
net of the Democratic Iministration knew of the menace of } 
drainage of naval oil reserves, Secretary Lane and Secretary 
Payne, with the knowledge and the consent of Secretary Daniels, 
went ahead increasing the number of leases to private corpo- 
rations to drill wells that would necessarily drain the naval 
reserves. 


As a result of 
Secretary Denby 


this action of the Democratic administration, 
entered oflice to find that 60 per cent of naval 
oil reserve No. 2 was privately owned and drilled, that no part 
of naval oil reserve No. 1 was over miles from private 
wells busy draining it, and that 70 per eent of the oil in Tea- 
pot Dome Reserve was being drained by private corporations. 
Therefore, if, as was the case, Secretary Daniels and Secretary 
Payne found it necessary to lease naval oil reserves to private 
corporations in order to stop drainage, how much more neces- 
sary was it for Secretary Denby to do so when he came into 
oflice finding those reserves jeopardized by the liberality and 
prodigality of his predecessors in the matter of making private 
leases | 


WALSH COMMITTEPR ADMITS FALSITY OF CHARGES 


In passing, it should be noted that in the closing days of the 
last session of Congress, Senator WatsH of Montana, member of 
the Public Lands Committee of the Senate, and all of his Demo- 
cratic associates on that committee, and Senator Lapp of that 
committee, elected to the Senate on a nonpartisan ticket, sub- 
mitted to the Senate a report of the conclusions of the Public 
Lands Committee, which had been holding public hearings for 
nearly a year. It was this committee, known as the WALSH 
committee, which endeavored to the utmost to entangle the Re- 
publican administration in scandal in connection with the leas- 
ing of the public oi! domains. 

It was this committee, under the direction of Senator WALSH, 
which permitted itself to be made a medium through which the 
testimony of ex-convicts, train robbers, and other disreputable 
personages was introduced into the official hearings of the 
committee regardless of the recognized libel and utter falsity 
of the utterances. 

It was this committee which rummaged the files of telegraph 
companies in an endeavor to find something to besmirch not 
only the occupant of the White House, but the office of the 
Chief Executive of the United States. 

It was this committee which carefully introduced innuendo 
and slander against the former Secretary of the Navy, Edwin 
Denby, and it was Senator Watsm and other members of this 
committee who led the fight on the floor of the Senate to pass 
a resolution demanding that Secretary Denby resign. 

It was this committee which spent thousands of dollars of 
the taxpayers’ money to bring disreputable witnesses to Wash- 
ington at the expense of the Government in order to listen to 
wild stories to the effect that the Republican National Conven- 
tion of 1920 was controlled by corrupt oil interests and that the 
nomination of our late and beloved President was purchased 
like a piece of cheap merchandise. 

Throughout the winter this committee played up to the sensa- 
tional headliners and professional scandal-mongers of the coun- 
try in an endeavor to make the people believe that the Repub- 
lican administration and that the officials of the Government 
were corrupt and were betraying the publie interests. 

it is of especial significance, then, that when the conclusions 


of the Democratic members of this committee were ready to 
be filed that they did not dare sign their names to an official 
report giving any credence or countenance to any of the slander 


and innuendo which they had permitted to stalk through the 
pages of their committee’s record. The report, notwithstanding 
they had hounded Secretary Denby from office, completely ex- 
onerated him, and also completely exonerated Assistant See- 
retary Roosevelt of any wrongdoing in connection with any 
naval oil leasing. It completely exonerated all public officials 


connected with this Republican administration of any 
connection or dealings in relation to the oil leases. 


It admitted 
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wrong 
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that there was not the slightest ground for the charge that 
there was corruption in connection with the Republican Na- 
tional Convention of 1920 and the nomination of Warren G. 
Harding as the Republican candidate for President. It even 
admitted that there was no proof that the money Doheny paid 
to former Secretary Fall was paid to him in the form of a bribe. 
About the only prominent personage this report did not exon- 
erate of the charges made against him before the committee 
was William G. McAdoo, whom the facts prove to have been on 
the pay roll of Mr. Doheny, selling his political influence as a 
son-in-law of a former President and a former Cabinet officer, 
and that he remained on the pay roll of Mr. Doheny until his 
exposure before this committee compelled him to resign for fear 
that his continuation with Mr. Doheny would injure his 
chances as the Democratic candidate for the nomination for 
President. So much for the “scandal” which the Democratic 
Party says it will make one of the issues of the approaching 
campaign. 
PEOPLE HAVE FAITH IN COOLIDGH’S INTEGRITY 

As to guilt or innocence of parties connected with the 
leasing of public oil lands, the American people will agree with 
the statement of President Coolidge that “ the determination of 
criminal guilt is a function of the courts.” The people of the 
country have confidence in President Coolidge to enforce the 
law, to protect public interests, and to carry out his pledges 
made in a publie statement January 27: 

If there has been any crime, it must be prosecuted. If there has 
been any property of the United States illegally transferred or leased, 
it must be recovered. I feel the public is entitled to know that in the 
conduct of such action no one is shielded for any party, political, or 
other reason. * * * If there is any guilt, it will be punished; if 
there is any civil liability, it will be enforced; if there is any fraud, it 
will be revealed ; and if there are any contracts which are illegal, they 
will be canceled. Every law will be enforced and every right of the 
people and the Government will be protected. 


No other nation in the world has so liberally provided for its 
defenders as has the United States. Up to July 1, 1924, the 
Federal Government has expended for pensions, exclusive of 
any aid, compensation, or insurance to World War veterans, 
the sum of $6,841,356,621. Of this sum, Civil War veterans 
have received over $6,000,000,000 and Spanish-American War 
veterans, under pension laws passed by the Republican Con- 
gress in 1922, have received over $110,000, 000. More pensions 
have been paid each year of the last five fiscal years under legis- 
lation enacted by Republican Congresses than in any previous 
year in the history of the United States. The disbursements of 
pensions during the last five fiscal years, exclusive of aid, com- 
pensation, or insurance to World War veterans, have been as 
follows: 


the 


SR canals accepts linea eeaaee aeeee $213, 295, 311 
OS iit wicca ee eee 258, 715, 842 
5 ateciscicinicinn BaD dinasaaccadeach ocd h a cal dan ha — 253, 807, 583 
Siti ccahansdhnicvansipstetadlincieiapeatendtimdlabies daddy diemaedietaatnsitnaitiiaiabaal — 263, 012) 500 
ct tee dana nace tae ea ~ 235, 000, 000 


The veterans of no other war engaged in by the United States 
Government were ever provided for as liberally as the veterans 
of the World War are being provided for by the Republican 
Party. 

The Republicans came into control of Congress November, 
1918. The first session of the Republican Congress then elected 
began May, 1919. From that time dates practically all Federal 
appropriations and legislation in behalf of World War ex-serv- 
ice men of the United States. Since that time—a period of a 
little over five years—the Republicans in Congress have ap- 
propriated more money for the relief of the World War veterans 
than was ever appropriated in any previous 15-year period for 
pensions and relief of all kinds for the veterans (their families, 
widows, or dependents) of all previous wars (including the 
Civil War) engaged in by the United States 

BILLIONS FOR WORLD WAR VETERANS 

Up to July 1, 1924, there have been congressional appropria- 
tions for ex-service men of the World War in the sum of 
$2,774,370,240. This sum does not include any of the money 
which will be expended under the provisions of the “ soldiers’ 
bonus” or adjusted compensation act, enacted in May, 1924. 
The appropriations are itemized as follows: 

Compensation claims (to ex-service men and their de- 


DORR ORD on inst + ~hetiedintietle width hmninte wieder $758, G00, 000 
Vocsonal teRlOtit . cmatiner enti wep nbatinny tie 678, 866, 870 
PROG EC CN sais. carte wena sinatigamleinnbhetenttnetn ele $15, 233, 112 


Seenpites $comptetetiis. ...1k ke cw hhc ced pone seee 


48, 895, 000 
Allewances and allotments (to ex-service men) 


298, 615, 000 





I scctanietetiiaties aati veel nempeniatetdaien tales 214, 236, 000 

Bonus allowance (act passed February 24, 1919, voting 
900 we evesp enlisted Me) Woe uid cases » 237, 979, 340 
Administration .....--.. dbs cathe dvcildst gpk tale epee ace 196, 946, 418 
FPAYMCRE Of GRID nme ccweemenanpimeaenectainerhign 25, 000 
Potal .n.cssiampecgeyaen ppu_wpncepeguansuengeounn By TT4, STO, F460 
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Of this amount, $2.253.220.489 has he ippropriated since 
the Republican Tart) n into control of Congress May 19, 
1919. It includes the repria $349,065,000 made by the 
Congress, just adjourned, fer the Veterans’ Bureau during t 
fiscal year beginning July 1, 1924. With the single exception 
of the items of interest on the public debt and the sinking fund 
for reduction of the public act this is the largest singl } 
propriation made by the Congress for any department or fun 
tion of the United States Government. 

REPUBLICAN (¢ NGRI S LIBERALIZES VETERAN LAWS 


In addition, the first session of the Sixty-eighth Congress, 





just adjourned, authorized the expenditure of $38,000,000 for | 


new hospital construction, $350,000 for the establishment of a 
school for blind ex-service men, and $548,000 for the erection of 
permanent stone crosses in overseas cemeteries 

It enacted the Reed-Johnson bill, bearing the name of Sena 
tor Reep, Republican, of Pennsylvania, and Representative 
Jounson, Republican, of South Dakota, liberalizing the hws 
affecting disabled World War veterans and their dependents. 
Rv thé terms of this last act increased benefits will accrue to 
over 118.000 disabled World War veterans and their depend 
ents at an increased cost of approximately $30,000,000 a year 
to the Government. The act provides that free hospital treat 
ment will be given any veteran who has seen serviee since 
April, 1917—this includes all Spanish-American War veterans 
regardless of whether his sickness or disability was contracted 
while in service or not. It also extends the time from three 
te six years in which ex-service men exhibiting tubercular 
symptoms or neurepsychiatric trouble may be presumed to have 
contracted the same while in service and entitled to hospital 
treatment and compensation. The act also provides a special 
compensation of $150 a month for less of both eyes and $200 
per month for loss of both eyes and a limb, and provides that 
the loss of the use of limbs be declared equivalent to the actual 
loss of limbs, which entitles the patient to a permanent dis- 
ability classification. 

In addition, the Congress just adjourned enacted the “ sol 
diers’ benus” or adjusted compensation act, which provides 
compensation for all World War veterans and for their depend 
ents in certam cases in the basic amount of $1 a day for every 
day of home service and $1.25 for every day of overseas service. 
A maximum of 500 days is allowed in computing compensation 
due under this act. The bonus applies to all Werld War vet 
erans up to and including the rank of captain in the Army and 


Marine Corps and lieutenant in the Navy. It also inciudes | 


women Who served as yeomen in the Navy and Marine Corps. 
The law provides that veterans whose compensation at the 
above rate amounts to $50 or less will be paid in cash, but the 
cash payments will not be distributed until after March 1, 
1925. Dependents of deceased veterans whose compensation 
would have amounted te $50 or less likewise will be paid in 


e . s * — | 
cash. Ex-service men whose compensation is in excess of $00 


will be given a 20-year endowment paid-up life insurance 
policy. 

The value of this policy will be the equivalent of what the 
amount of the adjusted-commensatien credit, plus 25 per cent, 
will purchase at regular insurance rates, based on 4 per cent in- 
terest compounded annually. All policies will be dated as of 
January 1, 1925. After two years from the date of the issuance 
of the policy the holder may borrow up to #0 per cent of its 


current face value. The loans on these policies may be made at | 


any National or State bank. It is estimated the tetal cost of 
compensation under this act, together with the cost of ad- 
ministering it, will not be less than $38,500,000,000. 

An appropriation amounting to $131,600,000 to pay for the 
first year’s administration of the adjusted compensation act 
and the puyment of the cash bonuses of $50 or less, as provided 
in the act, was carried in the second deficiency appropriation 
bill, which failed of passage in the closing hours of the last 
session of the Congress by reason of a filibuster conducted 
by Senator Pirrman, Democrat, of Nevada. 


PIDSIDENT COOLIDGE PROVIDES FOR ADMINISTRATION OF BONUS LAW 


Under the regular procedure this failmre of the Congress to 
provide funds to carry into effect the benus act would have 
resulted in a suspension of all activities in that direction until 
after the next session of the Congress convenes next December. 
Although the act was passed over his protest President 
Coolidge believed that it, like every other law, should be 
executed in good faith without delay. He accordingly issued 
orders for emergency use of existing appropriations to carry 
out the provisions of the act. His Executive orders to this 
effect were contained in a letter dated Jume 15, 1924, which 
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he addressed to G l H LD Ve ns’ 
Bure u = ‘ \ yi ! iS e 
tary Will ( the N ] 
me! which have « ? of ti \ ' to pa i 
the bonu The letter follow 

DEA Mr. S&S: 1 ( May 1 i, 4 I into 
l he World War I the enact 

it « thi la ;& iitted to Con ‘ t f the 
nec i t meet the cost o ts adminis est 
were considered by Cong! Ss in framing t BEC i deficienes bill, 
but this bill was not passed bef: the adjournment of Congres 

No funds have therefore been appropriated by Congres to enable 
you t do those things which the World War adiusted <« yupen sation 
act directs you to do 

The World War ad ted comper lon act , 1m 1 law over my 
protest lf am not wijling, however, to Jet the administration of this 
law remain practically in abeyance until Congre rain convenes sim 
ply because I would be justified under existing conditions in so doing 

Rather do I regard this law as imposing cortain obligations upon tl 
executive branch of the Government which do not permit of delay in 
performancs 

If this law is to be carried into effect so as to permit of the cash 
payments being made within a reasonable time after Mareh 1, 1925, 


as contemplated by it, amd if the other provisions of the law are to 


administrative action, it is essential that 
the application forms and instructions pertaining thereto be 


be given reasonably pronrpt 


* placed! in 
the hands of the veterans and dependents without delay cana 
nents have previously been made for the printing of these forms and 
they are now ready for distribution 

It is equally as essential that when the completed appiieations ar 
received from the beneficiaries of the law they be given the adminis 
trative action which the law prescribes. Otherwise your department 


will become the storehouse of millions of applications which ean ré 


ceive little or no attention until Congress convenes next December and 


makes an appropriation of the funds necessary to give them adminis 
trative action. The same situation, though to a modified degree, will 
tain in the Navy Department. 

Action has already been taken to give you 


sufficient additional per 
sonnel with which to distribute the 


application and tnsatruction forms 
and to meet the administrative action which will be required im th 


completed applications which may be received from the beneficiaries 


of the law during the remainder of this fiseal year. 

This leaves for consideration the matter of meeting the administra 
tive requirements of the law for the first six months of 
year, Which involves not only your department but 
ment and the United States Veterans’ Bureau. 


the next thecal 
the Navy Depart 


To meet these requirements I am to-day instructing th 


Director of 
the Veterans’ Bureau to apportion 


his appropriation for salaries and 
expenses and his appropriation for printing and binding, fiscal year 
1925, so as to make available tor the six months commencing July a. 
1924, the following amounts for the administration of the World War 
adjusted compensation act, namely, War Departorent, salaries and 
expenses, $1,800,000, and printing and binding, $14,000; Navy Depar 
menty salaries and expenses, $250,000, and printing and binding, $7,700. 

Your requisition for personnel, supplies and equipment, and printing 
and binding will be forwarded to the Director of the United States 
Veterans’ Bureau, who will honor it to the extent of 
mentioned. 








the amouwnt beretin 


It is my desire that yeur requisitions be kept to a 


minimum con- 
sistent with efficient and proper administration, 


and that so far as 
possible your requirements for supplies and equipment be obtained from 
the surplus stocks of the General Supply Committee and from any 
able War Department stocks I am today advisi the ecretary of 
the Navy of the arrangement set forth in this Jett 


Sincerely yours, 


CALY COOLIDGE 
REPUBLICANS CREATE VETERANS’ RUOREAL 


The Republican Party has done far more for the ex-servies 
men than merely appropriating money to be expended im their 
behalf. Of vastly greater importance than the appropriation 
of money was the coordination, under the Sweet Aet, of all th 
Federal agencies dealing with the ex-service men mto 
organization known as the Veterans’ Bureau. Following the 
creation of the Veterans’ Bureau there was a gradual reform 
in the manner of handling of matters relating to ex-service men 
which has resulted in making easy, expeditious, and inepenstve 
the dealings of an ex-Service man with his Federal 
ernment. 

That this is being dene economically under the present man- 
agement of the Veterans’ Bureau and that money appropriated 
by the Congress for relief of ex-service men is being used for 
the purposes appropriated is proved by the following analysis 
of the distribution of the money appropriated by the 


one 


(2OV- 


Congress 








“ s - se ™ Y a 
11356 CONGR 
for the Veterans’ Bureau Every dollar appropriated is dis- 
tributed as follows: 
Cents 
Vocational training —-- -. slept in ‘ nei oo = nme ewap tener =5 
(‘omp atior -<-=--- = 
In mice ingens cntnirtntrinttninnd me 
Medical and hospital services ial oui 12 
ilart (including those of 27,000 employees of the V im ; 
Bureau) ot a ee ss caste 5 
Rentals and other administrative expense_.-----.-...---------<- ° 
ro sum it up, the program of Federal aid to ex-service men, 
all of which has been put into effect by the Republican Party, 


Republi 


nt Repub- 


the money for which haus been appropriated b. ‘an Con- 


gresses, and which is under the direction of the pre 


lican administration, may be stated as follows: 

(1) Over 400,000 ex-Service men have received hospital treat- 
ment, 23,000 ex-seryvice men are now receiving hospital treat- 
ment, over 1,000,000 ex-service men have been called for exam 
ination in order to ascertain if they are entitled to hospital or 
medical treatment. 

(2) Over 178,000 ex-service men hay ntered wational 
training; approximately 54.302 are now rece ng su *h train- 
ing. and 150,000 more have been ‘declared eligible to receive 
such training 

(3) Over 100,000 medical examinations are being made free 
eyery month in order to ascertain the physical and mental 
trentment needed by afflicted ex-service men 

(4) Disbursements direct to disabled ex-servicee men or their 
dependents are being paid out at the rate of in excess of 


$800,000 in cash every day of the venr, including 


sun lu’ t, 


(5) BKree medical treatment is being given 20,000 ex-service 
men every month outside of hospitals in cases where confine- 
ment in a hospital is not necessary for proper medical treat- 
ment 

(6) Over 200 new claims are being handled every dav by the 
Veterans’ Bureau, and all work in that bureau is being con- 


time to all 


ducted practically up to date at a minimum loss of 
ner ts the (sOV- 


parties concerned and at a minimum expense 
ernment and to the ex-service men 

7) An insurance business for over 561,000 ex-servir 
being conducted by the Government without any 
istration to the men at premium 
those which private companies charge for like policies 


worl 


‘e men is 
ost of admin- 
rates far 


helow 


ePy-Seryice 


The Republicans since they have come in control of Con- 
gress in April, 1919, have appropriated $364,128,000 for hos- 
pital work and hospital construction for ex-service men. As a 


result of these appropriations and the program of hospitaliza- 
tion carried out under the Republican administration since 
March, 1921, the United States to-day has the most up-to-date, 
scientifie, and humanitarian system of hospitalization in exist- 
ence. According to the records of the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau as of April 24, 1924, there were 18,137 former ex-service 
men in hospitals under control of the United States Govern- 
ment, and there were 5,156 occupying beds in civil and State 
hospitals. The Veterans’ Bureau operates 
pitals—general, tuberculosis, and neuropsychiatric. The fol- 
lowing is a list of hospitals owned and operated by the Veter- 
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| 290 beds and 160 beds, respectively. 


hree classes of hos- | left incapacitated. 
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United States Veterans’ Bureau hospitalsz—Continued 

| Beds available 

Location . 
i om Neuro- 
uber 

| General oe psyehi- | Total 

| io atric 
= - —s — = | | 
a Gd es 405 222 | 217 | 04 
Battle Creek, Mich i ae ie hae 27 | §27 
meen. BOW ge ee a re 456 | 4565 
Kansas ( I gic TNE a A an 63 | | 23 | 122 
Jefferson Barracks, Mo................... 207 76 53 336 
Excelsior Springs, Mo ; ; i MR kek 125 
I aT SN a 230 63 66 | 359 
I PE tesnecs ; 271 
St. Cloud, Minn. (36 per cent complete) weenie ies 262 262 
Helena, Mont ‘ 2 ; 9 214 25 | 208 
SOIT OI is CI 4  ) | 992 
Sp OS eae a 1 WO Enccncacs | 499 
Fort McKenzie, Wyo... ............ l R 314 315 
TY A i i e 234 | 539 773 
i WE Schumann { vos 
ES I cn ee Oe fa pose cca 287 
Arrowhead Springs, Calif. ..............- 164 ae 10 174 
Camp Kearney, Calif sis caitlin te Nl al i Ren deed 625 
Boise, Idaho .. deat laa tala SE aa im 7 j $1 | 249 
Toe wae. RO) | 107 122 | 309 
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In addition to the above hospitals operated by the Veterans’ 
Bureau are the beds which have been made available for ex- 
service men by the War Department, the Navy Department, 
and the national soldiers’ homes, as mentioned above. 
Construction of additional hospitals by the United States 
Veterans’ Bureau is under way at several points. A 400-bed 
tuberculosis hospital is being constructed at Chelsea, N. Y.; 
a 268-bed tuberculosis hospital at Livermore, Calif.; and a 
20)-bed tuberculosis hospital at San Fernando, Calif. The 
neuropsychiatric hospital listed above at North Little Rock is 
being enlarged by 327 beds, and the hospitals listed above at 
Augusta, Ga., and New Orleans, La., are being enlarged by 
The site has been pur- 
chased for a 185-bed general hospital at Memphis, Tenn. 
During the last year these various hospitals under the 
direction of the Veterans’ Bureau handled a total of 78,914 


patients. In addition they operated dispensaries and out- 
patient clinies, giving 89,517 treatments and 55,000 exami- 
nations. 

FINEST SYSTEM OF REHABILITATION IN THE WORLD 


The termination of the World War left a most serious prob- 
lem for our Government to solve. Thousands of soldiers who 
before the war were capable of caring for themselves were 
The task of rehabilitating these disabled 
ex-service men has been assigned to the Veterans’ Bureau. it 
has built up the finest system of vocational education and 
training in the world. 

The bureau has made use of the best educational facilities 


| available to every section of the country and in addition has 


established schools and training facilities of its own. In 
still other cases it has cooperated with local authorities to 
modify courses in institutions not under its control. Unlike 
older vocational methods, the bureau’s system aims at a 
specific employment for a specific man, instead of training 
meu blindly, hoping that they may fit into some niche in 
the working world. The bureau provides such facilities as 
will most fully meet the requirements of the disabled man. 
It determines how much and what knowledge he already pos- 
sesses. It then provides him with additional information and 
skill to enable him to do well the particular work for which 
he is to be trained. This may include training in State uni- 
versities, colleges, technical institutions, trade schools, or com- 
mercial schools. In any event each disabled ex-service man is 
given individual attention and intensive individual training. 
So little of this work was done under the Democratic admin- 
istration that it may be truthfully stated all of the vocational 
training and rehabilitation work now being carried on in behalf 


| of ex-service men is solely the product of the Republican policy. 


ans’ Bureau, together with the location, classification, and ca- | 
pacity of each; 
United States Veterans’ Bureau hospitals 
Beds available 
| sissteepensidiesielingpneninen nie 
Location } Neuro 
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Ck Seve PE 4x ‘ 483 
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The original bill creating vocational training facilities for ex- 
service men was introduced by Representative Frss, Repub- 
lican, of Ohio, now United States Senator from that State, while 
the Democratic Party was still in control of Congress. Beyond 
the passage of the bill, the Democratic Congress did nothing. 
The Republican Congress, elected in November, 1918, appro- 
priated $127,000,000 for vocational and rehabilitation work. 











Up to July 1, 1921, only 5,050 men had been given training and 
discharged as rehabilitated. Since that time, a period of three 
years, the voeational and rehabilitation agencies of the Goy- 
ernment, under Republican administration, have trained and 
discharged as rehabiltated 63,514 men, at the rate of 21,000 a 
vear, 


To April 1, 1924, 644,242 for 


er service men had applied for 
vocational training. Of this number 329,659 were declared 


eligible. Of these 172,763 have entered training. 
ber 68,624 have completed 
going training. 


colleges, 24. 


Of this num 
their training and 57,511 are under 
Of those in 


training 26,076 are in schools and 


are in placement training, 4,264 in project train- 









ing, and 2.632 are in the Veterans’ Bureau vocational schools 
Analyzed as to their training, 13,745 are pursuing course 

24.850 trades and industries, 7,640 agricultural courses, 10,635 
professional courses, and 641 fundamental courses Resident 
vocational schools are being operated by the Veterans’ Bureau 


at Evergreen, 
Pocono, Pa.: 
Ss. ¢ 


Md.;: Pascagoula, Miss.; San Antonio, Tex.; 
Bellevue, Nebr. ; Chillicothe, Ohio; Chicak Springs 
.; and Federal Park, Md. During the course of his training 
which is at the Government's expense, the ex-service man is also 
allowed a monthly salary to provide for his living until he has 
completed his course. 


EMPLOYMENT SERVICE OF VOCATIONAL TRAINING BUREAT 


’ 


The Veterans’ Bureau is now graduating men at the 
rate of 3,000 a month. It feels that it is quite as much a part 
of its task to find employment for the rehabilitated ex-service 
men as it is to give them training. Very positive progress has 
been made in the employment phase of the rehabilitation work, 
especially during the past year. On March 31, i924, after a 
total of 53,103 case had been referred to the employment serv- 
ice of the Veterans’ Bureau there were but 1,102 rehabilitated 
men who were classified as “ not in employment.” It should be 
noted that under this classification are included those who “ do 
not desire employment,” and those who are sick. 

Finding a position for a rehabilitated ex-service man is not 
an idle phrase or a gesture with the Veterans’ Bureau. It does 
not consist merely in finding him a job and then leaving him 
to work out his own salvation. The employment service of the 
bureau maintains a follow-up system whereby a man is not 
listed as “employed” until he has shown for a period of four 
months that he is able to fill a position. The figures for em- 


these 


ployment, then, are bona fide figures, and not merely the num- | 


ber of men for whom “ jobs have been found.” 

As to the practical value of the vocational training for ex- 
service men, statistical studies made of “ unpicked” 38,000 
rehabilitated ex-service men now employed show that they are 
earning more than they did before they received their disabili- 
ties or handicaps in service for their country. This is a 
markable tribute to the efficiency of the vocational and 


re- 
re- 
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iMustration of the effect of this policy Fifty-two per cent of 
the male employees in the central office of the Veterans’ Bureau 
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Federal departments at Washington js not as hich as that of the 
Veterans’ Bureau, but, due to the preference shown the World 
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Post Office Department there have been 2,102 presidential post- 
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1971 


from the ranks of ex-service men since 


March 4, 


Turning to State legislation one finds the 
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were Republican and the States are known as epublican State 
i ‘ i ‘ «AL * «at 5. 


habilitation work carried on by the Government under the poli- | 


cies and the administration of the Republican Party. 

The Veterans’ Bureau, under its present administration, 
gives to every person disabled to a degree of 10 per cent or 
more in military service medical or surgical attention made 
necessary by the disability; also every person who, in the 
opinion of the bureau, has suffered a vocations] handicap be- 
cause of his disability is automatically placed in the list of 
those entitled to receive yocational education. Under the ad- 
ministration of Director Hines of the Veterans’ Bureau, a rule 
’ 
t..l disability the rating of a permanent partial disability. 
The effect of this order has been to reduce the number of medi- 
cal examinations required of ex-service men, thus relieving 
them from needless trouble and expense. It has also reduced 
the personnel required in the bureau for constant reexamina- 
tion and rerating of partially disabled ex-service men. 
the ruling, the permanent rating is permitted to stand with- 
out further change for a period of two years unless the claim- 
ant, of his own volition, requests a reexamination. 

In addition to legislation in connection with the Veterans’ 
Zureau, the Republican Congresses since the armistice have 
enacted other laws in behalf of the ex-service man. Some of 
these are as follows: 

Granting of preferred rights to ex-service men in homestead 
interests; authorization permitting absence at homestead en- 
tries of all ex-service men who are being treateu by the Gov- 
ernment for disability incurred in line of duty; appropriation 
of approximately $50,000,000 for bringing home from France 
the remains of ex-service men; the provision for transportation 
home from Europe of ex-service men whe were discharged in 
Europe and who have since become destitute ; creation of a com- 
mittee to revise and codify all World War veteran legislation: 


: been made giving to ex-service men having temporary par- | 


Under | 


rhe following is a tabulation of State bonuses authorized by the 


State legislatures, together with the basis of the computation ; 


IMinois: Fifty cen each day of military services, 
with a mwaximum of $300 7 Z $55. 000. 000 
lowa: Fifty cents for each day of service, with a maxi- — 


mum of $350 


oa Sie ee > : 
Kansas: One dollar for each day of military service..... 25° 000 oes 
Maine: Provides for payment of $100 for each ex-service , , 

mand... " en —_ . nu. OO Ho 
Massachusetts: Paid a cash bonus of $100 to each ex eer 

service man; also a bonus of $10 a month was paid for 

service from Feb. 3, 1917, to Jan. 15, 1918 2° 000. 000 
Michigan: Fifteen dollars for each month of military 

service . onan - . 30 ) 
Minnesota : Fifteen dollars for each month of military ree 

service z ‘ } 22 O00. O00 
Missouri: Ten dellars for each month of military service. 15, 000, 000 
New Hampshire: A flat payment.of $100 to “each ex- ‘ 

_ Service man eda 1, 500. 000 
New Jersey: Bonus of $10 for each month of military 
: service, With a maximum of $100... ~~ ---- ia ike 12, 000, 000 
New York ‘ Salinetioiineemnaaiitanetianieaials : 45, WOO, 000 
North Dakota: Paid $25 for each month of service, to be ; 

used for certain definite purposes fbdeictaty ]1, 000, 000 
Ohio : Ten dollars for each month, with a maximum of 

$250 = o2, 5000, O00 
Oregon: Fifteen dollars a month for each month of serv- 

ice, with a maximum of $500 . . 80. 600. 000 
Rhode Island: Cash bonus of $100 to each ex-service man, 2. hoo. 000 
South Dakota: Basis of pay $15 for each month of sery , 

ice, with a maximum of $400_ ail ee 6, 000, 000 
Vermont: Ten dellars for each month of service, with a 

maximum of $120 alien ideale . andl 1, 500, 0060 
Washington: Fifteen dollars for each month of service 12, 500, 000 
Wisconsin: Ten dollars for each month of serviee, with a , 

minimum of $50: in lieu of bonus, veterans may choose 

educational benefits of larger amounts ails sai 2 000. 000 


iit ccecstiiicittittsittinines “teh i 380, 600, 000 
In the following States the legislatures have provided for 
bonus for ex-service men, which legislative provision has 
submitted to a referendum: 


Colorado, $8,000,000. 
Pennsylvania, $35,000,000 


te PT) 


The Montana Legislature enacted a bonus law carrying an 
appropriation and bond issue of $4,500,000. It was declared 
unconstitutional by the Montana courts. The suceeeding levis- 
lature enacted a resolution to amend the constitution soe as te 
provide for a bonus. The amendment is now 
to be voted upon at the next general election. 

REPUBLICAN 


before the State 


STATES TAKE CARE OF THEIR EX-SHRTICE MEN 


In the above list of States providing for a bonus New York 
is included. The New York Legislature voted $45,000,000 and 
authorized a bond issue. The New York courts declared it 
unconstitutional. The legislature then provided for a referen- 
dum on an amendment to the constitution to permit a bonus, 
and the voters passed faverably upon the 


amendment, 


Senet aR Re aye ee NS 
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This makes a total of $427,000,000 in cash bonuses which have 
been voted ex-service men by Republican legislatures of Repub- 
lican States. In addition, the Republican Legislature of the 
Republican State of California provided for the issuance of 
$10,000,000 in bonds to be administered by the Veterans’ Wel- 
fare Finance Commission. The money is to be expended for 
ex-service men and their dependents, providing educational and 
vocational aid and financial assistance for the purchase of farms 
and homes, 

Rut the voting of cash bonuses is not the only or even the 
most important legislation enacted by the Republican State 
legislatures for the benefit of ex-service men, According to data 
compiled from the American Legion Weekly and from the 
annual report submitted to the convention of the American 
Legion at San Francisco, the following State aid—exclusive of 
uny State bonus—has been extended ex-service men by the 
several States: 

Twenty-one Republican States have by law granted ex-service 
men preference in public employment. These northern Repub- 
liecnn States are California, Colorado, Connecticut, Illinois, 
Indiana, Towa, Kansas, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, Nevada, New Jersey, New York, 
Oregon, Rhode Island, South Dakota, Washington, and Wis- 
consin. No southern Democratic State has enacted such a law. 

Kleven northern Republican States have enacted legislation 
exempting ex-service men from poll and property taxes. They 
are Connecticut, Towa, Maine, Massachusetts, Oregon, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New Mexico, North Dakota, South Da- 
kota, and Wyoming. Only three southern Democratic States— 
Oklahoma, Texas, and South Carolina—have enacted such legis- 
lation 

Fourteen northern Republican States have provided for edu- 
eational aid for ex-service men. They ave California, Colorado, 
Ilinois, Indiana, lowa, Maine, Minnesota, Nebraska, New York, 
Ohio, Oregon, South Dakota, Utah, and Wiseonsin, Only three 
southern Democratic States have made such provision—Ken- 
tucky, South Carolina, and Tennessee 

four northern Republican States have enacted laws which 
provide for financial assistance to ex-service men wishing to 
buy homes. They are Arizona, California, Oregon, and South 
Dakota. No Democratie State has made such a provision. 


| 
| 


| 
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DEMOCRATIC SOLID SOUTH DOES NOTHING FOR BX-SERVICE MEN 


It will be noted that with rare exceptions no State in the 
Democratic “solid South” has enacted any legislation lending 
any material assistance to ex-service men or aceording them 
any recognition or preference in public employment. The four 
Democratic States of Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, and Missis 
sippi have done nothing for the ex-service men. The onl) 
legislation of any character which Alabama, represented in the 
Senute by Senators HerLin and UNpERWoop and in the House 
by such leaders as Huppiestron, has enacted has been to ex- 
empt ex-service men from having to pay a license in order to 
practice medicine. The State of Arkansas is represented in 
the Senate by Josxepn T. Roptnson, floor leader of the Dem 
cratic minority, and THAppEUS CARRAWAY. This State has done 
nothing for the aid, relief, er recognition of its ex-service men 
The State of Georgia has exempted ex-service men from having 
to pay a license te peddle. Mississippi, represented by Pat 
HARRISON, the keynoter of the Democratic National Convention 
has made but one provision for its World War veterans: it 
records their discharge papers without any charge. Yet in 
each of these States there have been at least two regular ses- 
sions of the State legislature since the close of the war, and 
in all but two there have been three sessions, 

While the need of the World War veterans have naturally 
been emphasized since the armistice, legislation affecting other 
veterans of the United States has not been neglected. The 
Republican Congress elected in 1918 enacted a law May 1, 1920, 
revising and equalizing pension rates to veterans of the Civil 
War and previous wars, together with thelr dependents, 
widows, and orphans. This legislation greatly liberalized the 
Civil War pension act. One of its provisions granted $72 4 
month to Civil War veterans helpless or blind or so nearly 
helpless as to require regular personal attendants. During the 
first year this amendment was in effect 39,000 Civil War vet- 
erans applied for the $72 rate. The administration of this 
Republican law was handicapped by the Democratic pension 
officials in that they ruled that the $72 pension should be 
granted only from date of the certificate of medical examination 
by the regular board of surgeons. The effect of this was to 


| penalize Civil War yeterans because of the slowness of the 


Ten Republican States have enacted legislation providing | 


finncial assistance to ex-service men wishing to settle on land, 
to buy and equip farms. They are Arizona, California, Colo- 
raudo, Tdaho, Minnesota, New Mexico, Oregon, South Dakota, 
Washington, and Wyoming. One Democratic State—North 
Carolinu—has such a provision. 

Sixteen northern Republican States have made provision for 
Stute relief for needy ex-service men and their dependents. 
This is exclusive of any bonus legislation, They are Connecti- 
eut. tdaho, Maine, Massachusetts, Minnesota, Montana, Ne- 
braska, New Hampshire, New York, Ohio, Oregon, Rhode Island, 
South Dakota, Washington, West Virginiu, and Wisconsin. Two 
southern States—Oklahoma and Tennessee—make such a pro- 


Vision, 


Wight northern Republican States make provision for assist- | 


ing ex-service men to find employment. They are Illinois, In- | 


diana, Massachusetts, Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada, New Jer- 
sey, and Washington. Only one southern Democratic State— 
North Carolina—makes such a provision. 

Ten northern Republican States have established welfare 
commissions or boards to assist ex-service men and their de- 
pendents in many ways. They are California, Idaho, Iowa, 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, Oregon, Rhode Island, Wash- 
ington, and Wisconsin. Two Democratic States—Georgia and 
Oklahoma—have made such provision. 

Kighteen northern Republican States have by legislation pro- 
vided for the admission of ex-service men to State or public 
hospitals with free treatment. They are Arizona, California, 
Connecticut, Tllinois, Indiana, Towa, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, New York, Ohio, Oregon, Penn- 
sVYlvania, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming. Only three south- 
ern Democratic States—Maryland, Oklahoma, and Texas—make 
such provision. 

Three northern Republican States make provision for loan- 
ing funds to needy ex-service men, They are Oregon, South 
Dakota, and Washington. No southern Democratic State makes 
such provision. 

Two northern Republican States, in addition to providing a 
bonus for all ex-service men and State aid to needy ex-service 
men and their dependents, also provide a State pension for 
ex-service men made blind by reason of their service. These 
two States are New York and New Jersey, 


Pension Bureau in making medical examinations. As soon as 
the Kepublican administration came into power March, 1921 
this ruling was set aside under an order of the Secretary of 


the Interior dated April 25, 1921. This new ruling provided 
that all Civil Wur veterans entitled to a $72 rate under the law 
should have their pension paid from the date of their applica 
tion for the increased rate. 

REPUBLICANS PROVIDE SPANISH-AMERICAN WARK PENSIONS 

The Republican Congress elected in 1918 also enacted June 5, 
1920, the first Spanish-American War pension act, known as 
the Sells bill, because it was introduced by Representative Sells 
Republican—of Tennessee. This provided a pension of not 
less than $12 nor more than $30 a month to all persons who 
had served 90 days or more in the military or naval service o! 
the United States during the war with Spain, the Philippine 
insurrection, or the Boxer revolution. The Sixty-seventh Coun- 
gress, under the aet of September 1, 1922, liberalized the 
Spanish-American War pension by including pensions to widows 
and minor orphans of deceased Spanish-American War veterans 
as well as their dependent parents. 

On May 3, 1922, the Sixty-seventh Congress enacted legisla- 
tion which provided that all pensions should be paid monthly 
after September 4, 1922, instead of quarterly, as heretofore 
The Pension Bureau, under the administration of Secretary 
Work, has still further liberalized this law, issuing an orde 
Which does away with the necessity of the execution of vouchers 
preliminary to the issuance of pension checks. The cost of 
having to prepare these vouchers in many cases wmounted to a 
full month’s pension. In addition a great many widows and 
disabled veterans feund it practically impossible to comply 
with the regulations, as it frequently necessitated monthly 
travels of considerable distance. Under the present ruling 
vouchers are required only where the pension is to be paid to 
some other than the pensioner. The Pension Bureau under the 
present administration has also been so reorganized as to speed 
up the mailing of the 520,000 monthly pension checks, with the 
result that pensioners are receiving their checks from 24 hours 
to 1 week sooner than previously. 

PENSION RULINGS LIBERALIZED 

During the past two years of the Republican administration 
the Pension Bureau, under the orders of the Secretary of the 
Interior, has made several important modifications in practices 
and rulings, with the result that pensionable rights have been 
conferred upon hundreds of veterans who formerly had been 
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denied pensions through narrow and technical construction of 
the laws. Criticisms of the Pension Bureau which existed 
throughout the Democratic administration because of the nar- 
row, restricted, and technical interpretations of pension laws 
which worked to the injury of the soldiers of the Civil and 
Spanish-American Wars and their widows have given way toa 
feeling of confidence in the Pension Bureau among all those 
with whom it deals. 


THAT “ DO-NOTHING CONGRESS ” PIBCE OF FICTION 


Our Democratic critics are still reiterating the falsehood that 
the Republicans in Congress have done nothing under this ad- 
ministration. The following is an enumeration of some of 
the principal laws enacted by the Republicans in Congress since 
the inauguration of the Republican administration in March, 
1921, the Congress being called in special session in April, 
that year. The record will bear out the statement that no 
American Congress in times of peace ever enacted so much 
helpful, fundamental, constructive legislation. First in im- 
portance and almost first from the standpoint of chronology 
was the enactment of the Budget law, which created the 
Budget Bureau and armed it with authority to do what it has 
done. In view of the fact that the bulletin put out by the 
Democratic National Committee for Democratic Women's 
Clubs has claimed that the Budget system now in operation is 
of Democratic origin, it might not come amiss to state in a 
few words the facts regarding the Budget system. 

The first concrete proposition for a Federal budget system 

yas made by the Taft Commission on Efficiency and Economy. 
It was submitted to the Democratic Congress during the closing 
months of President Taft’s administration. Its proposal was 
received by the Democrats in both the Senate and the House 
with violent denunciation. Not satisfied with denouncing the 
proposal for a Federal budget, Democratic House leaders in- 
serted a paragraph in appropriation bills denouncing the 
Budget system and providing that none of the money appro- 
priated by the Democratic Congress should be expended under 
the direction of such a system. 


DEMOCRATS FOUGHT BUDGET SYSTEM 


On March 4, 1913, President Wilson was inaugurated, and 
for six years the Democrats had control of both branches of 
Congress and all the executive offices of the Federal Govern- 
ment. During that period no attempt was made by the Demo- 
cratie Congress to enact a budget law, and no effort was made 
by the Democratic Executive to install a budget system in the 
handling of their finances. 

A Republican Congress was elected in 1918. That Congress 
enacted a Federal budget law practically identical with the 
Budget which is now on the books and in successful operation. 
President Wilson vetoed it. . 

There were 191 Democrats in the House at that time. Of this 
number only 36 votes in favor of the Budget and to override 
President Wilson’s veto. 
refused to go on record in favor of the Budget system. Among 
them were Representative THOMAS HEFLIN, of Alabama, now in 
the Senate, and Representative T. H. Caraway, of Arkansas, 
now in the Senate. An even 100 Democrats voted to sustain 
the President’s veto and thereby put themselves directly on 
record as against the Budget. Among them was Champ Clark, 
of Missouri, Democratic leader at that time, and Corpetrt Hutt, 
of Tennessee, now chairman of the Democratic National Com- 
mittee. 

LIST OF ACTS OF “DO NOTHING ” CONGRESS 

To continue the list of laws enacted by the Republicans in 
Congress since March, 1921: 

Created a foreign debt funding commission which has al- 
ready closed an agreement with Great Britain for the payment 
of her debt of $4,800,000,000, which amounts to about 35 per 
cent of the total foreign loans. 

Revised the War Finance Corporation and increased its power 
so that it could make loans to agricultural and livestock inter- 
ests and provided it with a billion dollar revolving fund; 
twice extended the life of this reconstructed organization. 

Created the Veterans’ Bureau, which consolidated all govern- 
mental agencies dealing with ex-service men; appropriated over 
$1,000,000,000 for the use of this bureau; appropriated $17,- 
000,000 for a hospitalization program ; enacted a series of minor 
laws extending relief to ex-service men, such as giving them a 
longer time in which to file claims, and so forth. 

Gave the Federal Government power over all foreign cable 
landings on American territory as a protection to American 
commercial interests. 

Revised the Federal highway act and appropriated $75,000,000 
for expenditure on public highways. 
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Fifty-five refused to vote, and thus | 


Sai aieeed 


Passed an act regulating trading in grain futures which was 
declared unconstitutional; enacted a second law of this charac- 
ter, eliminating the unconstitutional features of the first act. 

Passed a seed loan act for relief of 
stricken areas in the Northwest. 

Passed a resolution declaring an end to 
between Germany, Austria, and Hungary. 

Voted an appropriation of $10,000,000 for the purchase of 
food to be sent to Russia for the relief of destitute 

Passed a series of laws giving leeway on payments due from 
those who had settled on irrigated or reclamation projects, who 
had purchased Indian lands, and who were using Government 
lands for grazing purposes. 

Restrictive immigration aet. 

Emergency or farmers’ tariff. 

Maternity and infancy act. 

Reduction of United States Regular Army to 125,000 men and 
reduction of United States Navy to 86,000 enlisted personnel. 

Reorganized the Indian Bureau. 

Reorganized Philippine fiscal conditions; extended to the 
Philippine government millions of extra credit and borrowing 
power in order to save the islands from complete bankruptcy 
due to maladministration under Democratic régime. 

Edge Act, which facilitated organization of corporations wish- 
ing to engage in foreign trade. 

Increased available funds of Federal farm loan bank by 
$25,000,000 and amended law regulating sale of Federal farm 
loan bank bonds so as to facilitate their marketing. 

The Volstead Act, providing for enforcement of Federal pro- 
hibition a..endment. 

ackers and stockyards 
stock in interstate commerce. 

Fordney-McCumber permanent protective tariff. 

An act authorizing the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
issue order providing for sale of highway mileage books at 20 
per cent less than rates for single tickets 

Special appropriation to enable Department of 
prosecute war graft and frauds. 

Legalized the formation of cooperative marketing associa- 
tions on the part of producers. 

Increased the Federal judiciary by 24 judges and provided 
for transfer of judges to relieve congestion in Federal courts, 

Filled milk act. 

Rural credits act. 

Created a coal fact-finding commission. 

Soldiers’ bonus or adjusted compensation act. 

Created commission to codify all laws pertaining to World 
War veterans. 

Increased United States Coast Guard equipment and per- 
sonnel for purpose of more rigidly enforcing the laws, particu- 
larly the prohibition laws, by stopping rum running 
smuggling of liquor into the United States, 

Created a dairy bureau in the 
of Agriculture. 

Provided for compensation of United States employees who 


farmers in drought- 


the state of war 


act, regulating handling of live- 


Justice to 


or the 


United States Department 


| are injured in line of duty. 


Approved agreements reached by United States Fereign Debt 
Funding Commission with the Governments of Finland 
Hungary. 

Provided for the reorganization of Consular and Diplomatie 
Service. 

Authorized the official participation of the United States 
in an international conference for the purpose of suppressing 
the opium and narcotic traffic. 

Passed a joint resolution providing for an amendment to 
the Federal Constitution giving Congress the right and power 
to enact legislation prohibiting and regulating child labor. 

In addition to the above, the United States Senate, as the 
coordinate treaty-making body of the United States, has made 
a record in respect to handling foreign treaties. It ratified 
peace treaties, formally bringing to a close the state of war 
between the United States, Germany, Austria, and Hungary. 
It ratified in less than 40 days the seven treaties formulated 
at the Washington Conference for Limitation of Armaments. 
All told, the United States Senate has since March, 1921, rati- 
fied 49 treaties which have been entered into between this 
Government and foreign powers, 

AMERICANS HAYER PROGRESSED LONG 


WAY SINCE 1921 

The American people have traveled a long way forward since 
March, 1921. During the last year, in striking contrast to the 
general depression which prevailed in all lines of activities 
three years ago, our industries were producing more than ever 
before in any period of peace, our mercantile interests were sell- 
ing more, our railroads were transporting more, our industrial 
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workers 





were getting better wages and living better, the 
American people as a whole were enjoying more luxuries, buy- 
ing more insurance, and putting more money in the savings 
banks than in any previous period this Republic was 
founded 


since 


This marvelous 
Republican Party 
tion 
that time there was the utmost cooperation between the execu- 
ti ind the legislative branch of the Government, both under 
complete control of Republicans commissioned by the people in 
1420 to take charge of the Government and put into effect Re- 
publican policies. The only time since 1921 when there ap- 
peared to be a recession of general prosperity and a slackening 
of public confidence in the future has been during the last few 
months, due to a Democratie radical coalition in Con- 
s that legislative body began to thwart the constructive pro- 
the Republican administration. There can be no doubt 
ihe election of a Con 


transformation has taken place under the 


when 
Ere 
gram ol 
that 
ot 
country and inimical to the welfare of the people. 
be 1 


There can 
1 doubt that the election of a Democratic President as well 
Democratic radical Congress would bring about national 
It would be taken to mean, and it would mean, the 


disuster 


return of all the evil and destructive policies and practices that | 


prevailed under the last Democratic administration, all the evil 
policies and practices which have prevailed under each Demo- 
administration since the Civil War. It would mean ex- 


crac 


travagance und profligacy instead of economy and thrift in pub- | 


lie affairs It would mean a return to destructive interference 
with legitimate business which under the Wilsen administra- | 
tion resulted so disastrously, not se much to the commercial | 
interests of the country as to the agricultural and industrial 


interests, to the impoverishment of the farmer and the wage | 


earner. It would mean a renewal of national flirtation with 
cheap and fantastic systems of currency and credit, for De- 
mocracy has always been tainted with greenbackism, populism, 
and free silverism. It has always sought to cure economic evils 
by increasing the coinage of the country instead of increasing 
the productive capacity of our mills and farms and railroads 
and other enterprises upon which our national prosperity and 
progress depends. 
MERE THOUGHT OF DEMOCRATIC VICTORY FRIGHTENS COUNTRY 

The mere fear of the possibility of a return of Democratic 
administration or the election of a Democratic-radical Con- 
gress has already laid its dead hand upon the activities of our 
myriad interests. Business men, manufacturers, farmers, men 
with investments everywhere, know that the history of the 
United States since the Civil War records the indelible and un- 
varying fact that inauguration of a Democratic administration 
is followed by a panic. The Democratic Party has never ex- 
hibited the capacity to govern wisely and in accordance with the 
fundamentals of political economy. It lacks utterly the ability 
to vision the affairs and needs of the American people as a 
Nation 
lopsided in its control by a few States with rotten boroughs. 

It is incredible to believe that after the American people 
have taken an invoice of their national administration, have 
heard the accounting of their public servants placed in power by 
the Republican Party, and review the progress of the last three 
years of Republican rule that they will not go to the polls and 
by an overwhelming vote commission the party which has 
brought about this improvement to continue the work so well 
begun. 

PEOPLE WILL KBEP 


COOLIDGR AND ELECT REPUBLICAN CONGRESS 


The American people have always proved their wisdom when 
presented with the facts. They will prove their wisdom in 
November by electing the presidential ticket nominated at 
Cleveland with a unanimity never before equaled in any po- 
litical convention and by electing a loyal, reliable, old-fashioned 
Republican majority in both branches of Congress to work with 
and cooperate with the Republican executives. The Republican 
Party goes before the people in this campaign confident of their 
verdict In November, because it is able to present to the people 
a record of three years of hard work, wise administration, con- 
structive legislation, rigid economy, reduction of taxes, revival 
of industrial activity, relief for agriculture, prosperity for the 
wage earner, recognition of womanhood, protection of child- 
hood, unstinted aid fer ex-service men, stability for business, 
encouragement of private enterprise, promotion of world peace, 
and a general economic improvement which has made America 
prosper and progress te a degree never before equaled by it and 
its people. 


and because of its policies and administra- | 
It has taken place because during the major portion of | 


cress hostile te the executive branch | deception of the people nearly consummated in respect to a very 
our Government would be disastrous to the prosperity of the | important phase of the leasing matters. 
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NAVY OTL RESERVE LEASES 

Mr. WINTER. Mr. Speaker, since addressing the House on 
March 17 and April 17, 1924, on the subject of the naval oil 
reserve leases, in which addresses I attempted to place the full 
facts as to the merits of the leases before the country, there 
have appeared in the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp two contributions 
on the subject neither of which controverted or attempted to 
controvert the facts, figures, documents, records, arguments, 
and conclusions of those addresses. 

The first ef the contributions I have referred to furnishes an 
interesting and illuminating side light on the question whether 
the attacks upon the leases were and are sincere, in good faith, 
and in the public interest, or whether partisan political pur- 
poses were the impelling motive. It is found on page 7003 of 
the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorp of April 21, 1924, and needs but to 
be read to disclose that the foremost prosecutor of the oil 
committee was moved by party zeal and so blinded to the facts 
by his prejudice that a great mistake was nearly made and a 
It was an attempt to 
deny the truth ef statements of Republican speakers and 
writers that the leases granted under the Republican adminis- 
tration actually returned higher royalties to the Government 
than the leases made under the preceding Democratic admin- 
istration, accompanied by the statement that he desired te save 
the public from being imposed upon. The press reporting 
the address spoke of it as a denunciation ef a Republican plot 
to deceive the American people. The record demonstrates be- 
yond the shadow of a doubt that such original statements were 
absolutely correct, and that the charge of attempted deception 
of the people recoils upon the head of the author of this record. 

I quote from the record: 


Prior to March 4, 1921, there were leased upon competitive bidding 
all of the lands adjacent to naval reserve No. 3 within the Salt Creek 
field, and those leases all carried a royalty—bear in mind, the imme- 


| diately adjacent territory—of 834 per cent flat, with a large bonus in 


This is because the Democratic Party is sectional—it is | 


the case of many of them and some bonus in the case of practically 
every one of them. The story about that is as follows: 

Direction was given under the statute to offer that territory to com- 
petitive bidding on a basis of 25 per cent royalty with a bonus. Secre 
tary Payne approved the letter, but struck out 25 and inserted 334 
per cent, and the territory was leased under that arrangement—33) 
per cent for the inside tracts and 30 per cent for the outside tracts, 
but they were secured upon bidding bonuses as follows: 

“For the first lease a bonus of $26,700 was secured on a flat 
royalty of 25 per cent cent.” 

On the next lease a bonus of $279,000 was secured 
royalty of 333% per cent. 

On the next lease a bonus of $2,000 was secured upon a flat royalty 
of 25 per cent. 

On another lease a bonus of $226,000 was secured upon a flat 
royalty of 334 per cent. 

The lands adjacent to the Teapot Dome were thus leased under an 
arrangement for competitive bidding by which the Government secured 
a total bonus of $1,680,000 and an average royalty of 28.76 per cent. 

These are the facts about the matter as disclosed in the testimony. 
Now former Secretary Denby is going about the country, after having 
told us before the committee that he did not know anything at all 
about the matter, detailing facts such as these to which I have di- 
rected the attention of the Senate. For instance, in a speech reported 
in the papers on Saturday last he tells us, as follows: 

“Meanwhile the hundreds of oil wells upon private lands within 
and adjoining the reserve were draining the oil from under the 
Government lands in the reserves, the total number of these wells, 
as stated by the bureau of mines March 4, 1921, being 785.” 

That means there were 785 wells up in the Salt Creek field, the total 
number of wells there. 

Mr. KENpRIcK. Will the Senator yield again? 

Mr. WaLsuH of Mentana. I yield. 

Mr. Kenxprick. Can the Senator tell us whether or not the territory 
adjoining or contiguous to the oil structure, the nayal reserve, was 
leased after Secretary Fall became Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. Watsu of Montana. Some were leased afterwards and some 
before. 

Mr. Kenpricx. But those wells on the territory between Salt Creck, 
we may say, and the naval reserve, were actually leased by Secretary 
Fall himself? 

Mr. Watsn of Montana. I think that is so; but the proceedings wero 
instituted, as I have indicated, under the administration of Secretary 
Payne. 


Thus it appears that the distinguished Member was en- 
gaged, apparently, in an attempt to do that with which he had 
charged ex-Secretary Denby and Hon. Leslie Shaw. The whole 
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structure thus carefully built up with the announced purpose 
of exposing the duplicity of Republicans collapsed upon the | 
crucial point as to which administration had made the 22 very 
advantageoous leases for the Government of 44 160-acre tracts 
on the east, southeast, and south parts of the Salt Creek field 
adjacent to the Teapot Dome. All that was presented in this 
record, except minor inaccuracies, was true as to the favorable 
features of the leases from the Government standpoint as to 
high royalties and bonuses, but in an unguarded momenf, 
wittingly or unwittingly, as the truth has a habit of emerging 
at times, his colleague disclosed the very important fact that 
those valuable leases for the Nation were made by Secretary 
Fall. They were auctioned off and the bonuses secured under 
the direction of Secretary Fall on behalf of the Government, | 
June 15, 1921, three months and a half after the Democratic | 
administration had ended. All the credit, therefore, the speaker 
attempted to claim for his party must be given, under his own 
facts and figures, as to their great merit, to the Republican 
administration. Once more the cloud is removed and the 
light of the truth emerges and another political, partisan, 
prejudiced misrepresentation is dispelled. The speaker showed | 
beyond a doubt that the leases he enumerated called for the | 
highest flat royalty and brought the highest bonuses of any 
leases made by and on behalf of the Government. Thus the | 
claims made by the Republican speakers he criticized for the 
Republican administration as to the highest returns netted | 
by the Government were absolutely true. Yet he was willing | 
and apparently anxious to leave Congress and the people under | 
the false impression created by him in this record, which 
was headlined in the press of the country the day the speech 
was made that these leases had been let by the Democratic 
administration. The truth was curiously enough disclosed 
by the two simple questions of fact of his Democratic col- | 
league. 


This record is characteristic and typical of the whole pro- 
ceedings of investigation into the Navy oil reserve leases, pre- 
senting a mass of inferences, misrepresentations, wild charges, 
and false conclusions, and omitting facts and conditions which | 
were essential to a true judgment. 

In notable contrast to this record of April 21, 1924, and to | 
the record of January 29, 1924, which contains the first state- 
ment and denunciation of the spokesman and prosecutor of 
the oil committee against the leases, which resulted in the 
resolution of Congress to have court actions brought in an 
attempt to have the leases canceled, is the report now made on 
behalf of the majority of the Senate Public Lands Committee 
which carries on the oil investigation, which report is found on | 
pages 11041 to 11053, inclusive, of the ConGressionaL Recorp 
of June 6, 1924, and to which I now desire to direct your close | 
attention. 


This final report following the conclusion of the taking of 
vast volumes of evidence, drawn and presented by the lawyer | 
and the judge rather than the party advocate, prosecutor, and 
politician, is, in its recitals of fact, an acquittal of Secretaries 
Fall and Denby, a confession of false charges, a withdrawal 
of the early indictments, and an exoneration so far as the | 
merits of the naval leases and the interests of the Government | 
are concerned. 


It must be borne in mind that the representative of the | 
oil committee in this final report properly and judictously | 
leaves, as we have contended should be done, the matter of 
gifts or loans of money by Doheny and Sinclair to the courts, 
as also the effect upon the validity of the leases, if the court 
shall find criminal guilt. This majority report in its recital of 
facts, as distinguished from inferences, opinions, and con- 
clusions, discloses no detriment to the Government in these 





leases and frees from the charge of wrongdoing entirely every 
Navy and Interior Department official, excepting only the 
case of Mr, Fall in regard to money transactions. 

The only questions left under this report of the Senate 
Public Lands Committee are two direct questions of law and 
fact, on which it is clear there could be and were honest, 
justifiable differences of opinion. Wach view was and is sus- 
tained by respectible expert advice and reasoning. The whole 
matter has been reduced by this report to a question of correct 
judgment or incorrect judgment, of right opinion or wrong 
opinion, of proper conclusions or improper conclusions, as is 
demonstrated by the following excerpts from an editorial in 
the Christian Science Monitor : 


The report of Senator WAtsH of Montana, chairman of the com- 
mittee which investigated the naval oil leases, does credit to him as 
a lawyer, though it will doubtless be disappointing to the eager Demo- 
cratic partisans who had hoped to make of it an essential document 
in the coming presidential campaign. * * * But these charges are 
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pot of a kind of which campaign ammunition can be readily made 
would not be difficult to argue from the report of the Senate com 
mittee that former Secretary Denby and Assistant Secretary Roosevelt 
had been martyred by public clamor at the time of the investigation, 
for the report completely exonerates both from having had any part tn 
the negotiations which led up of the oll fields 
Doheny and Sinclair * * *©* Politicians hoping to make a major 
issue in the pending campaign will undoubtedly deprecate the sense of 
judicial responsibility which has led Senator Watsu to refrain from 
any apparent partisan effort to make his report a campaign document. 
* * © It will be better that contest between the parties 
the control of the Federal Government should be waged upon ec 
and industrial 
slinging and 
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I agree with that editorial that the report of the committee 
is toned down immeasurably from the first denunciations, and 
it is so because the cold, hard facts finally appeared out of the 
muck and ruck of partisan charges, and they did not support 
the lurid headlines of the early days of the investigation or 
the rabid utterances of politicians and demagogues anxious to 
spread the slime of scandal, who were disappointed because itt 
did not reach into the grave or the executive chamber. But 
so far as the terms of the leases are concerned and the actions 
of the Secretaries in making them, there was and is no taint of 
oil. The leases and contracts were, as I have maintained and, 
as I believe, conclusively shown in my previous addresses, good 
leases and contracts on behalf of the Government and had to 


be made to protect the oil resources of the Nation from 
pletion. 


The question of fact is: 


de- 


Was there such drainage or danger 
of drainage of the oii of the naval reserves as made it necessary 
and wise to enter into leases for the purpose of extracting the 
oil? 

The committee report itself now admits the fact of actual 
drainage going on at the time the leases were made, that it 
would continue, and that it was necessary that something be 
done to protect the Government's oil 


1 quote from the report: 


It developed in the hearings, however, and was otherwise revealed 
that drainage was taking place, particularly in naval reserve No. 2, and 
perhaps at the eastern extremity of naval reserve No. 1, to arreat or 
minimize the effect of which it was desirable to clothe some one with 
the authority to provide for the drilling of offset wells or line wella, 
or otherwise to meet the situation. 


Nos. 1 and 2 were the California reserves. 


No. 2 was leased 
first by Mr. Daniels; No, 1 by Mr. Fall. 


As to No. 3, the Teapot 


Dome in Wyoming, the report states as to drainage: 


The reports of the cealogists— 
view that drainag: 
suffered not 


the committee's experts —contirmed the 
was actually taking place and that loss was being 
only by the actual migration of oil but by the reduction 
of the gas pressure within the reserve area, affecting the amount of 
oll which could eventually be recovered. There seems never to have 
been any sound reason for the contention that it was geologically im 
possible to drain the reserve to some extent at least through the wells 
in the Salt Creek field. 


Thus the fact of actual, substantial drainage from each of 
the naval reserves is settled beyond the question of a doubt. 
The report further shows that the Bureau of Mines estimated 
the loss which actually occurred by delay in leasing reserve No, 
2 by Mr. Daniels up to March 4, 1921, was 6,800,000 barrels, 
valued at $8,000,000. This loss was directly due to Mr. Daniels 
“ obdurately,” as the committee says, refusing to lease, despite 
the conclusive evidence of loss constantly going on. Under the 
theory of the committee, based on the evidence of Geologist 
Fred G. Clapp, one of its experts, it is admitted that had no 
lease been granted on the Teapot Dome 4,000,000 barrels would 
have been lost. If they had taken the evidence of the other 
committee expert—James O. Lewis—and the Bureau of Mines, 
they would have had to admit a loss in time of many more 
millions of barrels, and if they had accepted the opinions of 
other disinterested geologists they would have admitted a prob- 
able loss of 16,000,000 barrels, or from 60 to 70 per cent of the 
total content of the field which was finally determined, after 
drilling had given the necessary data for certainty, at 26,000,000 
barrels. 

The report advances the view that perhaps the drainage 
could be guarded against by leases for merely offset wells across 
the lines from privately owned wells rather than by leases for 
the entire structures, but it is forced to admit again that such 
was not the view of Geologist Lewis and the Bureau of Mines, 
the practical instrument of the Government in actual charge of 
the Guvernment’s interests on the ground. The complete ex- 
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haustive report of Mr. Lewis holds that drainage would effect 
the entire Teapot field and that it was the part of wisdom and 
in the Government's best interest that the whole structure be 
leased 10 Some one financially strong enough to drill the whole 
field simultaneously, thus securing a comprehensive, complete, 
and economical development. The opposite theory subjected the 
Government to the danger of losing practically all the oil, as 
it depended upon gas wells and oil wells paraflining and sealing 
themselves up. Mr, Fall and Mr. Denby came to the conclusion 
that they could not and would not take such enormous risk for 
the Government in addition to the absolute certainty of many 
millions of barrels of oil which it is admitted were lost and 
many more millions that would be lost if leases were not made, 
Let it be remembered that the Denby-Fall plan was compre- 
hensive: that it included the exchange of royalty nonfuel oil for 
fuel oil of Navy specifications delivered in steel storage tanks 
on the coasts and the Hawaiian Islands, available for instant 
use for defense in time of war. And let it be further remem- 
bered that these leases called for much higher royalties to the 
Government than most of the leases of reserve No. 2 entered 
into by Mr. Daniels. The rates of royalty for the Nation were 
recognized very high, running from 124 per cent on wells of 50 
barrels capacity to 50 per cent on wells running 1,000 barrels. 

The report would leave the impression that all the Govern- 
ment received from the Teapot Dome production was 6 per cent 
of the oil and gas. The fact is that the actual royalty paid, in 
more than a year’s operation, was 17 per cent, and that had the 
wells been of greater capacity, a matter beyond anyone's knowl- 
edge or control, it might have been as high as 50 per cent. 
Kleven per cent of the royalty oil was paid for the tankage and 
approaches thereto, which were erected and provided at actual 
cost by the lessees under the contracts. Every interest of the 
Government was carefully provided for in the drawing up of 
these leases, as is apparent upon a reading of them. The report 
further concedes that the leases were drawn after conference 
by the Secretaries with the highest officials of the Bureau of 
Mines, 

The law question involved is, Does the act of June 4, 1920, 
which empowered the Secretary of the Navy to 
conserve, develop, use, and operate the same in his discretion, di- 
rectly or by contract, lease, or otherwise, and to use, store, exchange, 
or sell the oil and gas products thereof, and those from all royalty oil 
from lands from the naval reserves for the benefit of the United 
States 


authorize him to lease and contract as he did, including the 
exchange of royalty oil for tankage and approaches to the 
tanks, as well as the exchange for other fuel oil or their 
products, which is admitted? 

In my former addresses I went into this phase in detail and 
showed that there was no limitation in the act: the Secretary 
had the right to rely on the plain language of the act and did 
not exceed his authority; that his authority was derived di- 
rectly and fully for all the provisions of the leases and con- 
tracts from the said act of June 4, 1920, which, as we have 
seen, wus passed at the request of Mr. Daniels, then Secretary 
of the Navy under President Wilson, and with Mr. Wilson’s 
sanction and complete approval, as well as the approval of 
Congress, which passed the act without debate. 

It is not necessary to enter into further argument to show 
all this. It is obviated by the report of the committee itself, 
which, while still denying in theory, admits in fact that the 
Secretary was given this complete authority to do all that was 
done with respect to these leases and contracts, when it recom- 
mends, as it does, that the act be amended. I quote: 

In view of what has transpired, it [the act] should be made plain— 

1. That no lease or other contract authorizing or providing for the 
extraction of oil or gas from the reserves should be entered into except 
upon competitive bids, for which proposals should be duly advertised, 

2. That no such lease or contract should be entered into for any 
purpose, except to protect the reserves from drainage and for such 
limited areas as should be drilled to that end, unless in the case of 
an emergency, to be proclaimed by the President of the United States. 

8. That every such lease or contract should be submitted to and 
approved by the Comptroller General before taking effect. 

4. That the authority conferred by the act of June 4, 1920, to ex- 
change is restricted to the exchange of crude oil or gas for fuel oil or 
other products or derivatives of oil or gas. 


All laymen as well as lawyers will understand at once that 
if the law does not iow prohibit these things then Secretaries 
Denby and Fall dic not violate the law. If they did violate 
the law, then no ansendment is necessary. 

It is nevertheless contended that it was the province of 
Congress to say whether Navy oil was*to be exchanged for 
tanks and approaches and to appropriate money for the pur- 


pose, and the report further says there was disclosed some 
evidence of glee that Congress was outwitted in the course 
pursued. But what are the facts, and what does the undisputed 
evidence show in this regard? At a hearing held before the 
Subcommittee on Appropriations of the United States Senate 
on May 4, 1922, within a month after the first leases and agree- 
ments with the Mammoth Oil Co. and with the Pan-American 
Petroleum Co. were made, and long before the Pan-American 
Co.’s lease, dated December 11, 1922, in reply to questions by 
various members of the committee, Secretary Denby stated: 


Now we are planning to get the war reserve oil above ground be- 
cause we can not keep it below ground. * * * ‘The oil was being 
drained off. * * * ‘The contractors build the tanks at points 
designated by the department, points along the Atlantic coast, on 
the Pacific coast, and in Hawaii. * ® * ‘The tanks are to be 
built out of the royalty to be paid to the Government. They are a 
part of the contract. * * * This was a matter that the Department 
of the Interior would know about very much better than we, but as 
soon as it was discovered (referring to the loss of oil by drainage) 
that such was the situation, I asked the Secretary of the Interior 
to handle it for the Navy thereafter and we went to the President 
and secured the executive order transferring the naval oil reserves 
to the Secretary of the Interior, to administer in trust for the Navy, 
the Secretary being a party to the policy but not to the actual adminis- 
trative work. For instance, I signed the Teapot lease agreeing that 
it should be opened, because we discovered that that also was being 
drained off. 


The hearing from which the above quotations are made is 
contained on pages 180-188 of the hearing of the House and 
Senate naval appropriation bill, 1923, Sixty-seventh Congress, 
second session, March—June, 1922. Can anyone say with rea- 
son in the face of that record that Congress was “ outwitted ”? 
Here it is disclosed that Congress had full knowledge of the 
acts and intentions of the Secretary of the Navy to proceed 
with the exchange of oil for tankage to store the remaining 
royalty oil. This was before any operation had been started 
on the Sinclair Teapot lease and many months before the main 
Doheny lease for Elk Hills No. 1 reserve. Yet Congress, know- 
ing, did not differ, did not dissent, did not question, did not 
claim such exchange was not authorized and did nothing to 
prevent operation under the Sinclair lease and made no objec- 
tion to the proposed similar later lease to Doheny. This is 
conclusive that Congress was not “ outwitted ” nor attempted to 
be “ outwitted”; that Congress had the same view of the act 
of June 4, 1920, as had Secretaries Denby and Fall; that they 
were right in their interpretation of the act and acted with 
due authority. This makes plain as day the fact that criticisms 
of the leases made a year later were an afterthought, the mo- 
tive of which could be only political. 

For a year the investigating committee took testimony and 
had elicited all this evidence as to the terms of the leases and 
the necessity for making the leases, on all of which it had the 
above information a year before, without the committee on 
naval appropriation, or the investigating committee, or the 
newspapers attributing enough importance to all these facts 
to be even noticed‘in the press of the country. The first head- 
lines concerning these leases in the general press appeared in 
October, 1923, and they were to the effect that the committee's 
expert geotogists employed to examine and report on the ‘Tea- 
pot Dome had made their report, which was that Teapot Dome 
was being drained. Nothing further appeared in the press until 
the evidence regarding the Fall ranch purchases and loans of 
money came out. All this but proves that there was nothing 
wrong with the leases. 

But the Fall transactions gave the political assassins, the 
character destroyers, the court-usurpers, the political knife 
throwers, the party ghost dancers, the scandal mongers, the 
reputation killers, the fact jugglers, the office-holding mounte- 
banks, the ambitious office seekers, the shrewd and unscrupulous 
political managers an opportunity to turn loose their poison 
gas, to raise a hue and ery that the Navy had been robbed of 
its oil, that the public interests had been betrayed, that a vast 
political plot had been laid in the Republican national conven- 
tion of 1920 to exploit the public domain, and that our natural 
resources had been stolen, They made the most of the oppor- 
tunity while it lasted. But gradually the real facts became 
known, prominent Democrats were found to have accepted 
great sums of money for their influence with the Democratic 
administration from which they had resigned to enter the em- 
ploy of these same oil companies. And now we have the final 
report of the oil committee itself toning the whole matter 
down to a valid, justifiable difference of opinion. Would that 
it could receive the same publicity, notwithstanding its unwar- 
ranted inferences and expressions of opinion and judgment, 
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that the eriginal charges were given 


the broadcasted misrepresentations a1 1 false ace tions 
ean only hope that it will 

The report of the committee practically—indeed, it abso 
ntely—remeves the question of facts as to whether there was 
drainage of oil from the reserves necessit ¢ the leases It 
clearly admits that the reserves were being drained and had to 
be protected by producing the oil. The report of the comm 
practically removes the question of lay s to whether the : 0 
June 4, 1920, aut rized the making of the leases and contracts 
and all the provisions thereof, because it recommends that t 
act be amended in order to prevent further leases with the 
same provisions. The only thing remaining in the entire mattet 
under the report of the committee being the wo questions 
and they heing determined in favor of the ise 1 contracts 
and acts of Secretaries Denby and Fall. there is no other con- 
clusion possible than that they were justified in making them 
and that these ere and are meritorious leases; and, as I have 
heretofore stated on April 17, 1924, in this bed they should 
not be canceled; they should be enforced 

Finally, the committee states that diligent inquiry into reports 
of official speculation in the stocks of the oil companies re 
vealed no facts of sufficient importance to report It furthe 
states that the evidence iled to establis © existe f 4 
conspiracy between oil operators and others at the Re b n 
National Col ntion of 1920 

Let me reiterate. now that the committce of Investigatim 
reported, the nuval ol reserves of the Nation ha t heen * 
away "; the country has not “lost them” or the oil in them ; ther 
was no “ wanton waste of $1,0090.000,000 worth of oil the public 
domain has not been looted ”; the people of this country have 
not been “deprived of the means of national defense”; the 
N y is not without adequi il for Navy fuel to meet any 
War emergenc and would not be and will not be if these 
leases continue in operati the leases were not ileal el 
tered into without authority: and there was not by these leas 
a change of policy with regerd to the na il reser except 
as authorized by Congress 

I maintain again that these were fair, reasenable, and go 
eontracts for the Government atl that was necessary to 
make these or similar contracts and leases with some one in 
order to carry out the Government's policy of preserving oil 


m its public lands within oi! naval for the future 
of the Navy; that the method of preservation in the 
had ceased to be possible and the 
became the only the alterna 


tive, it was build 


reserves nse 
crouml 
preservation on 
that this being 
a wise provision of the leases, I re 


surface 


other alternative: 


to 


permanent storage tanks at such points as were designated by 
the Navy officers as the best and most strategie locations for 
fuel oil; and that the exchange features in the leases were 
wise and beneticial for the reason that the Teapot oil is a para- 
fin-base oil, with a large gasoline, kerosene, and wax content 
impossible to be used and unprofitable to refine fer use for 
fuel oil in our ships. 1 further contend that even had it been 
possible to have retained this oil in the ground that it could 


never have been extracted or refined or exchanged, 
from the Atlantic and 1,000 miles from the Pacific, 
fuel oil in time to meet a war emergency. 

I reiterate that matter now 
lease is enforced by the Government, the 
duction is conserving the oil otherwise draining away by pri- 
vate wells; the Government and rapidly securing 
under a contract and lease providing in its terms the highest 
of royalties a good proportion of the oil. It is further securing 
by exchange a fair, large, and adequate supply of accessible Navy 
fuel oil, safely and permanently conserved at the proper places 
on the coasts for our Navy defense and future safety 

The Government is getting the benefit of an expenditure of 
$40.000,000. The great pipe line, 715 miles in length, connecting 
the field with the mid-continent and eastern markets, is built 
and the program of tank building and filling is proceeding ac- 
cording to contract. The Nation is getting 40 per cent more for 
its Teapot and Salt Creek royalty oils than it would have re- 
ceived witheut this lease. What more can we reasonably ex- 
pect from any lessee? @xperience has shown that Government 
eperation would not bring as good results. Mich time 
litigation would be required to place the Government in pos- 
session, even though the courts should cancel the lease, if it 
could ever be done. Some of the mining claims on the strac- 
ture, the committee report says, “ unquestionably 
merit.” Hence complete repossession by the Government, so 
as to prevent prodnction entirely, is practically impossible. 
Daring ali the litigation preduction would be geing on and 
drainage continuing. Kven now, with receivers appointed by 
the court im charge ef the field, it is not practical to cease 
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Mr. McDUFFT! M Speaker, in addressing the Hous 
on Jn wit re e to fl =f us “0 the lewi<lative pro 
‘am for tl evelopment of rivers and harbors, I made f 
reterence to a provision tn the b yrroposel by the River iT 
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lL believe the Ded i Power Commission has established 
mere rules and regulations than perhaps any bureau in 
history of the Government, which contributes so litthe or noth- 
ing in protecting public welfare, and the act ought to be 
amended, and 1 believe at the next session of Congress will be 
I was interested, Mr. Speaker, to tind that very seon after 
the Rivers and Harbors Committee finished its bearings sand 
the chairman of our committee reported bill (H.R. @eI4) 
authorizing the construction, repair, and preservation of ce: 


tain public works on rivers and harbors, Mr. Merrill, secretary 
of the power commission, on May 16 addressed a tetter to 
Senator RANsprL. of Louisiana, and in the letter to the Sena 
tor on the subject of a bill which re Senator introduced mto 
the Senate (S.3528) for the development of water resources 
for electric power, agricuitul flomi control, pavigation, and 
other purposes, Secretary Merrill of the power commission. fn 
part says: 

Of all our mafor national tesonu we know less about onr w 
power resources than any other Ww have ide er f I 
tions of our al, ofl 4 gas fleld plotted r location, and 
have estimated the total 1 uurces availabl We have done similarl 
with respect to other of o important mineral reso 3 We ha 
made a fairl reful stimate of our total tim! nT both 
these upon publi lands and thse upen private Ionds, and we 1 
predict fairly closely the extent to which we can use these resources 
if we are to maintain a continuous supply 

Again, Mr. Merrill, in his letter to Senator Ranspene says: 


On omly a few streams im the United States have studies been 
carried to the point where reasonably complete information ta avail 
able on which to draw the general plen of river 


development, not 
oniy for purposes of water power buat for auch other related uses aa 


navigation, irrigation, public water supply, and flood control. 
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And then he refers to the survey of the upper ‘Tennessee 
Rives In his letter to Senator RANspeLLt, Mr. Merrill further 
Say 

Section 4 of the Federal water power act authorizes the commis- 
sion “to make Investigation and to collect and record data concerning 
the utilization of the water resources of any region to be developed, 
the water-power industry and its relation to other industries and to in 
terstate or foreign commerce, and concerning the location, capacity, de 
velopment costs, and relation to market of power sites”; that is, the 


commission has the authority to conduct adequate investigations on any 


stream of the United States where the question of water power is 
involved Vt conduct of such surveys is, therefore, contemplated 
as one of the items in the administration of the Federal water 
power act 

It is coneeivable, Mr. Speaker, that the bill introduced by 
Senator RANnspeL. into the Senate (S. 3328) was satisfactory 
to Mr. Merrill, secretary of the Federal Power Commission, 
and I call the attention.of the House to Mr. Merrill's letter to | 
Senator RAnspei. und the bill introduced by Senator RANSDELL | 
in order to make clear to the House that there is a head-on 


collision between the activities proposed by the Federal Power 
Commission through its secretary and surveys proposed in the 


river and harbor bill (H. R. 8914) reported to the House 
April 26 by Mr. Demesry, chairman of the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee. In that bill I eall the attention of the Members 


of the Hlouse to two provisions, one of them follows: 


North 


as 


Tennessee River and tributaries, Carolina, Tennessee, Ala- 


bama, and Kentucky The completion of the survey recommended 
in House Document No. 319, Sixty-seventh Congress,: second session, 
is hereby authorized at a cost not to exceed $315,800 in addition to 


the amount authorized in the river and harbor act approved September 


« 1922 


And the other provision reads as follows: 


The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to cause 
to be made by the Corps of Engineers, United States Army, such 
investigations as may be necessary for the preparation of a general 
plan for the most effective navigation improvement in combination 
with the most efficient development of the potential water power on 
those navigable streams of the United States and their tributaries 
where such power development appears feasible and _ practicable, 
together with an estimate and report of the cost of conducting such 
investigations as to all such streams and tributaries, at a cost not 
to exceed $500,000, with recommendation that $250,000 be imme- 
diately appropriated. 

In the bill (S. 8328)) introduced in the Senate by Senator 


RANSDELL we find in part the following: 


Be it enacted, That in of the 
upon it by section 4 of the Federal water power act the Federal Power 
hereby authorized and empowered to a 
prehensive plan of development of the water resources of the United 
States for the for farms, rural 
communities, cities, and industries, of promoting navigation, of con- 
trolling and of securing other beneficial public of such 
resources, In the preparation of such a plan the shall 
utilize all data available in the records of the various departments, 
bureaus, and other the Federal, State, and municipal 
governments or obtainable from other sources or by examinations or 
surveys 
Sec, 
far as 
and 
several 


ete., pursuance authority conferred 


Commission is prepare com- 


purpose of providing electric power 
floods, uses 
commission 


agencies of 


9 


practicable 
construction 


into coordination so 
scientific, 


The commission is authorized to bring 
the data and work of the engineering, 
services, bureaus, boards, and commissions of the 
departments the United States that relate 
to the study, development, or control of rivers and their tributaries, 
of lakes, and other of water, and utilize the 
personnel of said bureaus, boards, and commissions with a 
view to unity of method and economy of service in the investigation, 


governmental of 


and swamps, bodies to 


services, 


development, and control of rivers and river systems in the United 
States in the interest of navigation and protection from floods, and 


with particular reference to the most complete and eflicient develop- 
ment and use of the waters thereof for hydroelectric power and to the 
coordinated operation of hydroelectric and fuel-electric plants in inter- 
connected systems of the widest scope that may be found physically 
and economically practicable, 


Mr. Speaker, when Members of the House compare the two 
provisions which I have quoted from the bill introduced in 
the House by the chairman of the Rivers and Harbors Com- 
mittee with the extracts I have made from the bill introduced 
by Senator RANspetr it will be most obvious that Congress 
ought to amend the Federal water power act with respect to 
those provisions in the act which conflict in the administration 
of the act by the power commission with laws which authorize, 
direct, and control the surveys on our navigable streams, wisely 
carried on now by the United States engineers, 
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It can no longer be a matter of controversy, debate, or doubt 
that there is conflict, confusion, and duplication of organized 
effort between the power commission and the United States 
engineers. It is imperative. There is a demand of no uncertain 
sort calling on Congress to eause the Corps of Engineers of 
the United States Army to make such surveys of our navigable 
Streams and their tributaries as will disclose the most effective 
navigation improvement in combination with the most efficient 
development of potential water power on the navigable streams 
and their tributaries in the United States. 

We can not ignore the conflict between the Federal Power 
Commission and its activities and its administration and the 
activities and work of the United States Engineer Corps en 
our navigable rivers, Neither can we shut our eyes to the liti- 
gation now of record between the States and the Federal Gov- 
ernment as shown by the suit of the State of New York against 
the Federal Power Commission, in which suit other States have 
joined. 

Mr. Speaker, I have drawn the attention of Members of the 
Hquse to this important subject and indicated not as clearly 
and definitely as L hope to some time in the future that it is a 
duty resiing upon the House to legislation which will 
remove the conflict, confusion, and duplication of work and 
effort which now exists between the administration of the Fed- 
eral water power act and the work of the United States Engi- 
neer Corps on our navigable streams. 

In connection with this wonderfully important subject I ask 
each Member of the House this question: What are the unde- 
veloped water-power resources of the United States? Shall 
the Federal Water Power Commission make the investigations 
and secure the facts to answer this question, or shall the United 


pass 


States Kngineers make the surveys and investigations and 
unswer this question? 
WHAT ARB THE UNDEVELOPED WATER-POWER RESOURCES OF THR UNITED 


STATES? 


The water powers of the United States which are capable 
of economic development constitute one of the most inexhaust- 
ible of this country’s resources. Wherever 124 cubic feet of 
water per second falls through a height of 1 foot it is capable 
of developing 1 horsepower in a hydroelectric plant having 
machinery which is 70 per cent efficient. 

It is evident, then, that in order to determine how much 
undeveloped water power there is in the United States which 
is capable of economical development we must know the flow 
of each river and how much it falls. We must also know that 
there is a suitable site for a dam and its appurtenances that 
can be built without too great expense, and that there is a 
market for the power within reasonable distance at a rate 
that will make the enterprise reasonably profitable to the 
investor. ; 

‘'o make an estimate of the commercially feasible undevel- 
oped water powers of the United States is not an easy task. 
Consider first the question of the flow of the stream. This, of 
course, varies from day to day and from month to month, and 
a record over a period of years is very desirable in order to 
determine just how low the water really gets at times, for it is 
the low-water flow of the stream which must form the basis of 
all cateulations. This low-water flow can frequently be built 
up by means of storage, but the feasibility of such storage 
depends upon the topography of the country, and this in turn 
calls for a survey of the river itself. 

The United States Geological Survey has been carrying on sys- 
tematic stream measurements all over the country since 1899, 
On account of the small appropriations, however, the work has 
been seriously handicapped, and there are but few streams 
which have been continuously measured during this period. 
Most of the information consists of fragmentary records extend- 
ing over a period of two or three years. The report of the 
Secretary of the Interior for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1922, showed that 11,000 measurements of stream flow had been 
made that year in 41 States and in Hawaii, and that 1,540 
gauging stations were being maintained. “In this work,’ he 
says, “31 States and Hawaii have cooperated by contributing 
$217,010, and several Government bureaus have contributed 
largely to the flow of particular streams.” Probably the 
bureaus which have cooperated most extensively are the Corps 
of Engineers and the United States Weather Bureau. 

The Geological Survey investigates ore deposits in mining 
districts, studies present and possible oil and gas fields, investi- 
gates coal fields and deposits of other useful minerals, makes 
explorations for potash, researches paleontology, studies geo- 
chemistry and geophysics, compiles State and National statis- 
tics of mineral production, prepares statistics and makes studies 
of water resources both on the surface and under ground, 
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classifies the public lands, as coal land, phosphate land, oil land, 
and so forth, and is continuing the work of making a general 
topographic and geological map of the United States. For all 
of this work the appropriations for the Geological Survey 
amounted in 1922 to $1,754,340, but a proper study of our 
water powers in a country the size of the United States would 
eall for at least this amount for stream measurement alone. 
Such investigations would lead to a far greater development of 
our water powers and would be the best money we could spend, 


for water power developed is the creation of economic wealth | 


and taxable values. 
Knowing the flow of the stream, the next question is the 


fall: and to determine the fall of the stream and to locate | 


suit*Ble sites for dams and also to determine the possibilities 
for storage which is economically feasible without flooding too 
much land—these are considerations which call for a careful 
survey on the ground. 

The first estimate of our water powers from a national view- 
point was made by M. O. Leighton, then of the Geological Sur- 
vey, who prepared a report on the undeveloped water powers of 
the United States for the National Conservation Commission, 
ereated by Theodore Roosevelt in 1908. This estimate was 
based upon such Geological Survey records as were available, 
certain river surveys made for navigation purposes by the 
United States Engineer Corps, railroad surveys, and miscella- 
neous maps and reports of various State and other organiza- 
tions. From this assortment of data Mr. Leighton, having no 
appropriations or time for field work, prepared an office study, 
and concluded that without storage the minimum undeveloped 
water power of the United States was 36,916,250 horsepower, 
while his estimated maximum was 66,518,500 horsepower, with- 
out storage. By considering storage he estimated that the total 
was some 212,000,000 horsepower by one method of figuring and 
230,800,000 horsepower by another method. 

In 1912 the commissioner of corporations, an officer in the 
Department of Commerce and Labor at that time, reviewed the 
Geological Survey’s estimate of 1908 and called attention to the 
statement of the Geological Survey to the effect that— 


The surveys and examinations necessary to a thorough and accurate 
report of the water-power resources of the United States have never 
been completed. In certain parts of the country the facts are suffi- 
ciently well known to make it possible to present a tolerably accurate 
statement. In other parts the information is fragmentary and, there- 
fore, power estimates must be considered approximate. 

The commissioner emphasized these facts and stated that— , 
each water-power development is a distinct problem by itself. Prelimi 
nary estimates, while usually based in part on available records of 
stream flow, rainfall, and run-off, are aimost always supplemented by 
additional specific data obtained by engineers. In other words, the pre- 
liminary estimate on a specific project is almost certain to be much more 
accurate than any general estimate for the entire basin in which the 
project is located. Yet many financial houses identified with hydraulic 
developments—several of which have their own engineers—state that 
experience has led them to consider preliminary estimates of power only 
after dividing by two. * * * Various estimates of potential water 
power in the United States have been made, but, with the exception 
of that of the United States Geological Survey above referred to, they 
are practically mere guesses. 


The commissioner of corporations reviewed the report of the 
Geological Survey of 1908 and revised its estimates downward 
for reasons which he gave, and concluded that without storage 
the minimum potential water power in the United States was 
26,736,000 and that the maximum was 51,398,000 horsepower. 
In discussing the question of storage the commissioner said: 


Various estimates have been made as to the total water-power possi- 
bilities of the United States, including storage, but none of them has 
been based upon sufficiently reliable data to warrant unquestioned 
acceptance. The difficulties of estimating the possible power develop- 
ment of a stream are multiplied when an attempt is made to estimate 
the supplementary reserve force that can be put into it by storage. 
* * © Different authorities show a wide variation for comparatively 
limited areas. For instance, one authority allots to California 11,400, 
000 horsepower, while another allows only 5,000,000 horsepower. One 
authority gives Oregon nearly 9,000,000 horsepower; another allows 
only 3,300,000. One gives New York, Maine, California, and Washington 
a total of 34,000,000 horsepower, while other authorities give these 
States a total of only 17,000,000 horsepower. There are comparatively 
few distinctive storage developments in the United States. Any estimate 
including storage therefore must be mainly theoretical. * * * In 
the light of the foregoing considerations this bureau is unwilling to 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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suggest any estimate as to the extent to which the water power posst- 
bilities of the country may ultimately be increased by 
to cite such estimates as others have mace 


storage or even 


Summing up his observations on the undeveloped water 
powers of the United States the commissioner says: 

In view of the actual conditions and in the light of facts that have 
been developed during the course of this investigation, it is evidently 
but little better than pure speculation to estimate what may be the 
ultimate water-power development of this country. 


The only other estimate of the potential water powers of the 
United States which is generally known is that of the Hlee- 
trical World, which from time to time publishes revised esti- 
mates of the undeveloped water powers of more than 10,000 
horsepower classified according to their various 


drainage 
basins. 


This estimate, given in the Electrical World for July 
30, 1921, showed a total maximum undeveloped water power of 
52,829,500 horsepower. 

As an example of how far wrong these estimates are likely 
to be, the Geological Survey estimate of 1908 for the Tennessee 
River and tributaries in Kentucky, Tennessee, Mississippi, 
Alabama, Georgia, North Carolina, and Virginia was a maxtl- 
mum of 1,950,000 horsepower. This was before Muscle Shoals 
or Hales Bar was even surveyed, Deducting 850,000 maximum 
at Musele Shoals and 54,000 maximum at Hales Bar, leaves 
1,046,000 horsepower for all other developments in the Tennes- 
see River and its tributaries. 

Major Fiske has testified before the Rivers and Harbors Com- 
mittee that as a result of the survey he is making of the 
Tennessee Valley he has found 52 dam sites outside of Muscle 


Shoals, and in estimating their power possibilities he said: 


Outside of Muscle Shoals the rest of the Tennessee River, 
ing all the tributaries, 3,000,000 horsepower is a fair 


includ- 


estimate at 
this stage of the proceedings, 


The commissioner of corporations published a map in which 
he undertook to show the power section of the various streams 
in the United States. As an example of the inadequacy of his 
information, consider that this map which represents the best 
available data on the subject from a national standpoint In 
general does not show the navigable streams as having any 
power possibilities at all. For example, the map shows no 
power on the Cumberland River and yet the district engineer 
has shown that there is a possibility of developing 100,000 
horsepower between Nashville, Tenn., and Burnside, Ky., and 
the Commonwealth-Edison Co. interests of Chicago have re- 
cently been granted a permit for three dams in the Cumber- 
land River at and above Burnside, having a total capacity of 
200,000 horsepower. One of the best power streams tributary 
to the Tennessee River is the Hiwassee, which is hardly shown 
at all, and its branch, the Ocoee, on which 45,000 horsepower 
has been developed, is not shown. The facts are that no one 
knows what the undeveloped power possibilities of the United 
States are, and until the United States Government will make 
the investment which is necessary in order to determine the ex- 
tent of these resources we will never know what they are. 

One thing is certain, that the present rush to develop water 
power under the terms of the Federal water power act on a 
hit-or-miss basis without having any general survey of the 
river valley in which the new development is being made is 
certain to result in an unnecessary limitation of the total 
amount of power developed, for after full information has 
been obtained we may expect to find that the locations and 
height of dams and other features of present developments now 
being made will prevent the full utilization of the power of 
the stream in the future. This is no reflection upon the Fed- 
eral Power Commission, who have never been in position to 
get this information, nor upon the power companies, whose 
business it is to secure the most for their money rather than to 
conserve the undeveloped water powers of the United States. 

It should be remembered that the water of these streams be- 
longs to the States, and that aside from navigation the State 
is the authority which has the power to make rules and regu- 
lations regarding the use of the water. For, to quote from the 
report of the subcommittee on the power of the Federal Gov- 
ernment over the development and use of water power in its re- 
port to the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate in 1916: 

Except as the owner of riparian lands and except for the purpose of 
regulating interstate commerce, the United States has no property 
in or sovereignty over the streams or water courses within the boun- 
daries of the several States. The sovereignty and ultimate control 
is in the State * * *%, 
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Therefore any action by the United States to be constitu- 


tional must be based upon the right of the Federal Government 


to regulate navigatio As to the question of what constitutes 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 





is | 


| Secretary of War, 


a navigable stream, Sapreme Court decisions have been quoted 
in reference stated above in supnort of the statement that— 
1 ! f avigabili ne ¢ fa in ich «case If a 
Bt I in | 2% mmer« r any form to any sub 
Rt tinl extent, even for tl! floating of rafts or logs, or lumber, it 

) j 1% ble s im 

Thi subcommitt further conclude 

! } I ing and r lating foreign and interstate 
¢ Cor is g 1 plenar) I all the navigable 
V he | d es, to the end of improving and maintaining 
ih ! i} ind ft) power j t limited to the navigable 
‘ t extends t } ridut es and feeders of the 
f hont th ol of these the power over the navigable | 

f impoten (United Sta . Rio Grande 
‘ 174 1 S. 690.) 

Since the only constitutional control that can be exercised 
by the Federal Government over the improvement of our 
streams is the control of navigation, the only Federal authority 
hi ng mstitutional jurisdiction is the Chief of Engineers, 
and he must approve every license for power development not 
only on every bavigable stream, but on every tributary of a 
navigable stream 

Such data will net hinder the development of water power 
under the Federal water power act, but will give a tremendous 
impetus to it. With this information at hand the Government 
will know from its own records what should be done and will 
not ha tv depend upon information furnished by interested 


individaals and companies which is the case at present, 
Such a study will undoubtedly disclose thousands of feasible 

power sites not at present recognized and to judge hv the com- 

petition to develop the sites disclosed by the survey of the 


Tennessee River, the result will be the conservation of our | 
water powers by their early and rapid development. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 


the gentieman from Nebraska [Mr. Howarp] have two minutes 


in which to address the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Nebraska may 
nddress the House for two minutes Is there objection? 


Mr. TINCHBR. I object. Mr. Speaker, I 
consent to address the House for two minutes. 


unanimous 


ask 


Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, I object 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that, of course, no 
more business can now be transacted. But it is likely various 


bills will come over for the Speaker's signature. 
will sit here, and the Chair 

Mr. SNELL Mr. Speaker, would it 
take a recess for a few minutes 

Mr. LONGWORTH Mr. Speaker, under the 
TI ask unanimous consent that the House stand 
one minute of 7 o'clock 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the House stand in recess until one minute to 7. 
Is there objection? [After a pause. ] The Chair 


AFTER RECESS 


The Chair 


be in order to move to 
circumstances, 


in recess until 


hears none. 


The recess having expired at 6 o'clock and 509 minutes p. m., 
the House was called to order by the Speaker. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to occupy the one minute between now and 7 o'clock. 

The SPEFAKHR. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to occupy the one minute between now and 7 o'clock. 
Is there objection? {After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, a most successful and use- 
ful of this Congress has been marred by what has 
occurred within the last few minutes in another body. The 
great deficiency sppropriation bill, which contains among other 
things the bonus for the soldiers of the late war amounting to 
$136,000,000, and the payments to the dependents of soldiers 
who died in the late war, amounting to something like §$25,- 
000,000, has gone by the beard. 

This bill has failed through the selfishness of a few men who 
insisted on killing this bill because, forsooth, the House would 
not permit them to put in a certain reclamation project of at 
least doubtful value. Since then the House has passed a resolu- 
tion by unanimous vote providing for the amount necessary to 
pay these soldiers. [Applause.] This has just been defeated in 
the Senate by the same influence. There is nothing now left 
to do except to adjourn, 


session 
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ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE 


The SPEAKER. The hour of 7 o’clock having arrived, the 
Chair wishes ail Members a safe journey home, a pleasant vaca- 
tion, and declares this session adjourned sine die. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting 
transmitting with a letter from the Chie! 
of Engineers report on preliminary examination and survey 
of Crisfield Harbor, Md. (H. Doc. No. 355); to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, withgillus 
tration. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. EDMONDS: Committee on Claims. H. R. 8879. A bill 
for the refund of customs duties paid by the Canadian Car & 
Foundry (Ltd.), on materials imported into the United 
States to be further manufactured for shipment abroad and 
which materials were destreyed by fire after such manufacture 
and before such shipment; with amendments (Rept. No. 1020). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HAUGEN: Committee on Agriculture. H. R. 9362. A 
bill to provide for the establishment of a dairying and livestock 
experiment station at Dathart, Tex.; without amendmeni 
(Rept. No. 1029). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. HAUGEN; Committee on Agriculture. H. R. 9898. A 


bil! to provide for the establishment of a dairying and livestock 


experiment station at Columbia, §. C.; with amendments (Rept. 


No. 1030). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. ELLIOTT: Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
H. R. S588. A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to sell the United States marine hospital reservation and im- 
provements thereon at Detroit, Mich., and to acquire a suitable 
site in the same locality and to erect thereon a modern hospital 
for the treatment cf the beneficiaries of the United States 
Public Health Service, and for other purposes; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 1022). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 
+» Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: Committee on World War 
Veterans’ Legislation. H. R. 7845. A bill to amend section 
210 of the war risk insurance act; without amendment (Rept 
No. 1028). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 


Under clause 83 of Rule XXIL, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 9761) to regulate the trans- 
mission in interstate commerce and through the mails of pistols 
and revolvers; to the Gommittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WINTER: A bill (H. R. 9762) to add certain lands 
to the Medicine Bow National Forest, Wyo.; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: A bill (H. R. 9763) to provide that 
certain fees may be used for the purchase, repair, and rebind 
ing of law books for the libraries of the United States district 
courts and the United States court of appeals; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9764) to 
amend section 4492 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish 
eries. 

By Mr. SANDLIN: A bill (H. R. 9765) granting to certain 
claimants the preference right to purchase unappropriated 
public lands; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 9766) to 
provide for the revenue of the Government and to protect and 
maintain the cedar-shingle industry of the United States; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 9767) providing for the 
purchase of a site and erection of a public building at Union 
Mo. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 9768) to amend 
section 10 of the Federal reserve act approved December 23, 
1913, and amended June 3, 1922; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. REECE: A bill (A. R. 9769) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to establish a Veterans’ Bureau and to improve the 


Co, 
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facilities and of such bureau, and further to amend 
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Also, a 


service bill (H. R. 9784) granting an increase of pension to 
and modify the war risk insurance act,” approved June 9, 1921, | Louisa Stough; to the Committee « Invalid Pensio 
and amendments thereto; to the Committee on World War By Mr. LANGLEY A bill (HL R. 9785) antinge an inerease 
Veterans’ Legislation. of pension to Mitchell Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. UPSHAW: A bill (H. R. 9770) to establish State } Also, a bill (H. R. 9786) to restore to the pension roll the 
engineering experiment stations in the States and Territories | name of Nancy Hoskins; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
in connection with institutions of higher technical education | sions. 
for the promotion of engineering and industrial research as a Also, a bill (H. R. 9787) granting a pension to Joseph 
measure of industrial, commercial, military, and naval progress | Wilder: to the Committee ¢ n Pensions , 
and preparedness in times of peace or war; to the Committee | Also, a bill (H. R. 9788) granting an increase of pension to 
on Edueation. John Salyer; to the Committee on Pensions 
By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 9771) to authorize the pay- | By Mr. LEA of California: A bill (H. R. 9789) for the relief 
ment ’ me indemnity . the Seen aee of China apne | of Charles O. Dunbar: to the Committee on Claims 
' the killing of two of her nationals by members of American | ‘RPP poDD ~ 
of the killing - er nationa Ae mi ¢ rT America | By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (HL. R. 9790) granting a pen- 
ary torces: to e LO fee on foreign Alairs ' 
military { Ls 3, th mmit n ‘orel n Affairs. | sion to William J. Finley; to the Committee ou Invalid Pen- 
By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (HL R. 9772) to authorize the | sions 
Secretary of Agriculture to advise and assist cooperative isso- | , = : 
; Zech : 5 , ‘ s : a , Also, a bill (TL R. 9791) granting a pension to William W. 
ciations of producers of agricultural products and others by | Shoch: to the ¢ tt ! ip 
. . . . . oii as oO > Ommittee ¢ nviaite ens 
the promotion of sound business practices, establishing uniform | 7 oe 
See a ; : or : : Also, a bill (HL R. 9792) granting a pension to Mary I. Kin- 
standards of classification, providing for the registering Of | ov. 4) the Commit I lid Pens 
. ° . . se ° { le oni ree ¢ : it MmMSLOnS 
cooperative associations, inspection of agricultural products, a : : ao —— — 
; rer : 7 ; ’ Also, a bill (H.R. 9793) granting a pension Sarah A. Mor- 
market news service, and for other purposes; to the Committee sal ; : ; 
on Amncuitere van; to the ¢ ommittee on Invalid Pensions 
— amirdncaa ' ata ‘ . By Mr. MANLOVE Vi t. 979 ranting 3 ‘ se 
By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 9778) to amend section 26 | ; uk A bill CH. R. 9794) - — 2 ee 
a ae .. : of pension to Martha E. Lowery; to the Committee on Invalid 
of the interstate commerce act, as amended; to the Committee | Pensioi 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce y . a » on 
By Mr. LARSEN of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 9774) providing | By Mr. MERRI rT: A bill CH. R. 9795) granting an increase 
for the American cotton growers’ commission, and for other 7 cea Pan to Mary Louise Playfoot t the Committee on 
* . : nvalle ,ensSions 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. : : ; — ‘ is ; 
By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 9775) creating and defining | +A Mr. st 2 of Minnesota: A bill (H.R. 9796) for the 
: . ane : . ij} relet ¢ ober owe to the ommitt | ry 
the duties of a commission on an immigration policy; to the | Aff: £ Kobert Eb. Towey; 1 ie Committee on Milita 
: ; See : oie il | Affairs, 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 


By Mr, LOWREY: Joint resolution (H. J. Nt ) to create 
a body corporate for the exportation of agricultural products 
to the Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. SWEET: Joint resolution (H. J, 
the Chief of the Board of Engineers of the Army to reestimate 


the of constructing a 30-foot ship canal from the 
Hudson River to Lake Ontario, bused upon present-day figures ; 


my 
Scie 
a, . ‘ 
Res, 295) dlrecting 


cost depth 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PORTER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 204) extend- 
ing the sovereignty of the United States over Swains Island 
and making the island a part of American Samoa; to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Affairs 

By Mr. MADDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 295) provid 
ing appropriations for administrative expenses of the World 
War adjusted compensation act; to the Committee on Appro 


priations 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DAVEY: A biil (H. R. 9776) for the relief of Fred | 
Sauler; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 9777) granting a pension to | 
Neltie L. Brackett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. FREDERICKS: A bill (H. R. 9778) granting a pen- | 
sion to Rebecca Backman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions 


By Mr. GARDNER of Indiana: A bill (H. R 
an increase of pension to Carrie Hurt; to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9780) granting an increase of pension to 
Minervie Thralls; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9781) granting a pension to Eliza J. Raw- 
lings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLATFELTER: A bill (H. R. 9782) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Maggie Sponsler; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9783) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Bupp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





9779) granting | 


Also, a DILL (HL R897) for the 
the Committee on Claims 
By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: 


\ if He) 10 


A bill (HL. R. 9798) grant 


ing a pension to Lizzie MeDaniel: to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions 
By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (HL R. 9709) granting an in 
| crease of pension to Rachel Woggerman; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions 
| BKy Mr. WILSON of Indiana: A bill (HL R. 9800) granting an 
| increase of ension to Susan M. Capehart; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions 
| By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 9801) runting a pension to 
Charles A. Sheets; to the Committee on Pension 
Py Mr. WOODRUFE: A bill (CH. R. 9802) granting a pension 
ee nee to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| a ‘i 
PETITLONS, ETC, 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petition papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 
3031. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of president 
| and members of the board of trustees of the village of Depue 
lll., protesting against the use of the Illinois River by the cits 


‘ 


| of Chicago mittee on Rivers and 


Harbors 


or sewnuge dispos il - ww the Cor 


30382. Also (by request) : Petition of members 


North Utiea, Utiea, U1, 
River t 


} 
| 
} and 
| 
' 
= for sewage disposal; to the Committee on 


president 


of the board of trustees of the 


: 
Village of 


protesting against the use of the Illinois iv the city of 
Rivers and 

Harbors. 
3033. By Mr. MONTAGUE: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Richmond and Norfolk, Va., requesting the Congress of the 


United States to pass the equal rights amendment; to the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
3034. By Mr. WINGO: Petition of the First Baptist Church, 
Fort Smith, Ark., of 1,100 members, in support of the constitu- 
| tional amendment to prohibit sectarian appropriations (H. J. 
| Res. 159) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





